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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, October 10, 2012 

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 

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:  Eric Sabolsice, California American Water Company 

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                                       

Agenda Item 

1. Public Comments 

2. Administrative Matters: 

A. Approve Minutes from September 12, 2012 Meeting 

B. Administrative Update on Discussion of “Repayment” of Overpumped Groundwater  

3. Request from California American Water to Retire and Destroy Certain Wells in the 

Seaside Basin (Bob Jaques)  

4. Approve Initial RFSs for MPWMD and HydroMetrics for 2012 (Bob Jaques) 

5. Schedules (Bob Jaques) 

A. For remainder of 2012 

B. For 2013 

6. Other Business  

7. Set Next Meeting Date:  

The next regular meeting will be held on Wednesday November 14, 2012 at 1:30 p.m. at the 

MRWPCA Board Room 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: October 10, 2012 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.A 

AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes from September 12, 2012 

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 

September 12, 2012 

 

 

Attendees: TAC Members 

City of Seaside – Rick Riedl 

California American Water – Eric Sabolsice 

City of Monterey – Norm Green 

Laguna Seca Property Owners – Bob Costa  

MPWMD – Joe Oliver 

MCWRA – Rob Johnson 

City of Del Rey Oaks – Richard Simonitch 

City of Sand City – Richard Simonitch 

Coastal Subarea Landowners – Paul Bruno 

 

Watermaster 

Technical Program Manager - Robert Jaques 

Chief Executive Officer – Dewey Evans, Laura Dadiw 

 

Consultants 

HydroMetrics – Derrik Williams 

 

Others: 

Lombardo & Associates – Dale Ellis 

Daniel B. Stephens & Associates – David Abbott 

Pillsbury, Winthrop, Shaw & Pittman - Scott Sommer 

 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

The meeting was called to order at 1:35 p.m.  

 

1. Public Comments 

There were no public comments.   

 

2. Administrative Matters: 

A. Approve Minutes from August 8, 2012 Meeting  
With regard to Item No. 3 of the Minutes, on page 4 of the Agenda packet: 

• Mr. Riedl asked for clarification of the 20 hours mentioned in the 2
nd

 paragraph.  Mr. 

Jaques explained that this was the estimated time it would take Mr. Lear to migrate the well 

data for newly identified wells compiled in his evaluation into the Watermaster’s Database, 

so that the data would be permanently preserved in a readily accessible database. 

• Mr. Riedl requested that in the 4
th

 paragraph the first sentence be reworded to read “Mr. 

Riedl said he felt that more investigation of wells closest to the coast should be included in 

the report in order to verify that those which had been abandoned had been properly 

abandoned.”   

 

With this edit made, on a motion by Mr. Costa, seconded by Mr. Johnson, the minutes were 

unanimously approved. 
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B. Election of Officers for 2013 

For the position of Chair: Mr. Johnson nominated Mr. Oliver, and the nomination was seconded by 

Mr. Simonitch. Mr. Oliver nominated Mr. Sabolsice, and the nomination was seconded by Mr. 

Costa.  There were no other nominations for the position of Chair. 

 

For the position of Vice Chair:  Mr. Oliver nominated Mr. Johnson, and the nomination was 

seconded by Mr. Costa. Mr. Johnson nominated Mr. Sabolsice, and the nomination was seconded 

by Mr. Bruno. 

 

Following brief discussion there was consensus that only one Vice Chair need be elected. 

 

Election results were as follows: For the position of Chair three votes for Mr. Oliver, six votes for 

Mr. Sabolsice.  With Mr. Sabolsice thus elected to the position of Chair, he noted that since he 

cannot serve in the positions of both Chair and Vice Chair, Mr. Johnson was elected to the position 

of Vice Chair by default. 

 

There was consensus that the term of office for each of these positions should be one year. 

 

C. Board Meting Agenda Planning 

Mr. Jaques briefly discussed this item and responded to several questions. 

 

3. Continued Discussion Regarding Request for Watermaster’s Approval of Installation of Wells 

to Serve Proposed New Housing Development Along Highway 68  

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

 

Mr. Ellis made a PowerPoint presentation (a copy of the slides are attached) on behalf of the Wang 

proposal.  He noted that water demand would be approximately 12.9 acre feet per year for the housing 

units, and that the total water demand for the entire project would be approximately 16 acre feet per 

year.  He went on to explain that water for the project would be supplied by three wells, and that 

sanitary sewage from the project would be piped to Pasadera where it would be treated and recycled for 

use on the Laguna Seca golf course.  The water that would be recycled would be approximately 12.7 

acre feet per year. Thus, the net groundwater demand of the project would be approximately 3.3 acre 

feet per year.  He went on to note that natural rainfall recharge on the Wang site is approximately 10.2 

acre feet per year. 

 

Mr. Ellis said that this data showed that the Wang project would have no significant impact on the 

Laguna Seca subarea, even if the wells to supply water to the project were drawing from the Laguna 

Seca subarea, i.e. they would be below the deminimis production level as defined in the Decision. 

 

Mr. Bruno asked if the recycled Water would recharge the Laguna Seca subarea and thus benefit the 

Seaside Basin, and Mr. Ellis responded yes. 
 

Mr. Riedl asked Mr. Ellis if the Laguna Seca golf course had agreed to use the recycled water, and if the 

Pasadera wastewater treatment plant was capable of accepting and treating the additional flows.  At this 

point Mr. Sabolsice asked that the TAC focus its discussion on whether the wells should be under the 

purview of the Watermaster, and not delve into the details and specifics of how the water would be 

recycled and reused. 

 

Mr. Abbott summarized his September 5, 2012 letter which was contained in the agenda packet.  He 

said he found that none of the additional well data from MPWMD provided new information that was 

helpful in determining whether or not connectivity existed between the Laguna Seca subarea and the 

aquifer from which the Wang subdivision wells draw.  He said that cross-sections taken from the April 
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22, 2009 Clarke report were only hypothetical, due to a lack of data in this area.  He went on to say that 

whether or not the Laguna Seca subarea is hydraulically connected to the Wang wells cannot be 

definitively determined from the available data.   

 

Mr. Jaques asked Mr. Abbott if he could clarify an issue pertaining to one of the Conclusions on page 

28 of the agenda packet in which it states that well 02-072 (the westernmost of the Wang wells) had a 

significant difference in groundwater elevation compared to wells to the north (the Laguna Seca 

subarea), but that the three other wells for the Wang subdivision had water levels nearly the same as 

water levels in the Laguna Seca subarea. Mr. Abbott responded that faults come in blocks and can have 

differing or similar water levels from one block to another.  He acknowledged that it was not possible to 

know definitively if there was hydraulic connectivity between the Wang wells and the Laguna Seca 

subarea. 
 

Mr. Green asked what data would be required in order to be able to make such a determination.  Mr. 

Abbott responded that a string of borings in the area would be needed to provide the necessary data, but 

that performing such work would be very costly. 

 

Mr. Simonitch asked Mr. Abbott if there were any wells further to the south or southeast of the Wang 

wells which could be clearly determined to be south or southeast of the Chupines fault.  Mr. Abbott 

responded that he would need three data points at a minimum to define the plane of the fault, but that it 

could take more than just this number of wells to provide that data.  He said he was not aware of any 

wells in this vicinity that would be helpful in making a determination. 

 

Mr. Costa asked Mr. Ellis if the Wang wells appear to have lower water levels than those found in the 

Laguna Seca subarea.  Mr. Abbott responded yes, based on the water level elevations generated by the 

GPS work that had recently been done on the Wang wells. 

 

Mr. Sabolsice asked Mr. Oliver for his conclusion with regard to this matter.  Mr. Oliver said that he 

concurred that there is a lack of hydrogeologic data in this area, and it is therefore not possible to 

definitively say whether or not there is hydraulic connectivity between the Wang wells and the Laguna 

Seca subarea. 

 

Mr. Riedl commented that the Basin boundary is not clearly defined on the map contained in the 

Decision.  Mr. Jaques reported that Mr. Oliver had obtained a higher resolution copy of the 2004 CH2M 

Hill Report map upon which the Decision boundary was based, and it shows that the Wang wells are 

outside of the Basin boundary. 
 

Mr. Bruno noted that the issue of deminimis use is a Board matter, not a TAC issue to address. 

 

Mr. Sommer explained that in legal parlance the term "substantial evidence” means there is adequate 

evidence upon which to make an informed decision.  He noted that the amount of proposed water use 

(demand) for the Wang subdivision is low, and that there is not substantial evidence to indicate that 

more than a net of five acre feet per year of water would be taken from the Laguna Seca subarea even if 

the wells were to some extent hydraulically connected.  He went on to state that it would be very costly 

to obtain sufficient geologic data to determine definitively whether or not the wells have any 

connectivity at all with the Laguna Seca subarea. 

 

There was unanimous agreement among the TAC members that: 

1. The Wang wells are outside the Basin boundary as shown on the map contained in the Decision, 

which was drawn to represent the Basin boundary as shown on the 1994 CH2M Hill Report map. 

2. Based on the available data, it is not possible to determine whether or not hydraulic connectivity 

exists between the Laguna Seca subarea and the Wang wells. 
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Eight of the nine TAC members further agreed that the water level data suggest that the Wang wells are 

not hydraulically connected to the Laguna Seca subarea. 

 

Mr. Jaques will prepare an agenda transmittal for the next Board meeting containing these findings by 

the TAC. 

 

Mr. Jaques asked if the TAC members wished to include any comment or recommendations regarding 

the Wang subdivision having a very low water demand.  Following brief discussion it was 

recommended by Mr. Johnson and Mr. Sabolsice that no TAC position or recommendation be made on 

this matter. 

 

Note:  Mr. Bruno and Mr. Simonitch had other commitments and had to depart right after 

Agenda Item 3. 

 

4. Approve Scope of Work for FY 2013 Management and Monitoring Program (M&MP) and FY 

2013 and 2014 M&MP Operations and Capital Budgets 

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

 

Mr. Sabolsice asked Mr. Evans what the approval process would be for the Budget.  Mr. Evans 

responded that if the TAC approved the Budget, it would go to the budget committee and then onto the 

board for action.  In response to question from Mr. Sabolsice Mr. Evans reported that both his time and 

Ms. Dadiw's time is charged to the Administration Budget, not to the M&MP Budget. 

 

Mr. Riedl asked why the Watermaster would care about water quality in the dunes sand, as described 

under Task I.4.b.  Mr. Oliver responded that there is interest in this matter because there is uncertainty 

about potential migration of water between the Dunes Sand/Aromas Sand formation and the Paso 

Robles formation. 

 

Following brief discussion on various other items, on a motion by Mr. Riedl, seconded by Mr. Costa, 

the 2013 M&MP Work Plan, the 2013 and 2014 M&MP Operations Budgets, and the 2013 and 2014 

M&MP Capital Budgets were unanimously approved. 

 

Note:  Mr. Riedl had other commitments and had to depart right after Agenda Item 4. 

 

5. Presentation of Findings from Groundwater Modeling by HydroMetrics   

Mr. Williams used PowerPoint slides to present the modeling findings (copies of the slides are attached, 

incorporating the percent recovery correction mentioned below).  He explained that he had performed 

two sets of simulations to address two sets of criteria TAC members felt should be considered.  The two 

Baselines differ as to what pumping rates were used by Alternative Producers and SNG.  The Projects 

differ in which Producers roll back to 2011 levels. 

 

The modeling indicates that all three simulations (2009 baseline, Cal Am and TAC Project Baselines, 

and Cal Am and TAC projects) all come to about the same groundwater levels at the end of the 

simulation, which is 2031. 

 

The percent recovery in terms of water levels indicates that all of the scenarios recovered to about the 

same level at the end of the simulations. 

 

Mr. Williams explained that the intrusion rate is determined by examining the model cells closest to the 

coast to see changes in average velocities of water moving into or out of the cells over the full length of 

the simulation.  Five layers were modeled, one for each subsurface formation.  The average intrusion 

rates over the length of the model (to 2031) for the five layers all were within < 1 percent of each other. 
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Mr. Sabolsice asked what was learned about water levels.  Mr. Williams responded that water levels 

were at their lowest during the 2013-2017 time period.  In the Projects that had rollbacks of pumping 

reductions, water levels stayed lower longer. 

 

In response to another question from Mr. Sabolsice, Mr. Williams explained that it is not possible to get 

up to protective water levels without an outside source of water to recharge the basin. 

 

Mr. Sabolsice asked Mr. Williams what the impact was on the Basin as indicated by the modeling.  Mr. 

Williams responded that the impact is lower water levels, which implies a somewhat increased risk for 

seawater intrusion for a short period of time. But over the length of the model (to 2031) the impact is 

very small.   

 

Mr. Sabolsice recommended simplifying the presentation to the Board by presenting only the TAC 

Project, since the Cal Am Project has almost the same results.  Mr. Johnson requested that the written 

report explain both Projects that were modeled, but that the presentation to the Board could be simplified 

as suggested by Mr. Sabolsice. 

 

There were no requested changes to the report other than to correct the percent recovery calculation 

formula.  
 

Note:  Mr. Oliver had other commitments and had to depart right after Agenda Item 5.  This 

resulted in less than a quorum being present, so no further action could be taken at the meeting. 

 

6. Discussion of “Repayment” of Overpumped Groundwater 

Mr. Sabolsice asked Mr. Evans what the schedule was for repayment of Replenishment Assessment 

credits - was the schedule stipulated in the Decision?  Mr. Evans responded that no schedule was 

included in the Decision, and Mr. Jaques added that no schedule was included in the Memorandum of 

Understanding (MOU) between the Watermaster and Cal Am, only the term "feasible" was used in the 

MOU 

 

Mr. Sabolsice suggested developing a schedule to define what "feasible" is. 

 

Mr. Sabolsice said he would like to carry over this item, and subsequent items on today's agenda, to the 

October 10th TAC meeting.   

 

Mr. Jaques noted that the October 10th meeting may be longer than usual due to a full agenda.  Mr. 

Johnson suggested that Mr. Jaques notify TAC members by e-mail to expect a longer than normal 

meeting and to make all efforts to avoid making commitments that could cause them to have to leave 

early. 

 

No other discussion due to lack of quorum. 

 

Due to the lack of a quorum, the meeting adjourned at 3:34 PM 

 

7. Schedule 

No discussion due to lack of quorum. 

 

8. Other Business  

No discussion due to lack of quorum. 

 

9. Set Next Meeting Date  
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No discussion due to lack of quorum.  The next regular meeting will be held on Wednesday October 10, 

2012 at 1:30 p.m. at the MRWPCA Board Room. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: October 10, 2012 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.B 

AGENDA TITLE: Administrative Update on Discussion of “Repayment” of 

Overpumped Groundwater 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

This item was on the September 12, 2012 TAC meeting agenda, but no quorum existed at that 

meeting when this agenda item came up for discussion so it was never taken up 

 

At the Board’s October 3, 2012 meeting this same topic was on the Board agenda.  The Board 

determined that it will handle this matter without TAC involvement, so this agenda item will not 

occur on todays or future TAC agendas unless the Board asks for TAC involvement. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
None 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

None required – information only 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: October 10, 2012 

AGENDA ITEM: 3 

AGENDA TITLE: 
Request from California American Water to Retire and Destroy 

Certain Wells in the Seaside Basin  

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

As the August 8, 2012 letter in Attachment 1 states, Cal-Am is proposing to retire and destroy four of 

its wells in the Seaside Basin.  Attachment 2 is the Watermaster’s response letter indicating that the 

matter should be referred to the TAC for discussion before the Board makes a formal response to the 

Cal-Am letter. 

 

Cal-Am’s letter indicates that ending data-gathering from these four wells will not have an adverse 

impact on the Watermaster’s ability to properly monitor and manage the Basin.  However, informal 

discussions with HydroMetrics and MPWMD staff indicated that they both have concerns that losing 

these data sites may create a gap in the spatial distribution of water level monitoring data which in turn 

could reduce the accuracy of modeling and other evaluations of the Basin’s water levels.  During those 

discussions the issue of whether the Watermaster should have a formal policy and procedure regarding 

the retirement and destruction of wells in the Basin also arose.  At least one other adjudicated basin, the 

San Gabriel Basin, has such a procedure (see Attachment 5).  The application process appears to be 

only concerned with ensuring that well destruction is properly carried out, and not with any data-

gathering implications of the well being destroyed. 

 

Attachment 3 is a map from the February 2009 Basin Management Action Plan prepared by 

HydroMetrics, showing the locations of the Production and Monitoring Wells used in the preparation of 

that report.  Many of these wells are also used by MPWMD in preparing their annual Water Quality and 

Water Level Reports for the Watermaster. Attachment 4 is a blowup of a portion of Attachment 3, 

showing more clearly the locations of three of the four wells Cal-Am proposes to retire and destroy.  

The fourth well, Hilby, does not show up in Attachments 3 or 4. 

 

This item is on today’s agenda so that the Watermaster’s consultants that are most involved in preparing 

reports and analyses to help the Watermaster monitor and manage the Basin (MPWMD and 

HydroMetrics) can provide their input on the Cal-Am proposal, and for Cal-Am representatives, as well 

as other TAC members, to dialog with those consultants on what impacts, if any, there will be from the 

proposed loss of these wells as data-gathering sites. 

 

If consensus is reached that the loss of these wells as data-gathering sites will be adverse to the 

monitoring and management of the Basin, TAC members may be able to suggest an approach that will 

enable Cal-Am to proceed with retiring these wells while also continuing to provide data from the 

vicinity of these wells sites for Basin monitoring and management purposes.  
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

AGENDA ITEM: 3 (Continued) 

ATTACHMENTS:  1.  Letter from CAW regarding proposed destruction of certain wells 

in the Seaside Basin. 

 2.  Letter of response sent from the Watermaster to CAW. 

 3.  Map of well locations from 2009 Basin Management Action Plan. 

 4.  Blowup of a portion of Attachment 3. 

 5.  San Gabriel Basin Well Destruction Application Form 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide TAC recommendations on this matter to be forwarded to the 

Watermaster Executive Officer 
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Attachment 1 
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Attachment 2 
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Attachment 3 
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Attachment 4 
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Attachment 5 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: October 10, 2012 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 

AGENDA TITLE: Initial Consultant Contracts for FY 2013: 

A. MPWMD RFS No. 2013-01 

B. MPWMD RFS No. 2013-02 

C. HydroMetrics RFS No. 2013-01 

D. HydroMetrics RFS No. 2013-02 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:  Attached are the proposed initial contracts for each of the Watermaster’s consultants that 

are expected to work on M&MP activities during 2013.  Each of these firms is currently working under a 

master form of agreement with the Watermaster called a “Professional Services Agreement” (PSA).  

Actual work assignments are made through the issuance of Requests for Service (RFS) under the 

umbrella language of the PSA.  The attached RFSs constitute the proposed initial 2013 work assignments 

for MPWMD and HydroMetrics as follows: 

• MPWMD RFS No. 2013-01 covering their normal M&MP tasks as in preceding years, as well as the 

additional M&MP work items approved by the TAC at its September 12, 2012 meeting.   

• MPWMD RFS No. 2013-02 covering their obtaining water quality and water level data from private 

producers who ask the Watermaster collect this data for them.  The costs for this work are reimbursed by 

the private producers, and there is no net cost to the Watermaster for work performed under this RFS. 

• HydroMetrics RFS No. 2013-01 covering their providing general hydrogeologic consulting services. 

• HydroMetrics RFS No. 2013-02 covering their preparing the 2013 SIAR. 

 

These consultants are performing a final review of the cost and scope details of these proposed contracts, 

and may have some final edits to propose to them at today’s TAC meeting (some items highlighted in 

color).   

 

If requested by the TAC, I will develop additional RFSs for HydroMetrics during 2013 to perform further 

groundwater modeling, to refine protective water levels, and/or to update the BMAP.  These are shown as 

unscheduled tasks in the proposed 2013 Work Schedule in Agenda Item No. 6. 

 

These contracts are on today’s TAC meeting agenda to provide the TAC with the opportunity to raise 

questions or make suggestions for changes to the scopes-of-work or costs, before they are presented to the 

Board for approval at the Board’s November 2012 meeting, to ensure the contacts can be in effect at the 

start of 2013. 

ATTACHMENTS: 4 - Proposed Consultant Contracts for FY 2013 (2 -MPWMD & 2- 

HydroMetrics) 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Discuss and either modify or approve the proposed contracts  
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: October 10, 2012 

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 is performing certain portions of the work.   

 

A.  Attached is the most recent update of the Work Schedule for the remainder of FY 2012.    

B.  Attached is the proposed Work Schedule for FY 2013. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Schedules of Work Activities for FY 2012 and FY 2013 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide Input to Technical Program Manager Regarding Any 

Corrections or Additions to these Schedules 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: October 10, 2012 

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 

 


