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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, February 8, 2017 
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:  Nina Miller, California American Water Company 
Vice-Chairperson:  Jon Lear, 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 January 11, 2017 Meeting 
B. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Update 
C. Progress Update on Salinas River Groundwater Basin Investigation Model TAC 

3. Continued Discussion of Technical Memorandum Regarding Results from Resampling 
Verification of Wells (Bob Jaques and Consultants) 

4. Work Plan to Investigate Cause(s) of Changing Water Quality in Sentinel Wells and 
Approval to Authorize HydroMetrics to Perform the Initial Portions of the Work Plan (Bob 
Jaques and HydroMetrics) 

5. Discuss Updating the Basin Management Action Plan (Bob Jaques) 
6. Schedule (Bob Jaques) 
7. Other Business  
8. Set Next Meeting Date  
The next regular meeting will be held on Wednesday March 8, 2017 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: February 8, 2017 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.A 

AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes from the January 11, 2017 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 

January 11, 2017 
 

 
Attendees: TAC Members 

City of Seaside – Scott Ottmar 
California American Water – Roger Hulbert 
City of Monterey – Laurie Williamson (via telephone)  
Laguna Seca Property Owners –No Representative 
MPWMD – Jon Lear 
MCWRA – Tamara Voss 
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 
Martin Feeney 
HydroMetrics – Georgina King and Derrik Williams (via telephone) 
Todd Groundwater – Gus Yates (via telephone) 
 
Others 
California American Water – Eric Sabolsice and Nina Miller 
George Riley 
Coast Weekly – David Schmalz 

__________________________________________________________________________ 
The meeting was convened at 1:36 p.m. after a quorum had been established. 
 
1. Public Comments 
There were no public comments.     
 
2. Administrative Matters: 

A. Approve Minutes from the November 16, 2016 Meeting 
Mr Jaques reported that Mr. Riedl had emailed him some requested revisions to the Draft 
Minutes from that meeting, and in response to Mr. Riedl’s request he proposed adding the 
following wording to the language on page 5 of the Agenda packet:  “In response to a question 
by Mr. Riedl, it was reported that field blanks are not performed as part of the Sentinel Well 
sampling.  They are typically done when analyzing for organic constituents, but not for inorganic 
constituents.” 
 
On a motion by Mr. Lear, seconded by Mr. Ottmar, the minutes from this meeting were 
unanimously approved with the addition of this language. 
 
B. Elect New Chairperson 

Mr. Hulbert opened nominations for a new Chairperson, due to the fact that he is moving into the 
Engineering Department at Cal Am and will no longer be attending the TAC meetings.  No 
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nominations were made, and no one volunteered to fill the position.  Mr. Hulbert then nominated 
Ms. Nina Miller of Cal Am, who had said she would accept the position following today’s 
meeting.  On a monition by Mr. Ottmar, seconded by Mr. Lear, Ms. Miller was unanimously 
elected to the position of Chairperson. 
 
C. Update on MRWPCA’s Title 22 Engineering Report for the Pure Water Monterey 

Groundwater Replenishment Project 
Mr. Jaques summarized the Agenda packet materials for this item.   
 
Mr. Lear reported that he did not know why MPWMD’s Salt and Nutrient Management Plan 
had not yet been approved by the RWQCB. 
 
Mr. Hulbert asked that the Watermaster’s comment letter to the RWQCB also request that all of 
the water quality constituents that are monitored for under the Watermaster’s Monitoring 
Program be included as constituents to be monitored by the Pure Water Monterey Project. 
 
On a motion by Ms. Voss, seconded by Mr. Ottmar, the TAC unanimously approved sending 
the comment letter to the RWQCB, including the revision requested by Mr. Hulbert. 

 
D. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Update 
Mr. Jaques summarized the Agenda packet materials for this item.  There was no discussion. 

 
E. Progress Update on Salinas River Groundwater Basin Investigation Model TAC 
Mr. Jaques summarized the Agenda packet materials for this item.    There was no discussion. 

 
F. Amendment No. 1 to RFS No. 2017-01 to Martin Feeney 
Mr. Jaques summarized the Agenda packet materials for this item.  On a motion by Ms. 
Williamson, seconded by Mr. Lear, the TAC unanimously approved Amendment No. 1 to RFS 
No. 2017-01 to Martin Feeney. 

 
3. Results from Resampling Verification of Wells 
Mr. Jaques introduced this agenda topic and Ms. King proceeded to make a presentation using the 
attached PowerPoint slides. 
 
Mr. Feeney added that the 900 foot depth sample from Sentinel Well No. 4 is from the Santa Margarita 
formation, all the rest are from the Purisima formation.  The Santa Margarita formation has higher 
native salinity and should be considered in reviewing results from this sample depth. 
 
Mr. Williams commented that an increase of approximately 5 mg per liter per year in chloride is very 
small, but the level is rising so it would be good to keep a close eye on this. 
 
Ms. Voss said she had concerns about how the Piper and Stiff diagrams are being interpreted.  She went 
on to say that Figures 6 and 7 in the Technical Memorandum do not show lateral seawater intrusion.  
She felt that these do not indicate seawater intrusion is occurring, rather it is an indication of mixing or 
degradation of waters from other sources, but not lateral seawater intrusion.  She felt that the July data 
was "a bad data point" and should not be used.  Mr. Williams felt there was a need to find a better way 
to explain this in the Technical Memorandum. 
 
Mr. Yates noted that the cations will have a buffering (slower) rate of change, whereas the anions may 
show changes sooner. 
 
Mr. Hulbert suggested matching the Conclusions with the Recommendations.  For example Conclusion 
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No. 4 uses the term "closely monitored" - does this mean to continue to monitor at the same two times 
per year rate, or more often?  Also, Conclusion No. 7 indicates that further investigation "may be 
inconclusive".  Recommendation No. 4 is to prepare a Work Plan, but the Work Plan should lead to 
conclusions, not inconclusive findings.  
 
Mr. Williams commented that the data from Sentinel Well No. 4 is of concern, but is not alarming.  He 
will revise the wording in this part of the Technical Memorandum. 
 
Mr. Williams commented that if "Material Injury" is being caused by lowering water levels, we need to 
know the actual cause of the degrading water quality.  He went on to say that this is important in order 
to develop protective groundwater levels to avoid degradation.  Degradation caused by upwelling would 
probably require a lower groundwater elevation in order to provide protection, compared to degradation 
being caused by seawater intrusion. 
 
Mr. Lear commented that with regard to seasonality and change in water levels, it might be desirable to 
deploy continuous monitoring salinity probes at the water quality sampling depths.  Mr. Feeney noted 
that there are no probes currently commercially available that can be used that deep, due to the high 
pressures there.  He also said that the range of  accuracy is very poor at low TDS levels.  Mr. Lear said 
he felt that this should be looked into further. 
 
Ms. Voss felt it was important to verify that proper quality assurance and quality control measures are 
being carried out with regard to the samples that are taken.  She also noted that the sampling device 
could be causing unrepresentative samples to be collected.  She recommended pumping three casing 
volumes of water out of the casing before sampling.  Mr. Feeney said there would be no place to 
dispose of that volume of water at these sites, and that therefore this was not feasible.  He also 
commented that changing sampling methods would result in new and different artifacts. 
 
Mr. Hulbert then opened the discussion to the public for comments. 
 
Mr. Sabolsice said he had attended the November 2016 TAC meeting, and that the SIAR presentation 
by HydroMetrics at that meeting had indicated that seawater intrusion was likely occurring.  He said 
this led to resampling to see if the July 2016 sample data was correct, and now this has been done.  He 
noted that the term "Material Injury" had been mentioned several times by Ms. King and Mr. Williams 
during today's presentation.  He said that using these terms is concerning to lay persons, and is causing 
people to believe that seawater intrusion is already occurring.  He expressed concern that the 
consultants are making recommendations to the TAC based on data that are uncertain or incorrectly 
presented.  If seawater intrusion occurs, it should be addressed immediately.  However, reporting that 
seawater intrusion is occurring should not be done if that conclusion is not factually supported by the 
data. 
 
Mr. Riley said he had only previously stated that there was data suggesting that seawater intrusion 
might be occurring, but not that seawater intrusion was actually occurring.  He commented that the 
finding that current groundwater levels are the lowest in recorded history is a new finding, and should 
be reported. 
 

Ms. King said fluctuations in groundwater levels and changes in water quality seem to be related.  Ms. 
Voss asked what the relationship was.  Ms. King responded that there was likely some hydrogeologic 
complexity that was in play but that it did seem there was a relationship between the two. However, 
given the data that had so far been analyzed using the methods outlined in the SIAR it is not possible to 
say for sure what that relationship is. 
 
Mr. Hulbert requested that revisions to the Technical Memorandum be made based on today's 
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discussions. 
 
Mr. Lear said that the differing data raises concerns, and that monitoring should be continued to see if 
this is ongoing, and that brainstorming should be done to find a way to determine the causes of the 
changes in water quality. 
 
Mr. Feeney asked Mr. Lear if he was supportive of having full-depth conductivity measurements made 
at the next sampling event, and Mr. Lear said that he was. 
 
Mr. Hulbert recommended trying to find a method of getting more representative samples, if possible.   
 
Mr. Feeney expressed the opinion that the water quality changes being observed were due to upwelling, 
not down-flow, since the mid-level elevation conductivity values are not showing changes.  Mr. Feeney 
also noted that doing full-depth conductivity testing next time will add some cost to be fieldwork. 
 
Mr. Lear reasserted that this is not a declaration of seawater intrusion, it is a recommendation to 
investigate what is causing changes in water quality. 
 
Mr. Jaques recommended the following course of action for consideration by the TAC:   
Inform the Board that: 
 
1.  More work needs to be done to revise and clarify/refine the Technical Memorandum, so it will be 
clearer and more conclusive.   
2.  The Watermaster's consultants all agree that the data is not a clear indicator of seawater intrusion. 
3.  The groundwater quality fluctuations that are being observed can be caused by several things. 
4.  Sampling should be continued to determine if the fluctuations are an ongoing phenomena or 
something that is temporary in nature. 
5.  A work plan should be prepared to define an approach to determine the causes of the groundwater 
quality fluctuations. 
 
On a motion by Ms. Voss, seconded by Mr. Lear, there was unanimous TAC concurrence with Mr. 
Jaques' recommendation. 
 
4. Schedule 

Mr. Jaques briefly reported on this Agenda item.  There was no discussion. 
 

5. Other Business  
Mr. Jaques asked if the TAC felt it would be desirable to update the Basin Management Action Plan this 
year.  Following a brief discussion it was agreed that this topic would be agendized for discussion at the 
next TAC meeting. 

 
6. Set Next Meeting Date  
The next regular meeting was set for Wednesday February 8, 2017 at 1:30 p.m. at the MRWPCA Board 
Room.   

 
The meeting adjourned at 3:22 p.m. 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: February 8, 2017 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.B 

AGENDA TITLE: Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Update 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

At the State level: 
I participated in the Webinar for adjudicated basins, hosted by DWR on January 24.  Improvements to the 
data reporting portal on DWR’s website were discussed, along with a number of other topics. 
 
HydroMetrics will evaluate the change in storage within the Seaside Basin during WY 2016 and will 
provide its report on this to the Watermaster by March 1.   
 
Staff will include that information, along with the other data that SGMA requires adjudicated basins to 
report to DWR, and will submit this data prior to the reporting deadline of March 31, 2017. 
 
At the Monterey County level: 
There are ongoing meetings and discussions at the County level and among cities in the Salinas Valley 
pertaining to the development of the JPA for the Salinas Valley Basin Groundwater Sustainability 
Agency. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 
None  

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

None required – information only 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: February 8, 2017 

AGENDA ITEM: 2.C 

AGENDA TITLE: Progress Update on Salinas River Groundwater Basin Investigation Model 
TAC  

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

There have been no meetings of this TAC since the last Watermaster TAC meeting.  The next meeting of that 
TAC is scheduled for March 14, 2017. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: None  

RECOMMENDED 
ACTION: 

None required – information only 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

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

MEETING DATE:  February 8, 2017 

AGENDA ITEM: 3 

AGENDA TITLE: Continued Discussion of Technical Memorandum Regarding Results from 
Resampling Verification of Wells 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   
At the January 11 TAC meeting there was initial discussion of  HydroMetrics’ January 5, 2017 Draft Technical 
Memorandum - Seaside Groundwater Basin Analysis of Wells Sampled in December 2016.  There was 
agreement that further discussion and revisions to the Draft were in order and that the topic would be continued 
over for discussion at today’s TAC meeting. 
 
Attached is a revised Final Draft version of the Technical Memorandum addressing the issues raised at the 
January 5 TAC meeting.  At today’s meeting the TAC is asked to either approve this as the Final version of the 
Technical Memorandum, or request final revisions to be made to it. 
 
Once the TAC is satisfied that the Technical Memorandum provides a clear and understandable presentation of 
the findings from the resampling of the Sentinel Wells, it will be presented to the Board at its March 1, 2017 
meeting. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: Revised Final Draft Technical Memorandum from HydroMetrics 

RECOMMENDED 
ACTION: 

 Approve the Final Draft Technical Memorandum as-is, or request revisions to 
it 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: February 8, 2017 

AGENDA ITEM: 4 

AGENDA TITLE: 
Work Plan to Investigate Cause(s) of Changing Water Quality in 
Sentinel Wells and Approval to Authorize HydroMetrics to Perform the 
Initial Portions of the Work Plan 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:   
One of the recommendations made by HydroMetrics in its Technical Memorandum - Seaside 
Groundwater Basin Analysis of Wells Sampled in December 2016 (discussed in the preceding agenda 
item) is to prepare and implement a work plan to try to identify the source of fluctuating chloride 
concentrations in the Sentinel Wells. 
 
I asked HydroMetrics to prepare a draft work plan for this purpose.  I reviewed a preliminary draft 
version of the work plan and provided my comments to HydroMetrics, who then revised the work plan to 
address those comments.  The revised draft work plan was then sent to our other hydrogeologic 
consultants (Martin Feeney and Gus Yates) as well as to Tamara Voss of MCWRA for their review.  
Subsequently, a conference call was held on February 1, 2017 amongst all of these parties, including 
myself, to discuss the work plan and to solicit further input on it. 
 
Attached is the final version of the work plan reflecting the input from all of these parties.  Included at the 
end of the work plan is a cost proposal from HydroMetrics to perform the initial portions of the work 
plan.   
 
At today’s meeting the TAC can discuss the work plan and provide comments and/or suggested revisions 
to it, and to then approve the work plan so it can be presented to the Board. 
 
At today’s meeting the TAC is also asked to approve authorizing HydroMetrics to implement the initial 
portions of the work plan, as described under the heading Estimated Cost for Phase 1, and the costs 
contained in Table 1 at the end of the work plan.  If the TAC approves this authorization, a Request for 
Service (RFS) will be prepared for HydroMetrics to perform this work.  The RFS will then be presented 
to the Board for their approval. 

ATTACHMENTS: Proposed Work Plan and Cost Proposal to Investigate Sources of 

Fluctuating Chlorides in the Sentinel Wells 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

1. Approve the proposed work plan as-is, or with revisions to it to 
address issues raised by the TAC 

2. Approve authorizing HydroMetrics to implement the initial 
portions of the work plan in accordance with the cost proposal 
contained at the end of the work plan 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: February 8, 2017 

AGENDA ITEM: 5 

AGENDA TITLE: Discuss Updating the Basin Management Action Plan 

PREPARED BY: Robert Jaques, Technical Program Manager 

SUMMARY:    
Background 
The Basin Management Action Plan (BMAP) summarizes both short-term and long-term strategies to 
manage the Basin in accordance with the Adjudication Decision and the Watermaster’s Management and 
Monitoring Program.  Included in the BMAP are: 
 

 A description of the state of the Seaside Groundwater Basin with emphasis on those basin 
properties that are called out in the Amended Decision, e.g. groundwater storage, and which have 
an impact on basin management; 

 Potential supplemental supplies that are being considered for long-term augmentation of production 
from the Seaside Groundwater Basin, 

 Potential management actions and interim water supplies that could be implemented in the short-
term prior to developing supplemental supplies, and 

 Recommended management actions and strategies that the Watermaster should support and/or 
encourage, which will help meet the groundwater pumping reductions required by the Amended 
Decision, and help prevent seawater intrusion. 

 
Also discussed in the BMAP are issues from the Decision that the Watermaster is required to address, 
including (with Decision section shown in parenthesis): 
 

 Determining Total Useable Storage Space and allocated storage for each producer in the Basin 
(III.H.4); 

 Addressing efficiencies of storage (III.H.5); and  

 Monitoring and studying the Seaside Groundwater Basin and all Seaside Groundwater Basin 
activities (III.L.3.j.xxi). 

 
This BMAP is one of a number of documents and actions necessary for managing the Seaside 
Groundwater Basin.  It is in effect a seawater intrusion prevention plan that focuses on providing 
groundwater management options to control groundwater levels, that if allowed to decline would lead to 
seawater intrusion.  This document is intended to be used in coordination with the Watermaster’s ongoing 
activities and the Seawater Intrusion Response Plan.  Implementing the recommendations included in the 
BMAP is intended to result in a number of actions and strategies that will be necessary for effective 
groundwater management in the Seaside Groundwater Basin. 
 
Discussion 
The BMAP is a document for the Watermaster to use to help achieve the following two objectives:  (1) 
bring the Basin into balance (pumping and other losses are less than or equal to natural recharge and 
inflows so that groundwater levels are stabilized and no longer falling due to overpumping), and (2) bring  
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

AGENDA ITEM: 5 (Continued) 

groundwater levels up to elevations that will prevent seawater intrusion from occurring (these are called 
“protective levels”).  It is the tool for the Watermaster to use to develop plans for future projects or 
activities that will be needed to achieve these two objectives, after the currently in-progress supplemental 
water projects (Cal Am’s Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project (MPWSP) consisting of the 
desalination facilities and the Pure Water Monterey Groundwater Replenishment Project) have been 
implemented. 
 
Numerous studies and evaluations have been performed after the BMAP was prepared in February 2009.  
These include: 
1. Development of a groundwater model (updated with data through September 2013). 
2. Development of protective groundwater elevations at the coast. 
3. Modeling of the impacts of Cal Am’s MPWSP on groundwater levels in the Seaside Basin. 
4. Modeling the impacts of Cal Am’s 700 AFY-for-25 years over-pumping payback plan. 
5. Modeling of the potential benefit of installing coastal injection wells to form a seawater intrusion 

barrier. 
6. Modeling of the Laguna Seca Subarea and the causes of declining groundwater levels in that subarea. 
7. Modeling of the impacts of MRWPCA’s Pure Water Monterey groundwater replenishment project. 

Some of this analysis takes into account recent operating assumptions on Cal Am’s MPWSP. 
 
In addition considerable additional data (8 year’s worth) on groundwater quality and groundwater levels 
throughout the Basin have been collected since the BMAP was prepared. Drought conditions have also 
been experienced over the past four years, which has impacted aquifer recharge more than anticipated in 
2009.  Also, even though pumping in recent years has been below the required amounts required under 
the Decision, groundwater levels have continued to fall.  This suggests that the Natural Safe Yield of 
3,000 AFY in the Decision may be too high. 
 
Integrating this information into an updated BMAP would be beneficial to provide a more complete 
understanding of the state of the basin. This information could also be used to refine the earlier findings, 
conclusions, and recommendations contained in the 2009 BMAP.  An updated BMAP could provide 
improved knowledge of: 
1. The useable quantities of groundwater stored in the basin. 
2. The annual loss of storage in the basin due to overpumping. (The BMAP estimated this to be between 

1,300 and 1,430 AFY). 
3. The Natural Safe Yield of the basin. (This is the quantity of water than can be extracted through 

pumping while achieving the first of the two objectives listed above.  The Decision set this at an 
assumed value of 3,000 AFY). 

 
Specific portions of the BMAP that would benefit from being updated include: 
1. The listing and discussion of Supplemental Water Supply Projects in Section 3 of the BMAP.  The 

BMAP explains that implementing the projects listed in this section would help to halt the decline in 
groundwater levels, but would not create protective water levels throughout the basin, thus leaving the 
basin vulnerable to seawater intrusion at some unknown future date.  Additional supplemental water 
supplies will be needed to achieve protective water levels. 

2. The northern and eastern boundaries of the Basin have been determined to be dynamic rather than 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

AGENDA ITEM: 5 (Continued) 

static boundaries.  This means that they can move depending on pumping rates and other changeable 
conditions.  More may be known now about these boundary conditions, as a result of the modeling 
work that has been done, than was known when the BMAP was prepared.  Integrating this knowledge 
into the BMAP might help produce more accurate projections of future groundwater conditions in the 
basin. 

3. The optimal locations of extraction wells to make the most efficient use of useable stored 
groundwater would benefit from being updated based on the data obtained since the BMAP was 
prepared. 

4. The listing of Groundwater Management Actions in Section 4 of the BMAP is out of date and would 
benefit from being updated to reflect actions that have already been taken as well, actions that are no 
longer viable, and potential future actions that could be taken. 

5. The Recommendations contained in Section 5 of the BMAP would benefit from being updated to 
reflect actions that have already been taken and to identify future actions that could be taken to 
achieve the two objectives listed above.   

6. Development of a long-term financing plan for replenishment water, as discussed in Section 5, would 
be especially beneficial, since the monies collected through the Decision-mandated Replenishment 
Assessment process do not address the acquisition of replenishment water to offset overpumping that 
occurred prior to the date of the Decision. 

7. In addition, the Watermaster’s Seaside Basin Groundwater Model is currently only updated to end of 
WY2013.  HydroMetrics recommends updating the model to reflect the last three years of data.   
HydroMetrics did some modeling for the Pure Water Monterey Project, but the purpose of that 
modeling was to see if the Project would harm the Basin, not to see if groundwater levels would rise 
to protective elevations.   

 
Recommendation 
Update the BMAP to: 

 Reflect the additional information obtained since the 2009 BMAP was prepared. 
 Provide an updated listing of findings, conclusions, and recommendations. 
 Provide an updated listing and description of potential future actions that the Watermaster could 
consider taking to bring the basin into balance and to achieve protective groundwater elevations that 
will prevent seawater intrusion from occurring in the future. 

If the TAC is supportive of updating the BMAP, a scope of work and cost proposal will be solicited from 

HydroMetrics to perform this work.  This will be used to develop a Request for Services (RFS) to be 

issued to HydroMetrics.  The RFS would be presented to the TAC at a future TAC meeting for approval. 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: None 

RECOMMENDED 

ACTION: 

Update the BMAP as discussed above 
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SEASIDE BASIN WATER MASTER  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

* * * AGENDA TRANSMITTAL FORM * * * 

MEETING DATE: February 8, 2017 

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 2017.   
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Schedule of Work Activities for FY 2017 

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: February 8, 2017 

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 

 


