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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 DIFFERENT MEETING DATE THAN USUAL 

 DATE:  Wednesday, July 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 June 10, 2015 Meeting 

B. Notes From June 9, 2015 Salinas River Groundwater Basin Investigation Model 

TAC Meeting and Recommendation to Engage HydroMetrics for Assistance in this 

Work 

C. Consider Approval of RFSs to HydroMetrics and Todd Groundwater for Assistance 

on Modeling Issues 

3. WL/WQ Report from MPWMD (Joe Oliver) 

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

(Bob Jaques) 

5. Schedule (Bob Jaques) 

6. Other Business  

7. Set Next Meeting Date 

The next regular meeting will be held on Wednesday August 12, 2015 at 1:30 p.m. at the 

MRWPCA Board Room.   

Page 

No. 

 

2 

7 

 

 

8 

 

14 

15 

 

24 

30 

` 



2 

 

 

SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.A 

AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes from the June 10, 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 

June 10, 2015 

 

 

Attendees: TAC Members 

City of Seaside – Rick Riedl (via telephone) 

California American Water – Roger Hulbert 

City of Monterey – Norm Green (via telephone)  

Laguna Seca Property Owners – Bob Costa 

MPWMD – Joe Oliver 

MCWRA – Howard Franklin 

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 

None 

 

Others 

Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh – Leonard McIntosh 

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.     

 

2. Administrative Matters: 

A. Approve Minutes from the May 13, 2015 Meeting 

Mr. Hulbert asked that the Minutes be corrected to show that Mr. Riedl had attended the meeting via 

telephone.   

 

Mr. Lear asked that in the next to last sentence in the first paragraph under Agenda Item No. 2.C of the 

Draft Minutes, the wording to be revised to read “Mr. Lear said he felt that the backwash water would 

amount to approximately 12 acre feet per year, and that this would be a small amount and that the 

District did not think that was an appropriate comment.”   

 

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

these revisions. 

 

By way of information Mr. Hulbert reported that the latest plan by Cal Am is to discontinue its pumping 

from the Laguna Seca Subarea once the MPWSP becomes operational, which is projected to occur in the 

Spring of 2019.  Cal Am’s Toro No. 3 well will be taken out of service but its Ambler and other Toro 

wells will continue in service. 
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B.  Notice of Availability of Draft EIR for the Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project 

and Draft Watermaster Comment Letter 

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

 

Mr. Riedl asked Mr. Oliver if all of the water extracted from the ASR Wells is counted as water 

extracted from storage or whether it is reduced by the quantities of water used for backflushing.  Mr. 

Oliver responded that the water injected and the water extracted are counted on a one-for-one basis, in 

other words the water used for backflushing is not counted against the amount taken out of storage. 

 

Mr. Oliver and Mr. Lear said they felt it was not feasible to filter out the backwash water and reinject it 

into the aquifer because of public health agency and other regulatory agency concerns.   

 

Mr. Franklin commented that approximately 20 acre feet of water for well development may not be a 

significant amount.  Also, it is being put back into the Basin by percolation.   

 

Mr. Oliver said that the backflushing water from the existing ASR wells percolates rapidly into the 

ground and there would be insignificant evaporation.  The water does not get directly back into the Santa 

Margarita aquifer, but does get back into the Paso Robles aquifer fairly quickly.   

 

Mr. Hulbert said it may not be a "significant" issue given the small quantity of water involved. 

 

Mr. Franklin felt it was worth mentioning this issue so the EIR consultant can respond and address these 

issues.  However, he wondered if counting backwash water against a producer’s allocation amount 

would be holding future ASR wells to a higher standard than existing ASR well practices are required to 

meet. 

 

Mr. Oliver suggested that the EIR preparer be asked to comment on the significance of the water pumped 

out for development and backflushing. 

 

Mr. Oliver and Mr. Hulbert suggested deleting several paragraphs from the draft comment letter as 

contained on pages 7 and 8 of the agenda packet. 

 

Mr. Lear said he wondered what Cal Am's reaction would be to discounting its allocation by the quantity 

of extracted water used for backflushing. 

 

Mr. Oliver and Mr. Lear noted that regular pump maintenance water used to clear system piping in order 

to meet bacteriological standards or for backflushing purposes does not go through the well production 

meters and is therefore not counted against the allocation.   

 

Mr. Riedl noted that the City of Seaside does not get to reduce their production quantities by the amount 

of water that is used for maintenance purposes.  That water is discharged to the sanitary sewer.   

 

Mr. Riedl said that in the past the City had requested to get credit for storm water percolation back into 

the ground, but was denied by the Watermaster because it was not expected to be a true recharge method.  

He went on to say that to him it was unclear "what the rules are" with regard to how wells are to be 

operated in terms of recharge and accounting for water pumped out for well maintenance purposes. 

 

Mr. Oliver asked Mr. Riedl if the discussion with regard to the City's proposal to get credit for 

percolating storm water came up during discussions of the Basin Management Action Plan in 2009.  Mr. 

Riedl said he believed that was when the discussion occurred. 

 

Mr. Riedl asked if development water will contain hydrogen sulfide and therefore be an odor concern.  

Mr. Hulbert noted that chlorine rapidly reacts with hydrogen sulfide, and Mr. Oliver commented that 
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hydrogen sulfide is oxidized to sulfate rapidly when exposed to the atmosphere.  Mr. Riedl said the City 

would comment on this issue in its own comment letter. 

 

After further discussion of revisions to be made to the draft comment letter, consensus on this issue was 

reached.  A motion was made by Mr. Costa, seconded by Mr. Oliver and unanimously approved to 

forward the revised comment letter from Mr. Jaques to Mr. Evans for submittal by the Watermaster 

Chief Executive Officer to the Public Utilities Commission. 

 
 

3. Continued Discussion of Work Plan to Address Findings of Laguna Seca Modeling Work  

Mr. Jaques summarized each of the Issue items described in the packet under this agenda item.  There 

was consensus that the descriptions contained in the agenda packet were accurate. 

 

Mr. Jaques then listed each of the six Management Options discussed in Mr. Yates' letter, and discussion 

on these began. 

   

With regard to Option 1-Redistribute Pumping:  Mr. Hulbert said that much new infrastructure 

would be required to do this.  There was much discussion about how this option would work and 

whether the captured water would be used to serve existing customers who would stop pumping their 

wells, or whether it would be injected to recharge the basin. 

 

With regard to Option 2-Continue Pumping from Ryan Ranch Wells: Mr. Lear and Mr. Oliver said 

that the Ryan Ranch wells are low-producers due to the hydrogeologic structure of the basin in this area.  

They struggle to supply their existing demands.  More desirable pumping areas would be to the north in 

the former Fort Ord area. 

 

Mr. Franklin said he understood the intent of this option was to maintain existing production, not to 

increase it.   

 

Mr. Hulbert said that water produced by these wells needs treatment for arsenic removal and that the 

wells produce poor water quality compared to other wells.  Annual production from these wells was 

collectively estimated at about 60 to 70 acre feet per year.   

 

Mr. Hulbert said that other options may be more economically viable.  He went on to say that it would 

probably be necessary to construct new wells in a different location in order to efficiently capture 

groundwater that would otherwise be lost as outflow to the Southern Coastal Subarea. 

 

Mr. Jaques said he would contact Mr. Yates to seek clarification of his intent as to how this Management 

Option would work. 

 

Due to the lateness of the hour it was agreed that this topic would be continued over to the next TAC 

meeting and the continued discussion would begin with Management Option 3. 
 

4. Schedule  

Mr. Jaques reported that there were no significant changes to the Schedule. 

 

5. Other Business  

Mr. Jaques’ provided a short oral description of the items of interest to the Watermaster which were 

discussed at the Salinas River Basin Updated Model Development TAC meeting held on May 12, 2015.  

He said he would include written notes of future meetings of that TAC in future Watermaster TAC 

agenda packets. 

 

6. Set Next Meeting Date 
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Because several TAC members said they would not be able to attend on the next regular meeting date of 

Wednesday July 8, 2015, it was agreed that the next TAC meeting would instead be held on Wednesday 

July 15, 2015 at 1:30 p.m. at the MRWPCA Board Room. 

 

The meeting adjourned at 3:10 p.m. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.B 

AGENDA TITLE: Notes From June 9, 2015 Meeting of the Model Development TAC for the 

County’s Salinas River Groundwater Basin Investigation and 

Recommendation to Engage HydroMetrics for Assistance in this Work 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:     
At the June 9, 2015 meeting of the County’s Model Development TAC for its Salinas River Groundwater Basin 

Investigation, the following topics of interest to the Watermaster were discussed: 

1.  There was much discussion of how to define the vertical and horizontal boundaries of each aquifer layer, 

and what hydrogeologic properties to use for each aquifer. 

2. Model calibration will use automatic calibration tools to get started, but will not rely on these and will 

make adjustments as the modelers see fit.  Calibration will be discussed in more detail at the next TAC 

meeting. 

3. The geographic extent of the analyses to be done with the Model is the County’s Zone 2C, which includes 

about 75% of the Seaside Basin (as defined by the Adjudication Decision). 

4. The County has a meeting with DWR scheduled for June 11 to discuss how to define basin boundaries for 

purposes of complying with the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act. 

5. There was some discussion specifically on the Seaside Basin and how to coordinate the Salinas River 

Groundwater Basin Model work, being done for the County by their consultant Brown and Caldwell, 

with the HydroMetrics model that was prepared for the Watermaster.  There was also some discussion 

about the fact that there are differences between the DWR Bulletin 118 boundaries and the Adjudication 

Decision boundaries. 

6. The existing Model used by the County (the Salinas Valley Integrated Groundwater Surface Water Model) 

did not include the Corral de Tierra area, so this will be the first time that that area will be modeled. 

7. The vertical depth of the Model will be to the Monterey Formation in most locations. 

8. For the Seaside Basin Subarea of the Salinas Valley Basin the work will be focused on the DWR Bulletin 

118, HydroMetrics, and Adjudication Decision boundaries in an effort to coordinate these data sources. 

 

The geographic area that will be covered by the County’s modeling work will include most if not all of the 

Seaside Basin.  It would be very desirable to coordinate as fully as possible the modeling work the Watermaster 

has already performed through HydroMetrics with the work that Brown and Caldwell will be doing for the 

County.  This would be supportive of Management Option No. 6 which is agendized for discussion under 

Agenda Item No. 6, and would assist the County in its modeling efforts.  Under Agenda Item No. 2.C I am 

recommending that the Watermaster engage HydroMetrics on an on-call basis to assist with this work in order to 

maximize the benefit of both the existing modeling work and the new modeling work that the County is about to 

perform.   

ATTACHMENTS: None  

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

None required – information only 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.C 

AGENDA TITLE: Consider Approval of RFS No. 2015-03 to HydroMetrics and RFS No. 

2015-01 to Todd Groundwater for Assistance on Modeling Issues 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:     

HydroMetrics 

As reported in Agenda Item No. 2.B, the geographic area that will be covered by Monterey County’s 

Salinas River Basin Model Development work will include most if not all of the Seaside Basin.  It would 

be very desirable to coordinate as fully as possible the modeling work the Watermaster has already 

performed through HydroMetrics with the modeling work that Brown and Caldwell will be doing to assist 

the County in its modeling efforts.   

 

I have discussed this topic with members of the MPWMD staff (Joe Oliver and Jon Lear) to get their 

input and expertise.  Their recommendation is to use HydroMetrics to run the model to support the work 

of the Salinas modeling TAC.  They feel that this process will allow timely and high quality support to 

the Salinas TAC and will help provide a mechanism for the Watermaster to bring the model in-house.  

They pointed out that the Watermaster’s model will need to be periodically updated and recalibrated, and 

that it would therefore be good to develop some in-house capabilities (i.e. local ability by MPWMD staff) 

to work with the model.  This could be done through a contractual agreement between the Watermaster 

and MPWMD, whose staff has the expertise to utilize the ModFlow modeling program, to use the 

documentation that HydroMetrics has developed to create the Watermaster’s model which uses that 

program.   Discussion on when and if to develop that in-house capability can be deferred to the point in 

time when it becomes desirable to perform that work. 

 

MPWMD feels that to effectively participate in the Salinas TAC, the Watermaster will want to evaluate 

Brown and Caldwell’s proposed inputs into the Salinas model by running the Watermaster’s model of the 

Seaside Basin with the Salinas model’s proposed inputs.  They note that it will be important for the 

Salinas model to correctly simulate the groundwater flow divide between the Seaside Basin (which is 

actually a subarea of the larger Salinas Basin) and the other subarea(s) of the Salinas Basin which adjoin 

the Seaside Basin.   

 

At this time I am recommending that the Watermaster engage HydroMetrics on an on-call basis to assist 

with this work in order to maximize the benefit of both the existing modeling work the Watermaster has 

performed, and the new modeling work that the County is about to perform.  The attached RFS No. 2015-

03 with HydroMetrics would provide the necessary authorization to accomplish this. 

 

Todd Groundwater 

I anticipate that the Watermaster Board may wish to perform further analyses and evaluations pertaining 

to modeling in the Laguna Seca Subarea, modeling of the Seaside Basin as a whole, and/or the County’s 

Salinas River Basin Model Development work.  In conjunction with such work, I believe it may be 

helpful to have Gus Yates of Todd Groundwater available to provide assistance to the Watermaster’s 

TAC on an as-requested basis.  The attached RFS No. 2015-01 with Todd Groundwater would provide  
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.C (Continued) 

the necessary authorization to accomplish this. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: HydroMetrics RFS No. 2015-03 and Todd Groundwater RFS No. 2015-

01  

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Recommend that the Board approve these two RFSs 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 3 

AGENDA TITLE: WL/WQ Report from MPWMD 

 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:     
MPWMD has recently completed preparation of the Water Level and Water Quality Report for WY 2015, 

Quarters 1 and 2, in partial fulfillment of Task I.2.b.6 of the Management and Monitoring Program under 

their RFS No. 2015-01.  Their Report is posted on the Watermaster’s website where TAC members may 

review the entire document.  The following are the Conclusions and Recommendations contained in the 

Report. 

 

Conclusions 

 The chemical data from the first and second quarters of WY 2015 for the MPWMD dedicated coastal 

monitor wells do not show significant changes relative to previous samplings, and are not indicative of 

seawater intrusion into the basin at the locations and depths of these monitor wells. This conclusion 

continues to be supported by work completed last year for the Watermaster as documented in the WY 

2014 Seawater Intrusion Analysis Report prepared by HydroMetrics, LLC. 

 Based on the long-term water-level hydrographs for coastal monitor wells , the trend of declining 

groundwater levels is continuing in the deeper Santa Margarita aquifer monitor wells, whereas 

groundwater levels have generally stabilized, and in a few cases displayed an overall increase in the 

shallower Paso Robles aquifer. 

 

Recommendations 

 Deploying dedicated low-flow sampling equipment in the quarterly water-quality monitoring wells 

should be continued. Dedicated sampling equipment left in the monitoring wells greatly reduces staff 

resources required to obtain quarterly water-quality samples and results in an overall cost reduction in the 

long run. 

 Reporting of water levels and water quality should continue to be conducted semi-annually. 

 Deployment of water-level monitoring datalogger equipment at recently converted Cal-Am Northern 

Coastal Subarea production wells and selected Laguna Seca Subarea dedicated monitor wells should 

continue. 

 

Mr. Oliver will briefly describe the Report and respond to questions about it from the TAC. 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: None  

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

None required – information only 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 15, 2015 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 

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

Seca Modeling Work 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   

This item continues discussion of this topic from the May 13 and June 10 TAC meetings.  At the June 

10th meeting we discussed the first two of Gus Yates’ six Management Options that the Watermaster 

could consider taking.  These first two Options, and my understanding of the TAC’s conclusions on each 

of them, are summarized below for final review and/or editing by the TAC at today’s meeting.  

 

Management Option 1:  Redistribute Pumping 
TAC Conclusions from June 10 Meeting:  Mr. Hulbert said that much new infrastructure would be 

required to do this.  There was much discussion about how this option would work and whether the 

captured water would be used to serve existing customers who would stop pumping their wells, or 

whether it would be injected to recharge the basin.  I had a follow-up conversation with Todd 

Groundwater seeking clarification of how the water pumped from new wells constructed in order to 

redistribute where water is pumped from in the Laguna Seca Subarea would be used.  They said that they 

did not make any specific recommendations on that, but felt that delivering the newly pumped water 

directly to well owners who would stop pumping from their wells as part of the redistribution process 

would make the most sense, since it would avoid the cost of having to also construct injection wells to put 

this newly pumped water back into the aquifer.  However, they said that injecting it would also 

accomplish the same objective, but at higher cost.  Therefore, it appears that, if new wells were installed 

as part of a project to allow pumping to be redistributed within the Laguna Seca Subarea, this project 

should also include piping to deliver the newly pumped water to the well owners who would in turn stop 

or reduce their pumping by an equivalent amount. 

 

Management Option 2:  Continue Pumping from the Ryan Ranch Wells 
TAC Conclusions from June 10 Meeting:  The existing Cal Am Ryan Ranch wells are low-producers, and 

also have poor water quality, due to the hydrogeologic structure of the basin in the area where they are 

located.  Rather than keeping these wells in service to intercept water that would otherwise flow 

westward and into the Southern Coastal Subarea, it would be more effective to install new wells in other 

locations that would more effectively capture that water so it could be returned for use by well owners in 

the Laguna Seca Subarea as part of a pumping redistribution project (as described above under Option 1).  
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 (Continued) 

Attached is Mr. Yates Memo describing all six of his Management Options.  At today’s meeting I would 

like to continue going through the remaining Options which are (3) Reduce Water Demand, (4) Change 

the Laguna Seca-El Toro Boundary Location, (5) Import Water to the Laguna Seca Subarea, and (6) Use 

the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act as a Means of Managing Areas Outside the Seaside Basin.  

I recognize that it will likely take more than one TAC meeting to adequately discuss all of these 

remaining options.  In addition TAC members may wish to raise additional options for discussion. 

 

 

Once the TAC feels it has sufficiently discussed these options we can develop our recommendations to 

the Board. 

 

As a related matter I believe it would be beneficial to have Mr. Yates’ assistance in answering questions 

and providing input on these and other issues that may arise as the Watermaster moves forward with 

developing a Work Plan to address the findings of the Laguna Seca Subarea modeling work.  If the TAC 

concurs with this, I will prepare and present to the TAC for its approval a draft Request for Service with 

Todd Groundwater for on-call consulting services as requested by the Watermaster, so his services will be 

available to us when and if we need them. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: Gus Yates Memo titled Possible Solutions to Groundwater Overdraft 

in the Laguna Seca Subarea 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Continue discussing the Management Options described in the attached 

Memo and see if the TAC can reach conclusions on each of them  
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: July 15, 2015 

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.   

 

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: July 15, 2015 

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 

 


