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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 
 

       [Note Revised Meeting Date] DATE:  Wednesday, April 15, 2015 

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 (712) 432-1212.  Use the Meeting ID 355890617.  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:  Roger Hulbert, California American Water Company 

Vice-Chairperson:  Joe Oliver, MPWMD 

 

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 the March 11, 2014 Meeting 

B. March 10, 2015 Letter from Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh 

3. Peer Review of HydroMetrics Laguna Seca Subarea Modeling Work 

A. Continued Discussion of Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum 

(Gus Yates) 

B. Develop TAC Recommendations to be Made to the Board (Bob Jaques) 

4. Preliminary Discussion of Work Plan to Address Findings of Laguna Seca Modeling Work 

(Bob Jaques) 

5. Continued Discussion of Application from Cal Am to Increase Storage Quantity and 

Number of Storage/Recovery Sites (Bob Jaques) 

6. Schedule (Bob Jaques) 

7. Other Business  

8. Set Next Meeting Date 

The next regular meeting will be held on Wednesday May 13, 2015 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: April 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.A 

AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes from the March 11, 2015 Meeting 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

 

Draft Minutes from this meeting was 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 

March 11, 2015 

 

 

Attendees: TAC Members 

City of Seaside – Rick Riedl (via telephone) 

California American Water – Roger Hulbert 

City of Monterey – Norm Green  

Laguna Seca Property Owners – Bob Costa 

MPWMD – Joe Oliver 

MCWRA – Howard Franklin 

City of Del Rey Oaks – No Representative 

City of Sand City – Leon Gomez (via telephone) 

Coastal Subarea Landowners – No Representative 

 

Watermaster 

Technical Program Manager - Robert Jaques 

 

Consultants 

HydroMetrics - Derrik Williams 

Todd Groundwater – Gus Yates 

 

Others 

Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh – Leonard McIntosh in person and Eric Robinson (via 

telephone) 

City of Sand City – Todd Bodem 

MPWMD – Jon Lear 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

The meeting was convened at 1:35 p.m. after a quorum had arrived. 

 

1. Public Comments 

There were no public comments.  Introductions were made of all TAC members present and of those 

attending via telephone.  Mr. Hulbert proposed deferring discussion of Agenda item 4 to a future 

meeting, and this was further discussed under that Agenda item. 

 

2. Administrative Matters: 

A. Approve Minutes from the February 11, 2015 Meeting 

On a motion by Mr. Franklin, seconded by Mr. Costa, the Minutes were unanimously approved as 

presented. 

 

3. Peer Review of HydroMetrics Laguna Seca Subarea Modeling Work 

A. Presentation of Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum  

Mr. Jaques introduced this agenda item and Mr. Yates narrated a discussion of the Peer Review Report 

with the assistance of PowerPoint slides, a copy of which is attached.  During his presentation some of 

the topics that he highlighted included: 

 

(a)  There was some discrepancy between simulated and actual data in some locations.  The 

biggest discrepancies were in the eastern part of the Northern Coastal Subarea.  A pumping trough there 

was not identified by the modeling. 
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(b)  He hypothesized that there might be some problem with one or more of the five head-

dependent boundaries shown in Figure 4, so he had HydroMetrics do some sensitivity modeling of these.   

(c)  For the Laguna Seca Subarea three sensitivity modeling runs with regard to hydraulic 

conductivity and initial water level issues were run. 

(d)  Slopes of the simulated hydrographs he requested were similar to the calibration simulation 

hydrograph slopes. 

(e)  It was found that the flow system is dominated by boundary conditions. 

(f)  Hydrograph slopes are directly related to yield, and since the sensitivity slopes were similar 

to the calibration hydrograph slopes no apparent problem with the model was found in the Northern 

Coastal Subarea, except as noted in item (a) above. 

(g)  He has some concerns about yield calculations for the Laguna Seca Subarea, specifically that 

too much water appears to be "leaking" out of the subarea.  The water balance may need to be adjusted.  

This could be associated with hydraulic conductivity estimates needing to be revised. 

(h)  Model calibration can be done in various ways and it may need to be done differently than it 

was.  The budget and scope did not allow for this to be done as part of the Peer Review, but it could be 

beneficial. 

(i)  He reviewed the Conclusions and Management Options contained in the attached PowerPoint 

slides. 

 

Mr. Oliver asked where recovery wells might best be located.  Mr. Yates said along the west, east, and 

northern Laguna Seca Subarea boundaries would be the logical locations.  The model could be used to 

help identify specific locations. 

 

Mr. Franklin asked where the outflow from the Northern Inland Subarea was going.  Mr. Yates 

responded that is it is mainly going to the west, toward the Northern Coastal Subarea, with some to the 

north.  Mr. Franklin asked what would be the benefit of intercepting the outflow.  Mr. Yates responded 

that the benefit would be to capture the outflow from the Laguna Seca Subarea using recovery wells so 

the water could be returned and used within the Laguna Seca Subarea to meet water demands there. 

 

Mr. Jaques said he would compile comments and questions from TAC members and submit them to Mr. 

Yates so he can use them to revise the preliminary draft Peer Review Report.  There was consensus that 

comments would be provided to Mr. Jaques not later than March 25th, 2015 (two weeks from today).  

There was unanimous agreement to continue discussion on this topic to the next TAC meeting, and not 

to have the Peer Review Report go to the Board at its April 1st meeting as originally planned. 

 

Mr. Lear and Mr. Oliver reported that Paralta well data may provide some additional information on 

conductivity issues in the Northern Coastal Subarea and the Ord Terrace fault. 
 

Mr. Costa asked Mr. Williams what his reaction was to the Peer Review Report.  Mr. Williams 

responded that he felt Mr. Yates had done a good job in preparing the report.  He noted that he and Mr. 

Yates differ on some issues, but that is not surprising.  He also noted that if a change in the model 

calibration was made, one would likely get different results, but there would still be the question as to 

whether the new results would be better than the original results. 

 

B. Discussion of February 9, 2015 Letter from Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh  

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

 

Mr. Robinson commented that the letters that he had submitted on behalf of his client were a reaction of 

concern that the natural safe yield of the Laguna Seca Subarea is, according to HydroMetrics, much 

lower than previous reports say, and that there is no consensus of what the natural safe yield should be.  

More work is needed before reaching any conclusions on this.  Basin management actions need to be 

based on the best data and modeling information available.  He said he looks forward to continued 

participation in TAC discussions on these issues. 
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Mr. Costa said that in light of all of the discussion on these issues it will be important to communicate to 

the Board that they will take more time at the TAC level than originally anticipated, and thus will not go 

to the Board as soon as originally anticipated.   

 

C. Develop TAC Recommendations to be Made to the Board  

Mr. Hulbert and Mr. Jaques recommended that this item be deferred to a future TAC meeting and there 

was consensus to support this recommendation. 

 

4. Preliminary Discussion of Work Plan to Address Findings of Laguna Seca Modeling Work 

Mr. Hulbert and Mr. Jaques recommended that this item be deferred to a future TAC meeting and there 

was consensus to support this recommendation. 

 

5. Continued Discussion of Application from Cal Am to Increase Storage Quantity and Number 

of Storage/Recovery Sites  

Mr. Jaques introduced and briefly summarized the agenda packet materials for this item. 

 

Mr. Hulbert noted that water quality from the desalination plant will meet Title-22 and Safe Drinking 

Water Act requirements.  Regardless of the water source, i.e. desalination, ASR, etc. these requirements 

will be met. 

 

Mr. Oliver said that the RWQCB has set certain ongoing requirements for water quality monitoring.  A 

Sample Analysis Plan was required and MPWMD is working from that.  It contains a specific listing of 

water quality parameters.  He felt that getting a better understanding of future water quality interactions 

of water in the basin and water proposed for storage would be beneficial. 

 

Mr. Green asked if the permit from the RWQCB is for storage.  Mr. Oliver and Mr. Lear responded yes, 

but the specific requirements are modified on an ongoing basis as needed. 

 

Mr. Lear said that for storage of desalination water there will likely be specific water quality 

requirements from the RWQCB. 

 

Mr. Oliver suggested that the current Sample Analysis Plan parameter requirements could be used in Cal 

Am's application. 

 

Mr. Jaques asked Mr. Lear and Mr. Oliver if they knew with certainty what the desalination water 

quality Sample Analysis Plan parameters would be, and they responded that they did not know at this 

time. 

 

Mr. Oliver said he could provide the current water quality Sample Analysis Plan list to Mr. Hulbert for 

further discussion, and Mr. Hulbert said he would appreciate getting that information. 

 

Mr. Hulbert said Cal Am would like to get the Watermaster's approval in advance of getting the other 

permits by agreeing to comply with requirements of the regulatory agencies. 

 

Mr. Lear said that MPWMD recently finished a Salt and Nutrient Management Plan that may be useful 

in examining water quality issues in the basin. 

 

Mr. Costa asked what the concern was about including multiple water resources and quantities in a 

single application.  Mr. Oliver said that groundwater replenishment project recharge water would 

certainly be different than ASR or desalination water in terms of water quality.  He noted that the new 

ASR wells are already in operation, so it would be good to get them covered now in a revised storage 

agreement. 
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Mr. Hulbert agreed that groundwater replenishment water would be a separate application, but that ASR 

and desalination water could be included in a single agreement, with the quantities and water quality 

parameters for each source being listed. 

 

Mr. Franklin said if water quality and quantities from each source are stated in the storage application, 

then he was agreeable with proceeding with the application now, rather than waiting. 

 

 Mr. Hulbert said he would get data from MPWMD with regard to water quality parameters and see if 

revisions need to be made to the draft application. 

 

Mr. Franklin said that if the application states that the other regulatory agencies’ requirements will be 

complied with, then he was agreeable with going ahead now.  Title-22 and Sample Analysis Plan 

requirements could also be cited in the application. 

 

Mr. Hulbert said he would revise the application and resubmit it for TAC approval at a future meeting. 

 

There was a brief discussion with regard to what sources of water are currently being stored. 

 

6. Schedule  

Mr. Jaques provided a few brief comments on this item, and there was no further discussion on it. 

 

7. Other Business  

There was no other business. 

 

8. Set Next Meeting Date 

The next regular meeting was scheduled for Wednesday April 8, 2015 at 1:30 p.m. at the MRWPCA 

Board Room. 

 

The meeting adjourned at 3:19 p.m. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: April 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.B 

AGENDA TITLE: March 10, 2015 Letter from Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:    At the March 11, 2015 TAC meeting I mentioned that a letter dated March 10, 2015 had 

been received from Mr. Eric Robinson, whose law firm represents Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh, too late 

for inclusion in the agenda packet for that meeting. 

 

Pursuant to my subsequent discussion with Mr. McIntosh, it is included as an informational item in 

today’s agenda packet.   

 

The letter has also been provided to Mr. Yates for his use in preparing his revised Draft Peer Review 

Report. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: March 10, 2015 letter from Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh 

 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

No action required – informational only 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: April 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 3.A 

AGENDA TITLE: Continued Discussion of Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

Pursuant to discussion on the Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum at the March 11, 2015 TAC 

meeting, I compiled and forwarded to Mr. Yates the comments, questions, and requests for clarification 

that I received from TAC members, and he has addressed these in a revised Draft Peer Review Technical 

Memorandum. This revised Draft will be sent to you as an attachment to a separate email well in advance 

of this meeting. 

 

Mr. Yates suggestions on actions the Watermaster can consider taking in response to the findings of the 

peer review and the modeling of the Laguna Seca Subarea were also sent to you attached to the same 

email that sent the Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum.  The focus of today’s discussion will be 

on the Peer Review itself as that needs to go to the Board as soon as the TAC has completed its review 

and discussion.  Discussion on the actions the Watermaster can consider taking can begin today, but could 

be continued to further discussion at a near future TAC meeting. 

 

At today’s meeting TAC members and members of the public are asked to pose to Mr. Yates any 

additional questions they may have, so he can prepare the Draft document for presentation to the Board, 

hopefully at their May 6 meeting.  TAC approval of the revised Draft document at today’s meeting, with 

any further requested edits to it, will enable him to do that. 

 

Once he has received all input/questions from both the TAC and the Board he will prepare a final version 

of the Technical Memorandum addressing that input and those questions. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: Revised Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum and Mr. Yates’s 

Suggestions for Actions the Watermaster Can Consider Taking (both 

sent via separate email) 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Approve the Revised Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum or 

make further requests for revisision/clarifications 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: April 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 3.B 

AGENDA TITLE: Develop TAC Recommendations to be Made to the Board 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

The Board will want to know what the TAC’s recommendations are with regard to the Draft Peer Review 

Technical Memorandum when Mr. Yates presents it to them. 

 

Under this Agenda item the TAC is asked to provide its recommendations and direction to the Technical 

Program Manager on presenting those recommendations to the Board. 

 

Here are some possible recommendations that the TAC may wish to consider making: 

 

1. Summarize the recommendations made in the Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum, 

expanding and/or clarifying them if the TAC feels that will be helpful to the Board Members’ 

understanding of them. 

2. Recommend that additional work be done to refine the Model, beyond the work described in the 

recommendations of the Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum. 

3. Recommend that additional modeling work be done using either the existing Model or a refined 

Model. 

 

TAC members may have other recommendations they would like to discuss. 

 

Once this discussion has been held I will use that input to help prepare the Agenda transmittal to the 

Board regarding the Draft Peer Review Technical Memorandum. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: None 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide direction to Technical Program Manager regarding TAC 

recommendations to be made to the Board regarding the Draft Peer 

Review Technical Memorandum 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: April 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 

AGENDA TITLE: 
Preliminary Discussion of Work Plan to Address Findings of Laguna 

Seca Modeling Work 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:  Note:  This item was originally on the TAC’s March 11, 2015 agenda for discussion, 

but was deferred to today’s meeting for discussion. 

 

The Board has retained an attorney to prepare documents to file with the Court regarding several issues:  

(1) requesting a stay of the 2015 through 2018 Operating Yield reduction, (2) updating the Court 

concerning recent regional water supply developments pertinent to the Seaside Basin, and (3) updating 

the Court concerning the recent modeling results and findings concerning the Laguna Seca Subarea 

(LSSA) and the Watermaster’s intended work plan to address long-term water reliability for the subbasin.  

 

With regard to the 3
rd

 of the 3 items listed above, if the Board moves forward with this work I anticipate 

that they will seek input from the TAC on development of the work plan.  I also think it is likely that the 

work plan would at some point include reaching out to the pumpers in the Toro area to seek a joint means 

of resolving the problems associated with falling water levels in the LSSA.   

 

In order to begin the process of developing a set of technical issues that the Board may wish to address in 

its work plan, below is a preliminary list of some issues upon which I would appreciate getting initial 

TAC input and direction.  This discussion can also serve as a starting point for soliciting other issues from 

TAC members so they can be further discussed at future TAC meetings.  

 

Issue 1:  The LSSA Natural Safe Yield (NSY) values that are reported in the Yates 2002 and CH2M 

2004 reports (referred to on page 18 of the LSSA Modeling Tech Memo of July 28, 2014) were as 

follows: 

Yates 2002 Report:  This Report estimated the LSSA NSY to be 400 AFY.  However, that estimate 

included an assumed pumping rate of 1,000 AFY from the LSSA.  The WY 2007 Production Report 

showed that only 961 AF was pumped from the LSSA in that year.  The WY 2013 and 2014 Production 

Reports show that only 912 and 920 AF, respectively, was pumped from the LSSA in those years. The 

continuing decline in water levels with even these lower pumping levels than were assumed in the Yates 

2002 Report suggest that the NSY may be less than was estimated when that Report was prepared.  

CH2M 2004 Report:  This Report did not break out the individual subarea NSYs, and only provided a 

total-Basin estimated NSY of 3,400 to 3,500 AFY.  No estimate of the LSSA NSY was provided in that 

Report.  However, if the area of the LSSA as a fraction of the area of the total-Basin was used to 

approximate the portion of the total-Basin NSY attributable to the LSSA, the estimated LSSA NSY 

would be approximately 600 AFY.  Again, that Report did not contain that calculation and did not 

provide an estimate of the LSSA NSY. 

Question:  With differing NSY estimates contained in prior reports, the Decision itself (which states that 

the NSY for the  LSSA is 608 AFY), and the more recent work by HydroMetrics, what approach should 

be taken to reach consensus with all affected parties on what NSY should be used for the LSSA? 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 (Continued) 

Issue 2:  While stopping all pumping from the LSSA is unrealistic, if all LSSA pumping were stopped by 

2018 (one of the Scenarios evaluated in the HydroMetrics Tech Memo) only the eastern LSSA wells FO-

6 Shallow and Deep would continue to experience falling water levels. Both of these wells are monitoring 

wells not production wells. 

Question:  Should the work plan address issues pertaining to monitoring wells as well as production 

wells, or should it only address issues pertaining to production wells? 

 

Issue 3:  With no planned CAW pumping from the LSSA once the regional desalination project goes 

online, the rate of decline in LSSA groundwater levels will decrease considerably, as described in the 

HydroMetrics Tech Memo.   

Question:  Would it be useful to run the Model further out into the future (beyond 2014 where it currently 

ends) for the Baseline scenario with no CAW LSSA pumping to see if all the other LSSA production 

wells will finally achieve stabilized groundwater levels at their projected pumping rates? 

 

Issue 4:  If the modeling described under Issue 3 is found that groundwater levels stabilized, the 

stabilized groundwater levels might or might not be within the water-bearing thickness of the aquifer 

from which these wells are pumping. 

Question:  Would it be useful to determine the depth of the bottom of the aquifer at the location of each 

LSSA production well in order to determine if it would be feasible to lower the pump and/or casing 

perforations, if necessary, in order to enable the wells to continue to serve as operational production wells 

to meet the water demands of these producers?  
 

Issue 5:  The Board at some point may conclude that the southeastern boundary of the Seaside 

Groundwater Basin is incorrectly shown in the Decision, and that the boundary in fact is either further to 

the east or further to the west. 

Question:  What would be the best way of determining more accurately the location of the southeastern 

boundary of the Seaside Groundwater Basin?  What additional information would be needed to be able to 

do this? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: None 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide direction to the Technical Program Manager regarding further 

topics for TAC discussion on this issue 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: 
April 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 
5 

AGENDA TITLE: 
Continued Discussion of Application from Cal Am to Increase Storage 

Quantity and Number of Storage/Recovery Sites 

PREPARED BY: 
Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:  At the TAC’s February 11 and March 11, 2015 meetings there was discussion of Cal Am’s 

draft Application to amend its Storage and Recovery Agreement with the Watermaster (executed in 

October 2011) to include the Seaside Middle School injection and recovery wells and to increase the non-

native water storage amount.  

 

This item was included in today’s Agenda to allow continued discussion of this topic if Cal Am was able 

to prepare its revised draft Application in time for today’s meeting.  Unfortunately, Cal Am was still 

drafting the document when this Agenda was prepared, so the item will be postponed for discussion to a 

future TAC meeting. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
None  

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

None required -  information only at this meeting 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: April 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 6 

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 2015. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Schedule of Work Activities for FY 2015 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Provide Input to Technical Program Manager Regarding Any 

Corrections or Additions to the Schedule 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: April 15, 2015 

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 

 


