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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, January 9, 2013 
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 November 14, 2012 Meeting 
3. Update on Request from California American Water to Retire and Destroy Certain Wells 

in the Seaside Basin (Bob Jaques)  
4. Presentation on Initial Results of Revising the Protective Water Levels for the Basin 

(HydroMetrics) 
5. Informational Items on the Cal Am Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project  (Bob 

Jaques) 
A. Notice of Preparation of an EIR for the Project 
B. Executive Summary from the “Draft Evaluation of Seawater Desalination Projects” 

Recently Prepared for the Monterey Peninsula Regional Water Authority  
6. Schedule (Bob Jaques) 
7. Other Business  
8. Set Next Meeting Date:  
9. The next regular meeting will be held on Wednesday February 13, 2013 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: January 9, 2013 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.A 

AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes from November 14, 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 

November 14, 2012 
 

 
Attendees: TAC Members 

City of Seaside – Rick Riedl  
California American Water – Eric Sabolsice 
City of Monterey – Norm Green 
Laguna Seca Property Owners – No Representative 
MPWMD – Joe Oliver 
MCWRA – No Representative 
City of Del Rey Oaks – Leon Gomez (via phone until completion of Agenda item 8) 
City of Sand City – Steve Matarazzo 
Coastal Subarea Landowners – Paul Bruno 
 
Watermaster 
Technical Program Manager - Robert Jaques 
 
Consultants 
HydroMetrics – Georgina King (via phone) 
 
Others: 
Russ McGlothlin (water attorney for Seaside, via phone for Agenda item 8) 
 

__________________________________________________________________________ 
The meeting was called to order at 1:35 p.m. after waiting for a quorum to arrive. 
 
1. Public Comments 

There were no public comments.   
 
2. Administrative Matters: 

B. Approve Minutes from October 10, 2012 Meeting 
On a motion by Mr. Riedl, seconded by Mr. Oliver, the minutes were unanimously approved as 

presented, with Mr. Bruno abstaining because he had not attended that meeting. 
 

3. Update on Request from California American Water to Retire and Destroy Certain Wells in 
the Seaside Basin  

Mr. Jaques introduced this agenda item.  Mr. Oliver said that he and not had any discussion on this 
matter with Mr. Sabolsice since the last meeting.  However, Mr. Sabolsice said Cal Am concurred with 
the conversion process for the three wells, and is currently getting pricing on conversion vs. destruction 
of the wells.  He recommended deferring action on this item until the next TAC meeting when that 
information should be available.  Mr. Oliver briefly described how the process could be submitted to the 
Monterey County Department of Health.  Mr. Riedl asked if the wells will need to be surveyed after 
conversion. Mr. Oliver responded that the reference points at the wells will need to be checked after the 
work is done to correct the previously-surveyed elevations if necessary, but that MPWMD can do this 
without the need for assistance by an outside surveyor. 
 
4. Sentinel Well Induction Logging Results for 2012 
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The Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item.  Mr. Oliver confirmed that the 
induction logging data was typical of prior years. 
 
5. Discuss and Provide Input on the 2012 Seawater Intrusion Analysis Report (SIAR) 

Mr. Jaques introduced this agenda item.  Ms. King briefly described how the report was prepared and 
reviewed the Executive Summary.  The third bullet in the Executive Summary describes three wells with 
either increasing chloride levels or decreasing sodium to chloride ratios.  Based on this, one of the 
recommendations is to increase the sampling frequency at SBWM-4 to quarterly, which is the frequency 
that PCA-West is currently being sampled.  Another recommendation is to use both the old and new 
sampling techniques for the next sampling of PCA-West Deep to see how the results compare using the 
two techniques.   
 
Ms. King Reported that the groundwater levels in the Basin are the lowest they have been in a long time, 
and some have dropped between 20 and 40 feet since last year.  Ms. King also reported that induction 
logging is not normally done at the times when quarterly sampling events are conducted and is not 
scheduled to occur in December, 2012.  Therefore, a means of doing this will need to be developed.   
 
Ms. King also reported that some Cal Am wells did not report data from a single sample; instead the 
analyses were performed on separate samples taken on separate days.  She said that all data needs to be 
acquired from a single sample in order to be able to plot the Piper diagrams.  Mr. Jaques will ask Mr. 
Evans to send emails to Travis Peterson at Cal Am, as well as to all other parties performing sampling on 
wells, to ensure that all the analyses are performed on a single sample. 
 
Mr. Sabolsice asked if more money would be needed for the additional sampling.  Mr. Oliver responded 
that it would probably be necessary to provide additional budget, but that it will not be needed until April 
2013.  He will come to the TAC prior to that date with a request for the additional amount.   
 
Mr. Sabolsice asked if the work to provide further evaluation of the Sand City Public Works Well, which 
is also recommended in the SIAR, had been included in the budget.  Mr. Jaques responded that it had 
been included in one of MPWMD's already-approved RFSs. 
 
Mr. Jaques asked Ms. King how a change in 2009 in the sampling techniques could account for the 
steady upward trend of chloride in some of the wells.  Mr. Lear described the differences in the two 
sampling techniques and how this could result in different water quality in the samples.  He also clarified 
that the technique had only been changed on PCA-West Deep, and not on SBWM-4.  Mr. Lear said that 
prior data shows ups and downs in the data, so this may just be another short-term trend. 
 
Mr. Jaques and Mr. Sabolsice asked how long such a trend would need to persist before it would be 
considered to represent seawater intrusion.  Ms. King responded that once any levels reach any of the 
SIRP trigger levels, the SIRP-recommended actions would need to be implemented.   
 
Mr. Riedl asked if the Piper diagram for the Sand City well was troubling.  Ms. King responded no, it 
simply shows differences from other wells in the Basin. 
 
Mr. Riedl noted that in Recommendation No. 6 the word "to" should be changed to "by".  Ms. King will 
make that correction. 
 
Mr. Riedl asked if seawater intrusion could be coming from the Salinas Basin direction.  Ms. King said 
that the Camp Huffman monitoring well had been installed, in part, to detect seawater intrusion coming 
from that direction.  In the interest of time Mr. Sabolsice requested that TAC members contact Ms. King 
directly off-line to discuss any other questions they had about the SIAR unless there were glaring errors 
that needed to be discussed and corrected at today's meeting. 
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On a motion by Mr. Oliver, seconded by Mr. Riedl, the TAC unanimously approved the SIAR. 
 
8. Request for Service for HydroMetrics to Model Basin Replenishment Scenarios  
[Note:  In order to assist with a scheduling conflict for some of the attendees, Agenda Item No. 8 was 
taken out of order, immediately after Item No. 5.] 
 
Mr. Jaques summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. Mr. Sabolsice commented that at the 
prior meeting there was discussion of protective water levels to determine whether or not to run the 
protective water level revision modeling analysis before running the replenishment scenarios.  
 
Mr. Riedl asked Ms. King if it was costly to run the model for different time frames, e.g. twenty-five 
years vs. fifty years.  Ms. King responded that running the model is not so costly, rather it is extracting 
the data, interpreting it, and reporting it which contributes to the cost. 
 
There were questions and answers about what some of the tasks would consist of.  The "Base 
Simulation" is the background information that needs to go into the model so it can be run out further in 
time.  Under task 2.A all of the Standard Producers would reduce to their NSY levels by 2021 (via the 
10 percent reductions), and the Alternative Producers would continue pumping at their allocated 
amounts.  The question was raised as to whether under Task 2.B wouldn't it be better to revise the 
protective water levels first, and then to run the replenishment scenarios?  Mr. Jaques responded that 
this could be done but that it would add to the cost.   
 
Mr. McGlothlin expressed concerns about the time impacts of adding that work, noting that a 
recommendation on the replenishment rate needs to be provided to the Public Utilities Commission by 
early spring.  Mr. Sabolsice reported that the Ad Hoc Committee had met yesterday and now plans to 
recommend to the Board that Cal Am do a 25 year replenishment program with replenishment at 700 
acre feet per year.  Mr. McGlothlin noted that this will have to go to Judge Randall for approval.  He 
went on to say that if a more aggressive replenishment program is subsequently found to be necessary to 
reach protective water levels, then the Judge could direct a higher replenishment rate.  Hence, he 
recommended performing Tasks 2.B and 3.B, and also estimating the rate of advance of the seawater 
intrusion front.  Mr. Oliver said that the current protective water levels are believed to be conservative, 
so using them would provide a conservative analysis. 
 
Mr. Bruno asked how long it would take to perform the protective water levels analysis.  Ms. King 
responded that a rough estimate would be two weeks, but the elapsed time could be approximately one 
month.  There was much discussion about whether or not to do the protective water level evaluation 
first.  Ms. King said that one approach would be to do the scenarios first, and then do the protective 
water levels analysis later, as it would be easy to adjust the protective water level values in the 
scenarios. 

 
Mr. Riedl asked if a ten-year analysis should also be performed.  Mr. Jaques said that this could be 
done, but that again it would add to the time and cost of performing the work.  Ms. King said it may not 
be feasible to reach protective water levels in a ten-year period, even if all pumping were completely 
stopped. 
 
Mr. McGlothlin expressed the opinion that it would be very unlikely for the Judge to accept a 50 year 
replenishment period to restore protective water levels.  Mr. Sabolsice noted that there was no agreed-to 
replenishment scenario schedule in the Memorandum of Agreement, which the judge had previously 
approved, and questioned why then the Judge could now require a specific and more aggressive 
schedule.  Mr. McGlothlin responded that he felt the Judge could want to see an aggressive plan, once 
the Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project is finalized. 
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Mr. Bruno asked Ms. King if there was anything that could be taken out of the scope of work to reduce 
the cost.  Ms. King said it would depend on what the Watermaster wants to learn from the modeling. 
 
Mr. Sabolsice then recommended performing Tasks 1 and 3.A, and refining the protective water levels.  
Mr. Oliver suggested updating the protective water levels first, and then performing the other work. 
 
Mr. McGlothlin recommended performing task 3.B, rather than 3.A, so the Judge will know what it will 
take to reach protective water levels, and what Cal Am's contribution toward that would be at their 700 
acre foot per year proposed replenishment rate. 
 
Mr. Lear recommended performing Tasks 1, 2.B, and 3.B, and also updating the protective water levels. 
 
Ms. King noted that for Task 3.B it may even be necessary to bring in outside water as well as cutting 
pumping back in order to reach protective water levels.  Mr. Sabolsice responded that this would not be 
realistic, since the Alternative Producers don't have to cut back under the Decision.  Mr. McGlothlin 
said that once Cal Am cuts back to its NSY share and repays its overpumping, if protective water levels 
still are not being reached, the Watermaster could charge all Basin users to pay to obtain outside water 
for replenishment purposes. 
 
Mr. McGlothlin went on to say that if the cost of a replenishment project is too high, then the 
replenishment project may not be "feasible" and other approaches such as barrier wells could be 
considered.  Under all scenarios, all Alternative Producers would continue pumping at their currently 
allowed levels. 

 
Mr. Jaques suggested performing Task 3.B rather than 3.A. 
 
Mr. Sabolsice made a motion to perform Tasks 1, 3 .A, and 3.B, and to revise the protective water 
levels. During discussion Mr. Lear said that for Task 1 it will only be necessary to extend the model out 
for 25 five years, not the previously expected 50 years, and therefore there should be some cost savings.  
Mr. Oliver noted that Tasks 4 and 5 should also be capable of being reduced in cost for the same reason.  
Mr. Bruno seconded the motion and it was passed with all voting in favor except Mr. Riedl who voted 
no. 
 
Mr. Jaques said he would obtain a revised scope of work and cost proposal from HydroMetrics and 
would send it to the TAC for review and editing prior to sending it to the Board for approval. 

 
6. Discuss and Provide Input on the Preliminary Draft Watermaster 2012 Annual Report  
Mr. Matarazzo asked that an explanation be added in the first paragraph of Section B. to explain why 
the injection rate under the ASR program in water your 2012 was so low, noting that he believed it was 
due to it being a very dry weather year.  Mr. Sabolsice also commented that the amount that was 
injected was low due to diversion limitations caused by the amount of bypass flows necessary to sustain 
river flows. 
 
Mr. Oliver had some questions about the amount of carryover water credits for Granite Rock as noted in 
Section B.  At Mr. Jaques’ request he agreed that he would discuss this directly with Ms. Dadiw who 
prepares that portion of the Annual Report, and either he or she would provide any necessary edits to 
Mr. Jaques for inclusion in the Annual Report. 
 
Mr. Bruno asked if the issue of the Watermaster seeking Court approval to temporarily suspend the 10% 
pumping reductions had been raised in the Annual Report, and Mr. Jaques responded that it was 
included in the final paragraph of Section J. 
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On a motion by Mr. Matarazzo, seconded by Mr. Oliver, the TAC unanimously approved the 
Preliminary Draft Annual Report with the revisions as noted above. 
 
7. Informational Items on the Cal Am Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project  (Bob Jaques) 

C. Notice of Preparation of an EIR for the Project 
D. Executive Summary from the “Draft Evaluation of Seawater Desalination Projects” 

Recently Prepared for the Monterey Peninsula Regional Water Authority  
Mr. Sabolsice requested that in the interests of time this topic be continued over to the next TAC 
meeting. 
 
9.  Schedules (Bob Jaques) 

A. For remainder of 2012 
B. For 2013 

Mr. Jaques reported there were no significant scheduling changes since the last TAC meeting, and there 
was no other discussion on this item. 
 
10.  Other Business  
There was no other business discussed. 
 
11.  Set Next Meeting Date:  
Since all of the work planned for the TAC in FY 2012 had been completed, the TAC cancelled its 
December 2012 meeting and will have its next meeting on Wednesday January 9, 2013. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 3:40 p.m. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: January 9, 2013 

AGENDA ITEM: 3 

AGENDA TITLE: 
Update on Request from California American Water to Retire and 
Destroy Certain Wells in the Seaside Basin  

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   
At the TAC’s October 10, 2012 meeting there was unanimous agreement to recommend to the Board 
that (1) Cal Am be asked to convert the Hilby, Military, and Luxton wells from production to 
monitoring wells on the understanding that conversion will be less costly than destruction, and (2) that 
destruction of the Darwin well can proceed because data from that well is not critical.   
 
At the October 10th meeting Mr. Oliver offered to provide Mr. Sabolsice with a proposed retrofitting 
procedure to convert these wells from production to monitoring wells.  They also said they would 
discuss which of these parties would be able to perform the monitoring work, once the wells are 
converted to monitoring wells.  At the TAC’s November 14 meeting Mr. Sabolsice requested that this 
matter be carried over to today’s meeting, so he could complete and report on Cal Am’s findings 
regarding the costs of retrofitting vs. destruction. 
 
This item is on today’s agenda to receive an oral update from MPWMD and Cal Am as to whether the 
proposed retrofitting procedure is acceptable to Cal Am and which party will perform the monitoring 
work, so the above-stated recommendations can be forwarded to the Board. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: None 

RECOMMENDED 
ACTION: 

Confirm direction from TAC at its October 10, 2012 meeting to make 
the above-stated recommendations to the Board 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

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

MEETING DATE: January 9, 2013 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 

AGENDA TITLE: Presentation on Initial Results of Revising the Protective Water Levels 
for the Basin 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   
HydroMetrics is under contract to develop revised Protective Water Levels as part of the scope of work 
for the modeling work they are doing to assess the impacts of CAW’s proposed Basin replenishment 
proposal.  They anticipate completing the Protective Water Levels portion of their contract in time to 
present their findings at today’s meeting. 
 
HydroMetrics may or may not attend the TAC meeting in person to make their presentation.  If they do 
not attend in person, they will participate via the telephone conference line.  In either case graphical 
materials will be presented at the meeting so HydroMetrics can explain their findings and respond to 
questions from TAC members. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: None 

RECOMMENDED 
ACTION: 

Provide input to HydroMetrics on this work as appropriate 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: January 9, 2013 

AGENDA ITEM: 5 

AGENDA TITLE: Notice of Preparation of EIR for the Cal Am Monterey Peninsula Water 

Supply Project 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   
Attached are two items pertaining to Cal Am’s Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project: 
 
1.  The California PUC recently issued the attached Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR for the Cal Am 
Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project.  The November 9, 2012 deadline for comments has already 
passed.  The Monterey Peninsula Regional Water Authority and the MPWMD submitted the attached 
comment letters on the NOP.  They describe issues pertaining to replenishment of the Seaside Basin. 
 
2.  The Monterey Peninsula Regional Water Authority recently had a report prepared by its consultants 
titled “Draft Evaluation of Seawater Desalination Projects.”  The full report is about 60 pages long, but the 
Executive Summary is attached. 
 
This agenda item is intended to keep TAC members abreast of progress toward implementation of this 
Project, and to invite TAC input on any comments the TAC feels it should provide to the Watermaster 
Board, if any, on either of these documents. 
 
Cal Am will be holding two Public Participation Hearings pertaining to this project on Wednesday January 
9, 2013 (the date of today’s TAC meeting) in the Monterey City Council Chambers.  One will be at 2:00 
p.m. and one at 7:00 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 
1.  Notice of Preparation issued by the PUC and Comment Letters from 
the MPRWA and MPWMD 
2.  Executive Summary from the “Draft Evaluation of Seawater 
Desalination Projects” 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide input to the Technical Program Manager regarding any comments 
the TAC may wish to provide to the Watermaster Board, if any, on any of 
these documents 



 
 

11 

 



 
 

12 

 



 
 

13 

 



 
 

14 

 



 
 

15 

 



 
 

16 

 



 
 

17 

 



 
 

18 

 



 
 

19 

 



 
 

20 

 



 
 

21 

 



 
 

22 

 



 
 

23 

 



 
 

24 



 
 

25 



 
 

26 



 
 

27 



 
 

28 



 
 

29 



 
 

30 



 
 

31 

 



 
 

32 

 



 
 

33 

 



 
 

34 

 



 
 

35 

 



 
 

36 

  



 
 

37 

 



 
 

38 

 



 
 

39 

 

 
SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: January 9, 2013 

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 Schedule of 
the activities being performed by the Watermaster, its consultants, and the public entity, MPWMD, 
which is performing certain portions of the work.   

 

Attached is the most recent update of the Work Schedule for FY 2013. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Schedule of Work Activities for FY 2013 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide Input to Technical Program Manager Regarding Any 

Corrections or Additions to the Schedule 



 
 

40 



 
 

41 



 
 

42 



 
 

43 

 



 
 

44 

 
 

 
SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: January 9, 2013 

AGENDA ITEM: 7 

AGENDA TITLE: Other Business  

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

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

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
None 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

None required – information only 

 
 
 


