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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, June 9, 2010 

MEETING TIME:  1:30 p.m. 

LOCATION:  City of Seaside City Hall – Portable Buildings Conference Room 

440 Harcourt Avenue 

Seaside, CA 93955 

If you wish to participate in the meeting from a remote location, please call in on the Watermaster 

Conference Line by dialing (877)810-9415.  Use the Access Code of 4560043.  Please note that if no 

telephone attendees have joined the meeting by 10 minutes after its start, the conference call will be ended.   

OFFICERS 

Chairperson:  Diana Ingersoll, City of Seaside 

1st Vice-Chairperson:  Eric Sabolsice, California American Water Company 

2nd 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 (John Fischer) 

Agenda Item 

 

1. Administrative Matters: 

A. Approve Minutes from April 14, 2010 Meeting 

B. Future TAC Meeting Locations (Bob Jaques) 

C. Public Member of the TAC (Bob Jaques) 

2. HydroMetrics Groundwater Modeling (Derrik Williams) 

3. Update on Sentinel Well Induction Logging (Bob Jaques) 

4. Discuss Issues to be Addressed in Updating the BMAP (Bob Jaques) 

5. Information Regarding Funding for Water Projects (Bob Jaques) 

6. Discussion on HydroMetrics Use of Seaside Modeling Results in a paper for an ASCE 

Conference (Derrik Williams) 

7. Schedule (Bob Jaques)  

8. Other Business 

9. Set next meeting date:  

The next regular meeting will be held on Wednesday, July 14, 2010 at 1:30 p.m. at a Location 

to be Determined 
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In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Seaside does not discriminate against persons with 

disabilities. Both Seaside City Hall and the Portable Office Buildings Conference Room are accessible facilities.  If you wish 

to attend this meeting and you will require assistance in order to participate, please contact the Office of the City Clerk (831) 

899-6707 at least three days in advance of the event to make necessary arrangements.  If you need assistance in speaking on a 

specific item noted on the agenda, please inform staff as to which item you would like to comment on and arrangements will 

be made for you to participate.  Portable microphones and assisted listening devices are available upon request.   
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: June 9, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM: 1.A 

AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes from April 14, 2010 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

 

SUMMARY:   

 

Draft Minutes from this meeting were emailed to all TAC members.  Proposed changes 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 

April 14, 2010 

 

Attendees: TAC Members 

City of Seaside – Rick Riedl  

California American Water – Eric Sabolsice  

City of Monterey – Norm Green (arrived @ 2:00 p.m.) 

  Laguna Seca Property Owners – No Representative  

MPWMD – Joe Oliver  

Public Member – No Representative 

MCWRA – Rob Johnson 

City of Del Rey Oaks – No Representative 

City of Sand City – No Representative 

Coastal Subarea Landowners – No Representative 

 

Watermaster 

Technical Program Manager - Robert Jaques 

 

Consultants 

HydroMetrics LLC – Derrik Williams & Georgina King (via telephone) 

 

Others: 

MPWMD – Jonathan Lear 

California American Water – Mike Magretto 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Prior to the start of the meeting Mr. Sabolsice introduced Mr. Mike Magretto, CAW’s Production 

Supervisor, who was attending with Mr. Sabolsice to assist in responding to questions pertaining to 

CAW water production issues. 
 

1. Administrative Matters: 

A. Approve Minutes from March 10, 2010 Meeting 

Mr. Sabolsice referred to page 5 of the agenda packet with regard to the portion of the meeting minutes 

pertaining to CAW's S. G. W. B. pumping.  He asked that the sentence that read "Mr. Sabolsice 

confirmed this understanding" be changed to read "Mr. Sabolsice could not confirm this understanding." 

 

Mr. Riedl asked Mr. Sabolsice if the Regional Project will benefit the S. G. W. B.  Mr. Sabolsice 

responded "yes", that the Desalination Plant plus the other components of the Regional Project will 

allow CAW to reduce its pumping from the S. G. W. B. 

 

There was much discussion with regard to the quantities of water that CAW will be able to pump from 

the Carmel River Basin during winter and summer months.  Mr. Oliver pointed out that there are 

separate water rights for ASR and for CAW's 3,376 acre-feet per year of allowable pumping under 

SWRCB Order No. 95-10. 
 

On a motion by Mr. Johnson, second by Mr. Oliver, the minutes were unanimously approved with the 

revision as noted above. 
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B. Continued Discussion Regarding Appointment of Alternate Public Member to the TAC  

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

 

Mr. Johnson asked for information on the background regarding the appointment of a Public Member to 

the TAC.  Mr. Jaques summarized his understanding that a Board member had proposed that Mr. 

Fischer serve as a Public Member of the TAC.  However, Mr. Jaques acknowledged that he was not 

present at that meeting and was relying on information from others.   

 

Mr. Sabolsice said he did not feel it was necessary to have a member of the public on the TAC.   

 

Mr. Riedl said he believed the appointment of a public member of was to provide "transparency" to the 

TAC’s meetings. 

 

Mr. Jaques commented that it would be possible to have a member of the public invited to attend TAC 

meetings, but not actually serve as a voting member of the TAC. 

 

Mr. Sabolsice made a motion for the TAC to ask the Board if a Public Member is required on the TAC.  

If a Public Member is required, then the TAC would recommend to the Board that Mr. George Riley be 

appointed to fill the position during the absence of Mr. Fischer, who is the current Public Member.  Mr. 

Riedl seconded the motion, and it was approved with only Mr. Johnson dissenting. 

 

2. Continued Discussion on RFS No. 2010-04 to HydroMetrics to Perform Groundwater 

Modeling  

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

 

Mr. Lear asked how the "Critically Dry Years" would be accounted for in the modeling.  Mr. Williams 

responded that he had not planned to use any Critically Dry Years, just average or "Normal" years.   

 

Mr. Williams asked if CAW can take their 3,376 acre-feet per year from the Carmel River Basin in 

Critically Dry Years.  Mr. Magretto responded "yes" as this is a CAW water right.   

 

Mr. Jaques said he wanted to insure that when Scenario 2 is modeled the results provide the maximum 

amount of useful information to the Watermaster, especially since the Scenario 1 and Scenario 2 

modeling costs will consume nearly 100 percent of the approved modeling budget for the current fiscal 

year. 

 

Mr. Sabolsice asked what the modeling would tell us.  Mr. Williams responded that it will tell us 

whether groundwater levels will drop or rise, and whether the four coastal wells will reach protective 

water levels, when the Regional Project is implemented. 

 

Mr. Williams said that under Scenario 2 he was only planning to reduce water production rates by the 10 

percent triennial amounts required by the Decision.  He said he based this on the assumption that the 

cost of water pumped from the Seaside Groundwater Basin will be less than the cost of water that will 

be provided by the Regional Project, so there would be a financial incentive to continue pumping as 

much water as possible from the Seaside Basin. 
 

Mr. Oliver asked that before moving ahead on Scenarios 1 and 2, we should have HydroMetrics provide 

for the TAC's review and approval the proposed water production levels to be used.  Mr. Jaques asked 

whether the precipitation pattern information should also be provided for TAC review and approval.  

Mr. Oliver felt it was acceptable to use average precipitation levels, but agreed that historical 

precipitation patterns could also be used. 
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Mr. Jaques said it did not appear to him that using just the "Normal Water Year" supply quantities that 

will be furnished to CAW under the Regional Project would ever enable CAW to get down to its 1,474 

acre-feet per year allocated portion of the Natural Safe Yield.  Mr. Williams said he concurred with Mr. 

Jaques' findings. 

 

Mr. Sabolsice asked why the table on page 11 of the agenda packet did not include CAW's 3,376 acre-

feet per year from the Carmel River Basin.  Mr. Williams explained that the table only listed the 

Regional Project water supply quantities and the amounts needed to reduce production to comply with 

SWRCB Order No. 95-10 and the Seaside Basin Adjudication Decision. 

 

Mr. Sabolsice said he would like to review the FEIR figures more closely to better understand the 

benefit of the Regional Project on the Seaside Groundwater Basin. 

 

There was much discussion with regard to the pros and cons of delaying the start of modeling Scenario 2 

to wait for a better determination of the size of the Regional Desalination Plant, which must be done 

before the Regional Project can be approved by the PUC.  Mr. Jaques asked Mr. Sabolsice if he knew 

when this was likely to occur.  Mr. Sabolsice responded that CAW’s Certificate of Public Convenience 

should be before the PUC for approval in the fall of 2010, and that approval of the Regional Project 

would likely occur at that time.  Mr. Sabolsice also said he anticipated that within several months a test 

well would be installed to determine the correct percentage to use for the portion of desalination plant 

intake water which is freshwater.  This information will affect the size of the Regional Desalination 

Plant.  Mr. Lear reported it was his understanding that MCWRA was planning on a 60-day data 

collection period from the test well, once it is installed. 

 

Mr. Jaques said he had hoped to start determining if the Regional Project will fully solve the 

overdrafting of the Seaside Groundwater Basin.  If not, he felt that it would be good for the Watermaster 

Board to begin developing a plan to provide the "rest" of the solution to the overdrafting problem.  Mr. 

Williams said he concurred with Mr. Jaques on this matter. 

 

There was much discussion on what assumptions should be used in the modeling, as well as whether to 

delay the Scenario 2 modeling work until more specific details about the Regional Project are 

developed. 

 

Mr. Sabolsice commented that the exact quantity of water that CAW will get from the Regional Project 

is unknown at this time, but will be better known once the freshwater-seawater percentages are 

determined through data collected from the test well. 

 

A motion was made by Mr. Sabolsice, second by Mr. Johnson, to delay starting work on Scenario 2 at 

this time, and to reconsider starting work on Scenario 2 at the July, 2010 TAC meeting, but to proceed 

with work on Scenario 1 at this time.  Mr. Oliver added that he would also like the TAC to be provided 

HydroMetrics’ water production assumptions for both Scenarios 1 and 2 for the TAC’s review and 

approval before work on either of these scenarios would begin. Mr. Oliver's request was added to Mr. 

Sabolsice's motion, and the motion was unanimously approved.  

 

3. RFS to MPWMD to Implement Enhancements to the Database  

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

 

On a motion by Mr. Johnson, second by Mr. Sabolsice, MPWMD's RFS No. 2010-04 was unanimously 

approved. 

 

4. Work Plan for MPWMD to Evaluate Coastal Wells for Cross-Aquifer Contamination 

Potential  
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Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item, and Mr. Oliver and Mr. Lear added 

clarifying comments. 

 

A digital elevation model will be used to evaluate the cross contamination potential of the wells, and 

will utilize data from as many sources as are available.  Mr. Johnson noted that the digital elevation 

model will be very helpful in analyzing the Basin. 

 

The TAC gave its approval to MPWMD's proposed work plan to perform this work. 

 

5. Discussion of Watermaster Role/Responsibilities Regarding Development of Salt and Nutrient 

Management Programs  

Mr. Jaques briefly summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.  He reported that the 

Watermaster does not appear to have any obligation to prepare these types of Plans, but should be a 

participant in the development of such a Plan for the Seaside Basin. 

 

Mr. Oliver reported that Integrated Regional Water Management Plans need to include these Plans in 

them, if funding for them is going to be sought.  Mr. Johnson said he will discuss this with the persons 

managing the Integrated Regional Water Management Plans under MCWRA's jurisdiction, and Mr. 

Oliver said he would do the same with Mr. Larry Hampton who is handling the Monterey Peninsula 

Integrated Regional Water Management Plan. 

 

6. Schedule  

Mr. Jaques provided brief comments on this agenda item, and there were no questions. 

 

7. Other Business 

No other business items were discussed. 

 

8. Set next meeting date:  

The next regular meeting was set for Wednesday, May 12, 2010 at 1:30 p.m. at the City of Seaside City 

Hall – Portable Buildings Conference Room 

 

The meeting adjourned at 3:36 p.m. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: June 9, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM: 1.B 

AGENDA TITLE: Future TAC Meeting Locations & Consider Change to August Meeting 

Date 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:     Rick Riedl has notified me that as of July 1, 2010 the Modular Trailer Conference Room 

will no longer be available for our TAC meetings.   He has reserved the Main Conference Room at 

Seaside City Hall on 2nd Wednesday, 1:30 p.m.-5:00 p.m. for the following dates: 

 July 14th 

August 11th 

September 8th 

October 13th 

November 10th 

December 8th 

 

The TAC may wish to consider other meeting locations, such as the MRWPCA Board Room, before 

selecting the location for future TAC meetings. 

 

It has also been pointed out that there is a potential meeting location conflict for the normal August 11, 

2010 TAC meeting.  To avoid the conflict, I am requesting the TAC’s approval to (1) change that meeting 

to begin at 2:00 p.m. rather than the usual 1:30 p.m. and (2) to hold the meeting in the MRWPCA Board 

Room in Ryan Ranch.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
None 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide direction on preferred meeting locations for future TAC 

meetings beginning with the July 2010 meeting, and approve changing 

the time and location for the August 11, 2010 TAC meeting as 

requested above. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: June 9, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM: 1.C 

AGENDA TITLE: Public Member of the TAC 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:     In recent TAC meetings we have the discussed the topic of there being a Public Member 

of the TAC. At the last meeting we determined to seek direction from the Board as to whether, with John 

Fischer currently unable to attend TAC meetings, an alternate Public Member should be appointed.  We 

also asked for Board direction with regard to their desire to continue having a Public Member on the 

TAC, in the event Mr. Fischer is unable to continue filling that position. 

 

At the June 2, 2010 Board meeting these issues were discussed and the following direction was received: 

 Until it is determined whether or not Mr. Fischer will be able to resume attending TAC 

meetings, the position of Public Member should be left open and not filled with an alternate, 

with Mr. Fischer continuing to be the named Public Member of the TAC. 

 If Mr. Fischer determines that he will no longer be able to attend meetings, the Board will 

make a decision as to whether or not they would like to continue having the position of Public 

Member on the TAC. 

 

During their discussions on this matter several Board members expressed the opinion that they felt is was 

no longer necessary to have a Public Member on the TAC for various reasons, including: 

 A desire that public input occur at Board meetings, rather than TAC meetings, so Board 

members can hear that input directly 

 The fact that TAC meetings are publicly noticed and members of the public can attend TAC 

meetings whenever they wish 

 

One Board member did express the opinion that it might be desirable, from a public perception 

standpoint, to continue having a Public Member on the TAC. 

 

I will attempt to contact Mr. Fischer to find out whether he anticipates being able to resume attending 

TAC meetings, and report on my findings to the TAC at a future meeting. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
None 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

No action needed at this time.   
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: June 9, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM: 2 

AGENDA TITLE: HydroMetrics Groundwater Modeling 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:     At its April 14th meeting the TAC determined to proceed with Scenario 1 of 

Hydrometrics’ groundwater modeling contract, pertaining to the Laguna Seca Subarea, but to defer 

starting work on Scenario 2, pertaining to the Regional Water Supply Project, until discussing it further at 

the July TAC meeting. 

 

As part of these discussions a request was made for the TAC to be provided the opportunity to review, 

and provide comments on, the water production quantities HydroMetrics proposes to use in each 

Scenario. 

 

Attached are some charts and tables with pumping data for Scenario 1.  These describe the water 

production figures HydroMetrics proposes to use for Scenario 1. HydroMetrics is aware that some data is 

missing for the Alternative Producers and they are continuing to see if they can obtain it.  However, it 

may be that the missing data will not be available. The 2009 production numbers in the table are carried 

forward each year on the charts.  HydroMetrics did not include the entire predictive model period on the 

charts – just a few years. 

 

HydroMetrics will discuss the attached materials at today’s TAC meeting, and the TAC is invited to ask 

any questions and propose any modifications to these water production figures, so HydroMetrics can 

finalize those figures and begin modeling of this Scenario. 

 

Under this agenda item, the TAC is also invited to further discuss any topics it feels appropriate regarding 

either of these two Scenarios. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Information from HydroMetrics containing proposed water production 

quantities to be used in modeling Scenario 1 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Approve or propose revisions to these water production quantities 
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: June 9, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM: 3 

AGENDA TITLE: Update on Sentinel Well Induction Logging 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

Martin Feeney has plotted the Sentinel Well induction log data from the first quarter, as shown in the 

attachment.  He took Jon Lear's suggestion and plotted the most recent data against the average of all the 

previous logs.  

  

As in the past, the data does not show any signs of changes in conductivity. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Inductions logs for first quarter of WY 2009-2010 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

None required – information only 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: June 9, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 

AGENDA TITLE: Discusses Issues to be Addressed in Updating the BMAP 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:  As part of the work plan for the current Fiscal Year we identified the possible need 

and/or desirability of updating the Basin Management Action Plan (BMAP) which HydroMetrics 

prepared for the Watermaster in February 2009.  The purpose of such an update, if it were to be 

performed, would be to incorporate more recent data that has been obtained about the Basin, and to 

modify some of the findings and recommendations, if the newer data affected the previous ones. 

 

I have reviewed the February 2009 BMAP and believe that some of the Sections of that report which 

would benefit from updating include: 

 

 In the Executive Summary Section there is discussion in several places regarding the Basin 

boundary.  This may warrant updating based on the findings regarding the location of the 

northern boundary of the Basin and the fact that it is a “moving” boundary whose location 

depends on pumping within both the Seaside Basin and the Salinas Valley Basin 

 In the Executive Summary Section there is discussion about potential future supplemental 

water supplies.  Now that the Coastal Water Project (CWP) EIR has been finalized, this 

discussion could be updated to reflect data contained in that document. 

 In the Executive Summary Section there is discussion about Groundwater Management 

Actions.  Some of these may warrant updating based on things that have occurred since the 

BMAP was prepared, as well as recently obtained data about the Basin. 

 In Section 2 there are discussions about groundwater levels (Section 2.3.1), hydrographs 

(Section 2.3.2 and 2.3.3), groundwater levels (Section 2.3.4), and Natural Safe Yield 

(Section 2.6).  All of these discussions could be updated with data obtained from 

completion of the new monitoring well on the BLM Site at the former Fort Ord, the most 

recent Seawater Intrusion Analysis Report, and other data obtained on the Basin. 

 In Section 3 there is discussion regarding the alternative water supply options being 

considered through the CWP EIR process.  Now that that process has been finalized, these 

discussions could be updated. 

 In Section 4 there are discussions about obtaining a new source of water to irrigate the 

Seaside Golf Courses (Section 4.1.2), ASR Phase 2 (Section 4.1.4), and the Sand City 

Desalination Plant (Section 4.1.7).  All of these could be updated with more recent 

information. 

 In Section 5 there are Recommendations that could be updated based on more recent 

information.  

 

The TAC may identify additional sections of the BMAP that would benefit from updating. 
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AGENDA ITEM: 4 (Cont’d) 

 

The purpose of having this item on today’s agenda is to (1) determine whether or not the TAC feels 

that the BMAP should be updated, and (2) if the TAC feels updating should be performed, to solicit 

any additional topic areas in the BMAP that should be updated. 

 

If the TAC desires to have the BMAP updated, I will ask HydroMetrics to prepare a scope and cost 

proposal to perform that work, and bring that information back to the TAC for action at a future 

meeting. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Table of Contents from BMAP 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide Direction Regarding Updating the BMAP 
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BASIN MANAGEMENT ACTION PLAN 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: June 9, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM: 5 

AGENDA TITLE: Information Regarding Funding for Water Projects  

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

HydroMetrics provided me with the attached Technical Memorandum describing information they 

obtained from attending a recent Funding Fair.  As the Memo indicates, there appear to be at least 

some funding programs that might be applicable to work that the Watermaster will likely need to 

perform in future years.  Such work could include: 

 Installing more monitoring wells 

 Updating planning documents such as the Basin Management Action Plan and the Seawater 

Intrusion Response Plan 

 Performing additional groundwater modeling 

 

Two of the grant programs in particular, the Integrated Regional Water Management and the Local 

Groundwater Assistance programs, both of which are funded through Proposition 84 funds, appear to 

be the most applicable programs for this type of work.  However, I was unsure of whether or not the 

Watermaster was an eligible applicant under these programs. 

 

To learn more about the feasibility of obtaining grant assistance for this work under either of these 

programs, I contacted Mr. Joe Yun of the Department of Water Resources.  Attached is an email from 

his staff member Jerry Snow providing information about the program and the feasibility of the 

Watermaster applying for funding.   

 

Based on the information provided by Mr. Snow it appears that some of the work the Watermaster 

plans to perform could be eligible for funding under one or more of these grant programs.  The 

Watermaster would not be an eligible applicant for these programs, but it might be possible for the 

Watermaster to apply for funding through an eligible applicant organization, for example either 

MPWMD or MCWRA.  Obviously terms and conditions for such a joint undertaking would have to 

first be agreed to by the Watermaster and the applying agency. 

 

ATTACHMENTS: (1) HydroMetrics Technical Memorandum Describing Funding 

Programs for Water Projects  

(2) Information from SWRCB and DWR regarding feasibility 

of obtaining funding  

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide Recommendations and Direction to Technical Program 

Manager Regarding Any Actions to be Taken to Seek Grant Funds 
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DWR Response to Email Questions About the Funding Programs 
(Source:  Jerry Snow, Environmental Scientist, Financial Assistance Branch, Division of Integrated Regional Water 

Management, Department of Water Resources, 901 P Street , P. O. Box 942836, Sacramento, CA  94236-0001, Phone: (916) 

651-9264) 
  

The Seaside Basin Watermaster is not considered an eligible applicant for a Proposition (Prop) 84 grant 

under either grant program (see exception below). It is typically easiest for the Watermaster to be the 

project proponent, but work with a local public agency to submit the grant application on behalf of the 

Watermaster. The type of projects that you mentioned (e.g., installing monitoring wells, developing 

groundwater models, etc) are eligible project types for the Prop 84 IRWM, and the LGA grant 

programs. Each program has its own eligibility requirements, and I've briefly summarized them below.  

  

Under our IRWM grant program, the local public agency applying for the grant would need to be a 

member of a Regional Water Management Group(RWMG) for an IRWM region that has been accepted 

based on the DWR Region Acceptance Process. In your area the accepted IRWM region is most likely 

the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. It could also be the Monterey Peninsula IRWM region (or 

both), but I would have to check your jurisdictional boundaries to make sure.  Also, any project the 

Watermaster is the proponent for would need to be included in an IRWM Plan to be eligible for funding. 

In addition, only one grant application per IRWM region is allowed under the Prop 84 IRWM program, 

so it may take some coordination with your local RWMG to get your project(s) included into an IRWM 

Plan. The next IRWM grant solicitation is anticipated to be released this summer, likely in July. So there 

may not be enough time to coordinate with an established IRWM region for this next round. However, a 

second round of IRWM planning grants is tentatively scheduled for release during the winter of 

2010/2011, which would give you a little more time to be included in the project selection process. The 

IRWM program is complicated, and I've just barely scratched the surface in this email. To learn more, I 

would encourage you to visit our IRWM funding website here: 

http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/index.cfm. The draft program guidelines, tentative schedule, and 

application requirements in the draft proposal solicitation package are all available for download.  

  

The grant applicant would need to be a local public agency under the LGA program, as a court 

appointed water master is not typically eligible. One way a Watermaster could be eligible to apply for, 

and receive funds, would be to provide DWR with a written legal determination that their function is 

equivalent to that of a local public agency. And then get DWR legal concurrence. This is easier said than 

done, and to avoid a hassle, it is probably easier to ask a local public agency to apply on the 

Watermaster’s behalf. The next LGA solicitation is anticipated to be released later this calendar year, 

but no exact date has been set. The draft LGA program guidelines, tentative schedule, and application 

requirements in the draft proposal solicitation package are all available for download by clicking here: 

http://www.water.ca.gov/lgagrant/.  

  
  

http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/index.cfm
http://www.water.ca.gov/lgagrant/
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: June 9, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM: 6 

AGENDA TITLE: Discussion on HydroMetrics Use of Seaside Modeling Results in a paper 

for an ASCE Conference  

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:  HydroMetrics has asked the Watermaster’s permission to use results from its Seaside Basin 

modeling work to write a paper for an ASCE conference that has a Sustainable Water Resources 

Management - Saltwater Intrusion in Coastal Management session.  Attached is language from the Abstract 

prepared for the proposed Paper, reflecting some edits as requested by TAC members. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

ATTACHMENTS: None  

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Approve HydroMetrics’ request to use Seaside Basin modeling results in 

preparing a paper for presentation at this conference 
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ABSTRACT 

 

Saltwater intrusion constrains the sustainable use of groundwater in coastal basins. As a result of 

overpumping or reduced recharge, many coastal basins have depressed groundwater elevations that put 

the basins at risk for incipient or advancing saltwater intrusion.  Managing groundwater in these basins 

is often accomplished with numerical models, but applying numerical models for these subsurface 

environments is complicated by two main challenges: 

 

1. Modeling the density dependent flow of the saltwater/freshwater interface can be numerically 

intensive and may produce errant results due to requirements for a fine vertical model grid; and 

2. If the saltwater/freshwater interface is offshore, calibration of the modeled interface to known 

boundary conditions is precluded. 

 

We successfully developed a two-step methodology for addressing these challenges in the Seaside basin 

along the central coast of California. First, we estimated protective groundwater elevations that will 

prevent saltwater intrusion without the need for a calibrated groundwater model. Density dependent 

cross sectional models extending offshore were used to identify onshore groundwater elevations that 

allow the interface to equilibrate at a known location offshore, regardless of the interface's current 

position.  This approach is a time independent approach that has the advantage of not requiring time 

series model inputs.  Model layers were extended offshore based on understood geology and the aquifer 

parameters were varied based on a Monte Carlo approach.  Results from the Monte Carlo approach 

were used to assess the probability that a protective groundwater elevation will prevent saltwater 

intrusion.  Based on these probabilities, groundwater elevation objectives were established for coastal 

locations.  These protective groundwater elevation objectives can be compared to groundwater 

elevation data to assess the basin's level of risk for saltwater intrusion. 

 

Second, the protective groundwater elevations were applied as metrics in a basin-wide model to 

evaluate the ability of groundwater management alternatives to prevent saltwater intrusion.  Each 

groundwater management alternative for the Seaside basin included a specific set of pumping, in-lieu 

recharge, and artificial recharge conditions. The alternatives were simulated in the basin-wide model 

and assessed for how well the protective groundwater elevations were met. Since the protective 

groundwater elevations were based on density dependent models, and most of the basin is not affected 

by saltwater, the basin-wide model was not density dependent. This reduced the need to refine the 

vertical model grid, and reduced the computation time for the simulations. Groundwater management 

alternatives that performed better in meeting protective groundwater elevations were considered 

preferable for preventing saltwater intrusion.
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: June 9, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM: 7 

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 Updated Consultants Work Schedule.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: Updated Schedule of Work Activities  

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide Input to Technical Program Manager Regarding Any 

Corrections or Additions to This Schedule 
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