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Attached are copies of letters received between December 3, 2013 and January 14, 2014. These
letters are also listed in the January 29, 2014 Board packet under item 22, Letters Received.

Author Addressee Date Topic

Richard Svindland Jason Burnett 1/9/14 Cal-Am Response to Governance Committee
Recommendations Relating to Cal-Am Notification #3 —
Execution of Design-Build Agreement for MPWSP
Desalination Infrastructure

Michael McCarthy Uwe Groebecker 1/9/14 Response to January 1, 2014 Email

Taven M. Kinison Anjanette Adams | 12/10/13 | 5 Harris Court, Building G — Sign Permit Application

Brown 12-457

George Riley MPWMD Board 12/9/13 Cost of Future Water Supply Project

Molly Erickson MPWMD Board 12/9/13 Dec. 9, 2013, Agenda Item 12 — Proposed ordinance No.
158

Mibs McCarthy Kenneth A Harris, | 12/5/13 Salt and Nutrient Management Plans for Groundwater

Jr. Basin
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Mr. Jason K. Bumett, Chalr - : | R EC g: é\lf! D

Monterey Peninsula Water Supply PrOJect Governance Commitiee ‘

cfo Monterey Peninsula Water Management District : JAN 14 2014
P.O. Box 85 . v . : ,
Monterey, CA 93942

Re: California Amencan Water Response to Governance Commrttee Recommendatxons RMatmg '
to Cal-Am Notification #3 — Executlon of Design-Build Agreement for MPWSP Desalination -
Infrastructure -

Dear Chairman Burnett,

On December 13, 2013, the voting members of the Governance Committee provided three written
recommendations to California American Water (“Cal -Am”) with respect to the Design-Build Agreement -
with CDM Constructors Inc. (“CDM”) Cal-Am appreciated the input and modified the Desngn—Bulld
Agreement to reflect the recommendations.  The modifications o’ the Desrgn—Budd Agreement m

- response to each of the recommendatlons are discussed below ' .

1) Recommendation: Cal—Am’ should provide mdependent"quality assurance in addition to the
quality assurance/quality control (“QA/QC”) that CDM will perform as provided in the contract.
Cal-Am should obtain acknowledgment from CDM that Cal-Am has its own QA/QC process and

" DB shall participate in and collaborate with CAW in implementing its QA/QC process. Further,
Cal-Am should provide pe'riodic reports to the Govemance Committee on its quality assurance.

" Response: An additional sentence was added to Sectlon 3 1(E) of the Des:gn—Bmld Agreement,
stating “The Design-Builder acknowledges that the Owner will have its own quality assurance -
and quality control program for the Project, and the Design-Builder agrees that it will actively
participate in the Owner's quality assurance and quality control program.” - Cal-Am will report to
the Governance Committee regarding its quality assurance reviews on a periodic basis. -

2) . Recommendation The Contract should specify the cost savings that will be achieved if Cal-Am
determines that pre-ﬁltratnon is not necessary. The Contract should also s}pecify the terms by
which Cal-Am may exercise this option. . g

Response: An alternative was added to Appendlx 8 to address the scope and costs of the
alternative if Cal-Am determines that the pre-filtration system is not necessary. The alternative
- _includes added costs of $500,000 for a pilot study and $400,000 for additional design work
o necessary “for CDM to maintain is schedule, and a deduction of $7 000,000 or $5,400,000 for
.. construction savings for th¢ 9.6 mgd plant or the 6.4 mgd plant, respectively, if Cal-Am
- determmes to ehmmate the pre-filtration system. ¥ Cal-Ami decides not to ehmmate the pre-
treatment system following the pilot test, CDM will only be entitled to the portion of the
$400,000 for design work that had been undertaken to the date of the determination. Cal-Am
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must make its initial decision to authorize the pilot study by March 15, 2015. In accordance with
Section 3.1(P) of the Design-Build Agreement, Cal-Am has the right to elect to accept one or
more of the alterative proposals in Appendix 8 and upon exercising such right, the alternative(s)
selected shall be incorporated as a Design and Construction Requirement; the Design-Build Price
and the Construction Component Price shall be adjusted based upon the reduction(s) set forth in
Appendix 8 (Design-Build Alternatives), as escalated by the Construction Component Price
Escalator; and the Design-Builder shall 1mplement such alternative(s) in accordance w1th the
Contract Standards ' :

3) Recommendation: Cal-Am should provide a detailed description of the plan to monitor CDM’s
- achievement with the local labor goals of the Local Resource Utilization Plan, pursuant to Section
>~ 11.12(E) and Appendix 17 of the Design-Build Agreement. - Cal-Am should also report on a

periodic basis to the Governance Committee on its compliance.

Response: Modifications were made to Section 11. 12(E) to address CDM’s achievement of the
local labor goals as follows (underscoring reflects new language): -

" The Design-Builder must comply with such plan and shall monitor and report at least
quarterly the continued implementation of the local resources utilization plan throughout
‘the performance of this Design-Build Agreement iri accordance with the requirements of
Appendix 17 (Local Resources Utilization Plan).

Cal-Am will report to the Governance Committee on a penodlc basis regardmg CDM’s
, comphance with the Local Resources Utilization Plan.

Please feel free to contact me lf you have any questions regardmg Cal-Am’s responses to the Governance
Commnttee S recommendatlons ’

Sin rely,

Richard C. Svindland, PE.
Vice President - Engineering -

cc:  Anthony Cerasuolo, CAW
Fan Crooks, CAW
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January 9, 2014

Mr Uwe Groebecker

Santa Lucia Café

484 Washington Street, Suite A -
"Monterey, CA 93940 .

RE: Response to January 1, 201 4 Emali

- Dear Mr. Groebecker,

b -~Your January 1, 2014 email raises several questlons about water allocations and
“instructions. The Monterey Peninsula Water Management District will be your best
resource for answering these questions and galmng a broader understandmg of water rule

and regulatlons
We have tried to‘provide specific answers'to the questions you raised.

Question 1: What written instructions do you have from the MPWMD about categorizing

Group If businesses? Where do you have written requirements (for the public to see) to
only provide counter service and use: dlsposab!e plates and utensils and use plastic cups .-
instead of china and glassware?

Response: The MF‘WMD has prowded the Clty of Monterey with a Water Allocat:on‘
Form which contains a list of Group Il uses. Thts is the form that applicants submrt to
MPWMD for venficatlon and approval. - '

MPWMD would maintain alt wntten redu_irer’nents regarding counter service and
~ disposable plates. The City does not have a list of these requirements.

Question 2: Do you have any wntten agreements wrth the MPWMD to re-enforce their

- demands ‘and requirements?

. Resp'onse: The MPWMD. enforces 'their rules and ‘regulaﬁens

‘Question 3:  We see almost every Coffee House using china and- glassware on the
Monterey Peninsula. There are many group ll businesses providing Eounter service as
well as full table service.. Why are these businesses not inspected and why are these -
- rules not re-enforced? Where do you have written rules from the MPWMD for such group

. 1l businesses? Did you have such detarled restnctlons in 1997 before we invested over
$350k in building our busmess? ~

‘Response:. MPWMD is a separate govemment agency and conducts its own mspecttons :

: and enforcementactrons _This.question.is best answered.by MPWMD

Question 4: Since the MPWMD cannot provide copiés of water usé pérmits from various
businesses as we requested, we herewnth make a public record request to the Cuty of
. Monterey for : _

- CITYHALL = MONIEREY«CAUFOMIA " 93940 o 83164-6.3760 . FAX83164—63793
Websne-hmmwwmmnereyo:g



Koko's Café at 419 Alvarado, Maha's Cuisine at 470 Alvarado, Old Monterey Café at 480
Alvarado, Turtle Bay Taqueria at 431 Tyler St., Paprika Café at 309 Lighthouse Ave and
Bistro Moulin at 867 Wave Street. We will send further public record requests to the
MPWMD for many more busmesses located within the Monterey Peninsula and will copy
you accordmgly o

Response: MPWMD is the record keeper for water permzts The Clty has a copy of
. water permits issued to 867 Wave Street (attached). ’

The Permit and inspection Services D,epartment has advised that it wi_ﬂ take them more

than ten days to complete their review of the subject files due to the large number of =~

documents and electronic records encompassed in your request. California Government
Code § 6253(c) permits agencies an additional fourteen days to respond to requests for
public records if such requests require the agency to collect and examine a “voluminous
amount of separate and distinct records,” therefore please ‘expect to receive the Citys
response on or before January 24, 2014 , _

Questaon §: Does the City of Monterey have a list of registered Group H user permits for’
the categories of Bakery, Pizzeria, Sandwich Shop, Coffee House and Deli? Ifso, canwe’
receive copy with all names and addresses provided? SRR

Response. Uniortunately,. the City does not maintain a list of Group 1l water use pennifs.

‘Question 6: We already received a copy of the water use permit for Trail Side Café and
Henry's BBQ which is group it as well, yet using fine china and providing table service.
Why are the MPWMD rules not re-enforced at these businesses as well as others with the
same permit and business model as we have at Santa Lucia Café?

Response: As stated throughout, MPWMD is a ‘separate gdvemment agency and -
conducts its own inspections and enforcement actnons ‘This questlon is best answered by
MPWMD _

In clasing, we hope that our responses are helpful in your research. We encourage you to
continue working with the knowledgeable staff of MPWMD. As indicated in our response -
to question 4, we are lookmg into our files to respond to your pubhc record request by
01/24/2014. : .

Sincerely, , | :

: 67 Wave Water Permrt

coer. Christine Davi, Clty Attorney .
' General Manager MPWMD
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February 2, 2010 '
Tony Smith.
845 Wave Street
Monterey, CA 93940

RE: 867 Wave Street, Monterey  Bistro Moulin Restaurant

Dear Mr. Smith:

The Moritérsy Pétiinsula’ Water Management sttnct : pecformed ancon site mspecﬁ:mat approximately
4:30pmQctober 30,2009 of thie Bistro Moulin Restéurat at 867 Wave Street, Monterey, in response te
a complaint brought to Gucdttenition by yourself, We-found hiat thiere were tall 1ables with no chairs in
therstail area o the restaurantthet appeaied allow-additional seating in extess of the perimitted 22 seats.
Amcmon-CemphancemthPmReqmemems,md copy of the site inspection report was sent to
the-owner(s) of the property November 3, 2009, A copy of the letter and the inspection report was
fomarded ‘the same date-to Todd Bemnétt at City of Monterey. This office received a letter of
einent.of Gur inspectionand- Ieua;&omthepmpcﬂy owner, and it expliined the apparent
excessof seatmgtapaclty fronittic owier, on November 17, 2009.

"I‘he Montereyl’emns&la WaterManagement District performed six separate site inspections on Friday

. and Saturday-eveniiiggbetween:
restanrant was not exceedirig’ ﬂxczzseats capacity stthe time of the inspection.

The Monterey Peninsula Water Management District has notified the-owner(s) of the restavrant to
conform with the water permit issued fo restaurant and not 10 exceed 22 seating capacity. A Letterof

' Comphanceandpassmgsztemspecuonteponwassemtothcownerofthemtauramand to thertycf
Montereyl-‘ebmaxyz,zow. _ , ‘

I ' ' : i
Mahafﬁ W o
Michael Boles , : » ‘
Conservation Representative . : '

5:9: OOPM.ﬁ'omJanuaIySthtouthB 2010, Oneachsxtcvxsitthc :

-

T UidemmndWodlaticrFailed Tntpection FllowiAZO10W01:01S:003 - Smit Boles- 30100202 doc

Council Meeting, 5/16/2012, item No. 9., Item Page 15, Packet Page 61




" February 2,2010

MONTEREY PENINSULA o —
WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT | |COPY|

FAX {83} 644—9558 muxll\wvwmtd.dstcum

- HugoN. Gerstl, Esq.-

Qerstl & Hudson -

" 2460 Garden Road, Suite C
-Monterey, CA 93940

- RE: 867 Wave Street, Monterey  Bistro Moulin Restaurant

The Moaterey Peninsula Water Management District pecformed an on sxte inspectionat approxzmatcly )
4:30 pm October 30, 2009 of the Bistro Moulin Restaurant at 867 Wave Street, Monterey, inresponseto
acomplaint broughtto ourattention by Mr. Tony Smith of 845 Wave Street, Monterey. We found that
there were tall mbhsmmemﬂmofﬂwmwmmazappeamddbwaddmom!mngmmof
the permitied 22 seats. A letier of Non-Compliance with Permit Regquiremeats, and a copy of the site
- inspection report was sent to the ownez(s) of the property and Todd Bennext at the City of Monterey,

' November 3, 2009, This office received a letter of acknowledgement of our inspection and letter, from
the pmpcrty owncr. and it explained the appareat excess of seating capacity, from the owner.

Monterey Pemnsula Water Management District perfoaned six separate site Inspections on Fnday and
Saturday evenings between 7:15-9:00 PM. from January 8 through 23, 2010. On each sxte visit the
restaurant was notexwedmgﬂxeﬂ sea:scapam:yatthehmooﬁhemspectxon .

“The Monterey Peninmla ‘Water Managcment District bas notified the owner(s) of the restaurant to
conform with the water permit issued to restagrant and not to exceed 22 seating capacity. A Leter of
. Compliance and passmgsnteiqspectmnreportwasscntto the owner of the restaurant and to the City of

Monterey Februa:y 2, 2010,

Sincerely, o | . : o
mmdﬁaw | S
 Michael Boles . - o : V o
Conservation chfesenta?ive

Coundil Meeting, 5/15/2012 , item No. 9., ltem Page 16, Packet Page 62




MONTEREY PENINSULA

P

WATER MANAGEMENT DiSTRICT
smms COUR, 8IDG.G
POST OFFICEBOX 85 - -

MONTEREY. CA 93942-0085 « {831} 458-5601
FAX (831] 6449558 -

Febma;y 2,201¢6

Ryan Investment Corporation’
262 Bldorado Suect

- Suite 300

Monterey, CA 93940

- Subject: NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE - 867 Wave Street, Mounterey APN: 001-015-003

Thiee inspections, (1-9, l-I@, 1-22, 2010) were mcen(ly conducted at the subject property shown above.
This Jetter is to inform you that your propesty was in compliance with MPWMD water penml mqmrementsn

A copy of the inspection report is enclosed.

-

If you belleve the mfonnanon on the enclosed inspection report is in ervor, please contact d:is oﬁ' ce

" imamediately to review the file. The inspection report represents a final decision of the General Managcr
and is appealable within 21 days of the date of the inspection. Specific procedures and processing fees

are mqwred to appeal @ decision. For further information about appealing a notice of non-compliance,
pleasc review Rule 70 of the Rules and Regulauons Rute 70 can be found on the District’s website.

S‘mcmly,

Mwﬂdﬁaﬁ@/

Michaef Boles v

“Conservation Representative

Ce: City of Monterey, Atta: Todd Beanett

' If you have questions about this fetter, nced information about the appeal process, or need to schedulc a
: remspeawn, please coalact the D:stnct office at (831) 658-5601. )

UIemindW oL eieraF aicd Tnspoction Followup30101001-013-003_Waldnson Bales_20100202.40¢

Council Meeting, 5/15/2012 , ltem No. 9., ltem Page 17, Packet Page 63
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Attachx;lent

MONTEREY PENINSULA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

INSPECTION REPORT

Conm'vaﬁen E]cnmgeofrdcmks-hspecuon + Permits: D Pmmspmﬁouamwcommm DDemolCmdils
| Remodevaddition [Retaspection

6

S HARRIS COURT, BEDG. G » PO. BOX 83 « MONTEREY; CA 93942+ (851) 6585601 « FAX (831) 6449558 www.mpwmd.dst.cs.as

HCd

s , BATHROOMS: FULL, K Ofher
Assesm'srmmmmt_ ~015-003  BuUSNESS NAME: PASTNO Mouucd

OWNER'S NAME: wﬂ £ STREET_FA P-'TMQ;Z_._S PERSON CONTACTED:

[jsm Daox .. [dmm RNONRES. (No.ofB!dgs.)____ O MEDUSE

qc:tzﬁwﬂxatanmépmxonwnsomductedauhaabavenddm Atﬂnot!ment‘themspewon the property
A;s T found to.bé it compliance with {PWMD couservation standards and/or with- MPWMD Water

‘W%WNWW*;&WMW&MW&%MVQ
g SRturé cogeess sest be peported and cleared or appealed witkiy 31 days of apection ditz.,
nmmﬁumnﬂ&mwm«mmmmmmﬁqm@wmmmmghm“mmuaw ,

-

ngebaﬂunﬁ(everSSgal\ e = -
. Smﬂardhm%(wﬂicwdmmshoweﬂmd) ....... st ety G -
Shwmshﬁ(wﬂtmcima’ij eimemeseese R

J dmeauonmmscmaclfy

R N A A R A R AN A S RS NN W\/\'v\f-/“/-

Wﬁé&&“m%wmm PATES, O 641

ORNW] Z2 . SErS Onfapiaicnd & BRI AZEA S0T 14520 T2 1 ;ﬁi s [

";’WE:. mM; ,mma_m; BE 10507 APE 007 (150 '_ 0F,

2 'Mkml@zgfe(mm;ysnkwyp«mmsk ) Sec*Specfa!lmou o0 ﬂ'dﬂ&‘x:

. _Cmsavmmsmndwdsm!mdinkzgdaummofﬂwnﬁmam:smdnegukmmmd

g
§;

Al
Loy

N

: D Tems notmeomp!iauoomm beurrected andam-lnspeuion comp!c(ed(ifmqulred} wﬂ:&x&m(}m days orby
Transter of Title, whichever ts sconer,

D Water Relcase Form & Permit AppHcation Form is mqmred from (Junsdlmon)
D Fees are due. (Plzase eau mstrlct for amount)

D Re-inspection reguired. Please call 658-5601 to schedule, {Ro-iuspccﬁon Fmofswsoo:remquked prawtomspecﬁaa.) ’ _
T3 temized receipts or (other) - ____ — .., Msll1oP.O. Box S, Monterey, cum:mame«-ms.

R T 6%(@_4,_2*240
-—Acmwteagmem-ommip« Date” MPWMDRepmeuwive

Sulupwuurmud Conditions oabaduﬂum.
umwrmmvmm mmmmmmmfa W chnpy- MPRUD
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_Tha Monterey Water Hanagement Dieeuc: &a e

_ : : ' o Attachident 7

MONTEREY PENINSULA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

S Harrig Court, Building @ h MPWMD WAIVER »
P.O. Hox 8% - ; Igssue Date: 04/11/2007
Monterey, CA 93942-0085 : WAIVER §: 24782
Phone:(331)658 -5601 FAX: (831)644-9558 : :
. . ’ Expires: 4/10/2009
b " e Expires two yeara sfter date of lgsue
' ' or st discrotion of jurisdiction.
¥ -~ . - L
- Applicant: Waldman, Brent " Phone: {831)645-8100
Agent : George Ash phone:  {831)646-1095

Applicant Mailing Address: 262 Eldorado St, Suite zoo'

Monterey, "CA 93940
. Property Address: 867 Wave Street, Suite A MONTEREY, CA 93940 _

pa———

'Water COng:any CAL-AM

Allocatiofr not debited Lot: ‘AP Number: 001-015-003
Waiver Type: WAIVER (Commercial) .
Existing Land Use RESTAURANT ‘ :
Propodéd Land Use “RESTAURANT Water Account Number~ -

Remarks: NO CHANGE IN TYPE OR NUMBER OF S&TS.TMM IMPROVEMENT ONLY.-

e 0 o 2y 0 S 2 A 0 e A o o g R o e o ---.-u-..---.c....---.—--u-...-"

.y -

. . AVERRGE USE TOTAL COST. CONNECTTON
TYPE OF USE NUMBER IN ACRE-FEET PER ACRE-FCOT CHARGES
- Restaurant-Pull Serve 22.0 seats X 0.020000 X $231,618.00' = 9,511.92

Restsurdut-Full Seive (= 22.0)seats X 0,020000 X $21,618700 ={  %,511.92)

z dcchxe under pmlty of perjury that tha information on this walver, the accospanying application, end
any atnchmnu L8 correct to the beést of wy kuouladge and helief. I havg had an opportunity to Taview the .

Rules and aesmuom -0 the MPWKD. The undersigned, as ptopetty ownar or dgent thereof, heveby authorizes )
HZNMD acalf to make on-site inopocticns as d 4 n ¥ to 1 the cy of this applicatien
and complisace with the vaiver.’ ' '

. - .
. .

Wﬂ hs' slsuiag thin waiver, tho nuacraigued Actuwladgos the Diatrict's r.igh: to osseas ang
collect fees and fwpous ﬂ.uen for added water fixturea or chaungos in use occurring without amendment of

the volver. Water tlxtmr added sdithaut uuduat of the’'waiver amay ba subject to a requirvement of
removal. The current title-holder of the propcm sud/ox his agent ia raspounsitle to jusure capletion of 8
Fiaal Inspection by the M. Paflure to-arrange for & final lmpaccion say result in s Notice of violation

recorded against the property, may suhjocc & future property owner to feea and pesaities, or may f‘*““ n
Lututmtimr gt waur saxvicy at tha site.

2y Ownerl‘ g_ent

1 nraiymr gor tha zbove project. Thia waiver cemstitutes

. youx recelpt for the total fees ghown. ms {oaxvu- may be rovoked or other pmutiqn impoaed vpon dlsccvety

of any substantial &mcuncy ‘with respect to the above applicatien.

e -

Page 1
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DEC 12 2013

MPWMD

B ) g < - T
s, = ot
December 10, 2013 U el ot

L3

Anjanette Adams’
Monterey Signs

555 Broadway Ave.
Seaside, CA 93955 -

Subject: 5 HarrisCourt, Building G — Sign Permit Application 13457 . -

Dear Ms. Adams,

* On November 20, 201 3' the Archnteétural Review Committee adopted a Resolution approving
the above referenced project. The final Resolution is enclosed.: Please.remember that
compliance with the Conditions of Approval is requnred as indicated on the enclosed Resolutxon

It has been a pleasure working with-you on this project for the City of Monterey Please give me
a call if you require any addmonal information or clarification on any issue pertammg to ﬂ'lls ’
pro;ect

Sincerely,

aven M. Kinison Brown
Principal Planner

TKB:jn _
¢: Monterey Peninsula Water Managemént ﬁistrid, P.O. Box 85, Monterey, CA, 93942

B : : . .. . S e -

- CITY HALL + MONTEREY « CALIFORNIA + 93940 « www.rmonterey.org



10N <

{

oot

Sunday, June 2, 201

Lom

£
g
g
g
:

t




14

- i e4(}yearhfeofthepro3ect,‘

‘as soon néxt'
'gnmnernfCalAms request
for a surcharge is granted by ‘

$40 and $56 by 2017, with
about: $17 to $24 of the:
increase due to the project.

Higheruse  customers’

LARUIRSET Y SRR, PRI

monthly bills increase from }
about 521 now to between

“).COM

'mnev peunnsuu QA oussr FOR

including interest on a loan. ,

e Nl g Ay 2

e e B e o e s gam -

ngher-use
could see  a

permonﬂltobetweeu$709""
and $752, with about $298 to- |
3317 attlibutable o the -

" .customers
monthly
increase from about $146 to . '}
between $308 and $496. Of
that increase, about $119 to
$l98wouldbe aresultoithe

Sunding, who testified dur: " ©

mgﬂnePUC’srevie&ofgz
previous desal proj
mated the Peninsula would

say goodbye to more than $1° :
bilhonayw if it loses just

half of its current water sup-

'ply.whichmengxuted-
was the “minimum” reduc-

uonunderﬂlesmemtback
order. That includes an esti-
mahed3742 million annual
loss in commercial sales -
from hotels, restaurants,

grocery stores _a'n'd‘die like;

THE MONTEREY COUNT‘

COMOM(EREY

Sanctuary
to the Seasidé basin, where

several sources of treated

waterwillcollect.

Andthereateﬂ!osewho ‘




e 'TéchniCaI Workshops on - .
. : MontereyPeninsuIaWaterSupplyProject S
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© July 26 & 27, 2012




CALIFORNIA

AMERICAN WATER

Project Sizing, Costs and Ratepayer Im pvacts (continued)

- What is the cumulative impact on ratepayeré if all current Cal-
- Am requested rate increases were approved by the =
~ Commission? . » | |



CALIFORNIA
AMERICAN WATER

$ Increase
2012 Current Projected Related to

Monthly Bill Monthly Bill Water Supply
Project

 Average Commercial Bill - $288 - $356

Assumptions. ' K

* Usage = 1cof = 100 cubic feet = 748 gallons .

* Proposed 2017 bill includes multiple estimates : .

. Reﬂects data from May 2011 J ' : ' » 22

B T




|
i

s omited ot 19

Law OrrICES OF L 13/4/13 Board, Mecting
| MICHAEL W.STAMP - (2, J
Michael W. Stamp 479 Pacific Street, Suite One 'Telephone (831) 373-1214 -
Moily Erickson » _ Monterey, California 93940 Facsimile (831) 373-0242
Olga Mikheeva - ’
Jennifer McNary
| | _ December 9, 2013 PP g
 wemes2w  REGEIVED
David Pendergrass, Board Chair : | ~DECOI 2013

Board of Directors
Monterey Peninsula Water Management Dlstnct

5 Harris Court, BuildingG = ' " MP WMD

Monterey, CA 93942-0085 -

Subject: Dec. 9, 2013, Agenda ltem 12 — Proposed ordinance No. 158
Dear Chair Pendergrass and Members of the Board of Directors:

‘These are comments on ltem 12 on the December 9 agenda on behalf of Save
Our Carmel River (SOCR), Patricia Bernardi, and The Open Monterey Project. We
urge the Board to reject Draft Ordinance No. 158. We previously submitted letters on
this topic on November 6 for the Water Demand Committee review and on November
18 for the first reading of the ordinance.  We have not received a response.

Background of Ordinance; New Water Credit Transfer Projects Revealed

~ After'the Board acted in October 2013, and well before the first reading of the
ordinance, | called Water Demand Manager Stephanie Pintar, who runs the water credit
transfer program. | asked Ms. Pintar what was the reason behind the proposed
ordinanice, and what applications there had been for water credit transfers. She ,
responded that there were no applications or projects. She said that the change was
just to make things easier for potential applicants. She said there had not been any

- applications for a water credit transfer since the Court of Appeal opinion in Save Our
-Carmel River v. Monterey Peninsula Water Management District (2006) 141

Cal.App.4th 677 (Monterey Superior Court case no. M72061).

On November 20, | requested a copy of the DVD of the November 18 Board
meeting. | worked with Ms. Tavani, aide to the general manager. On December 3,
2013, the District mailed the DVD to us. On December 4, 2013, we received the DVD.
We promptly reviewed the DVD of the hearing on the proposed ordlnance We were

‘very surprised to hear Mr. Stoldt state that the proposed change in the District rules was
" initiated by a property owner who wants to do a water credit transfer, and that the

proposed rule change was brought to the District by a District director. None of this
information had been previously revealed by the District. It had been withheld from the
public, and possibly from some dlrectors and from some stalff (including, possxbly,

Ms. Pintar).
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. On December 5, 2013, this Office promptly made a public records request to the
District seeking records that show which applicant initiated the change in rules, what the
applicant’s project is, the director who proposed the change, and other records with
regard to the transfer, and other information that gave rise to the proposed change in
rules. We asked that the District delay its December 9 hearing until the District
produced the responsive records and we have had the opportunity to review the
records. Late this morning, Monday, December 9, 2013, when this letter is being
finalized, we received a letter from Ms. Tavani stating that the request had been
forwarded to the Board. The District has not responded to our December 5 request for

records.

All of this information and these documents are part of the administrative record .
in this matter. The records and information should be disclosed to the public and -
available to be reviewed for a reasonable amount of time prior to any final action by the
Board on the ordinance. The District is piecemealing the environmental review of the
project by not disclosing the underlying prOJects that have given rise to the proposed
change in water credit transfer rules.

Role of a Responsible Agency

The representations of the District to date are inaccurate as to the role of a
responsible agency and the abilities of the District to act in the future if the ordinance is
adopted. Despite their claims, it is not simple for a lead agency to assert lead agency
status. Specific conditions must exist. The CEQA statutes and rules as to responsible
agency roles and limitations have not been adequately or accurate!y explamed to the
Board, or considered by the District in its CEQA analysis.

Once the Dsstnct consents to the cities/county/airport district being lead agencies
for water credit transfers, the District cannot undo that consent. That would be a
permanent decision. Once the District has given another agency the right to be lead
agency, as proposed by this ordinance, CEQA does not give the District much

.opportunity to change that. If another agency prepared inadequate environmental

review, essentially the only option the District would have is to sue the lead agency.
There would not be an opportunity to assert lead agency status merely because the
District dld not like the envnronmental rev;ew :

Confhct of lnterest _

" The legal counsel to the Water Management»Dlstrict, Mr. Laredo, has advised
the District since the 1980s. He has a trove of personal knowledge about the issues, -

the history, the District rules, the past interpretations, the terminology, the potential:

impacts, and the important experiences of the early 2000s and the Save Our Carmel
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River lawsuit in 2004 through 2006. No other legal counsel has that lnformatton not
even c!ose

fMore recently, and for some years now, Mr. Laredo also has served as city
attorney for Pacific Grove. Mr. Laredo’s associate Heidi Quinn is assistant city attorney,
and his associate Alex Lorca is deputy city attorney. The District’s only other legal
counsel with expertise in water credits is Fran Farina, who also i is an associate in Mr.
Laredo s law firm, .according to his website, laredolaw net.

If a water credit transfer involving Pa‘c:lﬁc Grove came to the District, Mr. Laredo
and his firm would have a conflict of interest, and would be conflicted out of
representing either Pacific Grove or the District. In other words, the District would not -
be able to rely on Mr.-Laredo or any of the attorneys in his office for any aspect of the
water credit transfer — not for commenting on any CEQA action taken by Pacific Grove,
not for reviewing any environmental determination proposed or adopted by Pacific -
Grove, not for advising District General Manager David Stoldt or any District staff, and
not for advising the Board on anything to do with the water credit transfer.

On November 18, 2013, | called Mr. Laredo and asked him if he felt he had any

~ conflict of interest with regard to the ordinance. He immediately said no, and then
asked me what | meant. | said that he held two positions, as District counsel and as city
attorney for the City of Pacific Grove. Mr. Laredo said no, he did not see any conilict.

At the Board meeting on the evening of November 18, Mr. Laredo advised the Board
that he had no conflict. : '

We have heard from a reliable source that the property owner who wants a
change in the transfer rules is a Pacific Grove property owner, and the project in
question is in Pacific Grove. :

The Citieé&buntv, and Airport District Lack Expertise in Water Credit Transfers

As one example, the Airport District does not have expertise to evaluate new
projects or water credits. The Airport District does not-have a planner on staff, ora
board member with expertise in water resources and water regulations. 'As another .
example, Sand City has a very small city staff, and does not have any staff with the
expertise that is mdlvxdually held by several District staff members . »

Unllke the Water District, Wthh has experienced staffknowledgeabl'e in water
credits, the water credit program, and CEQA (e.g., Henrietta Stern, project manager), -
and has numerous Board members with expertise, including Director Markey, an
attorney with years of planning and CEQA experience and more than nine years -

- experience on the Water Board; and Director Lehman, who was first elected to the
- Board in 2001 when she ousted an incumbent who supported water credit transfers..

21
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Ms. Lehman ran on a campaign platform expressing serious concern about water credit
transfers and the impacts on the environment. Prior to her 12 years on the Water

Board, Ms Lehman was for many years a historic preservation commissioner for the

City of Monterey, and an elected director of the Monterey Peninsula Regional Park
District. In those capacities, she had significant experience dealing with CEQA and
planning issues. .

| Although the larger cities and County have planners on staff, none of their staff
has the expertlse in water issues and Dzstnct programs and rules that the District staff
has . . .

Res Judlcata

Under the Save Our Carmel R:ver V. Monterey Penmsula Water Management
Dtstnct (2006) 141 Cal.App.4th 677, the water district is bound by res judicata.
However, if this ordinance passes, the eight individual agencies who would become
lead agency - cities, county and airport district — are not necessarily bound by res -
judicata, although a strong argument to the contrary exists, and can be expected to
attempt to avoid the Court of Appeal’s holding in Save Our Carmel River.

The cmeslcountylalrport district foreseeably can be expected to exercise their
discretion in ways that result in a more limited CEQA analysis of a water credit transfer
than the Water District’s analysis, because the respected geographical boundaries of

the cities/county/airport district are much more limited than the District. The information |

held by the cities/county/airport district also is much more limited than the information
held by the District. For example, if the Water District were to perform a cumulative
impacts analysis of a water credit transfer, the Water District immediately knows what
other water transfer applications exist, because the Water District runs the program,
and the District also knows what other projects exist that have the potential to impact
the resource (the water supply).

i the proposed ordinance were to go into effect, this would change dramatically.
Not only would the cities/County/ airport district not know what other water credit- -
applications exist, but the cities/county/ airport district also would not know about all
other projects that have the potential impact the resource, and that must be considered
in a cumulative impacts analysis. There has been inadequate attention to how a city, or

~ the airport district, would know what other possible water credits transfer pro;ects exist

throughout the Distrlct Only the District has that perspective and that information.

Only the District is acutely aware of the complexities of the Peninsula’s water- supply
problems, the legal and environmental issues surrounding the Carmel River and the -
adjudicated Seaside Basin, Order 95-10, the Cease and Desist order. Only the District .
is the only local-agency with a mandate to protect the water supply. The District

[implemented its water credit tranSfer rules
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Cumuiative Impacts

There isa clear mtent under CEQA that projects be considered cumulatlvely with
other pendmg and possible future projects to afford the fullest possible protection to the
environment. (See Environmental Protection Information Center v. California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (2008) 44 Cal.4th 459, 524-525.) Public
Resources Code section 21083, subdivision (b)(2) provides that “a project may have a -
‘significant effect on the environment™ if “[t]he possible effects of a project are
individually limited but cumulatively considerable.” “[Clumulatively considerable’ means
that the incremental effects of an individual project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.” (/bid.) The CEQA Guidelines provide that
“[elumulative impacts’ refer.to two or more individual effects which, when considered
together, are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental
impacts.” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15355.) The Guidelines define “[tlhe cumulative impact
from several projects” as “the change in the environment which results from the
incremental impact of the project when added to other closely related past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable probable future prOJects (/d., subd. (b).)

The proposed changes to District rules would allow cumulative impacts to
potentially remain unconsidered because each individual city/county/airport district ~
unlike the Water District — would lack the knowledge about other similar water credit
transfer projects in other geographical areas outside their boundaries, and also lack the
expertise to adequately understand and analyze the impacts. Additionally, the
cumulative impacts analysis likely would and should involve the impacts of projects of _
other kinds, as well, not just other water credit transfers. Again, only the District has the
regional perspective and the insider knowledge of these issues due to its unique role,
created by the California Legislature.

Proposed Ordinance Would Violate CEQA

| We again emphasize thet no CEQA exemption applies to this ordinance. The
ordinance is far more than an organizational change. The ordinance would have the

- District giving up its lead agency position with regard to water use credit transfers, even
though water use credits and water use credit transfers are solely a creature of the

District rules and regulations. - This action is inconsistent with CEQA, and would have

_ far-reachmg impacts on future CEQA analyses of water credit transfers

SOCR ﬁhasvchallenged the District's use of CEQA exemptions several times in

_the past, including the published SOCR v. MPWMD case. This also includes the 1998
- fawsuit (SOCR v. MPWMD, Monterey County Superior Court Case No. M 40865) that

challenged the District's use of CEQA exemptions for the District's adoption of
ordinances 90 and 91. The District claimed exemptions under section 15301, Existing
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Facilities, and section 15302, Repla'cemerit or Reconstruction. JUdge Richard M. Silver
ruled that the District's use of the exemptions for those ordinances was not legal. In
each challenge, SOCR has prevailed.

Water use credit transfers are the only way for new projects to “create” water.
The cities, County and airport district are essentially out of water. The amounts
remaining, as shown on the District’s monthly allocation report; are largely allocated.
(For example, although the City of Monterey has 6.824 AF remaining, that amount has
been fully allocated. [See attached documentation.] The City of Pacific Grove isin a.
similar situation. As another example, the County has fully allocated its water, and has
a lengthy waiting list of applicants who have approved projects and are waiting for water -

- to start construction. The amount shown in the County’s allocation [12.545 AF] is also -

already fully allocated to individual projects. Asexplained.to me by Ms. Pintar, the
reason that there is an amounit showing is because the projects have not yet come in to.
pull their water permit from the District) The State Water Resources Control Board
Cease and Desist Order has essentially closed out all opportunities for new water
meters and for intensification of existing water use. The planned desalination project is
many years away from producing water, if it ever comes tobe. ‘

" The problem is that water use credit transfers transfer water that is not being
used at the donor site — in other words, paper water. As a result, when the paper water
use from the donor site is transferred to the recipient site, the recipient site then starts

using more wet water. As a result, the net water use — at both sites combined —
increases.

The increased net water use is-exacerbated because, water use credits are
based on the District's commercial water use factors, not on actual use. ‘According to
the District's own documentation (see attached, from tonight's Board packet), the
factors tend to overstate the theoretical water use. When there is a transfer, the -
amount transferred is based on the overstated amount.

This information was summarized in the studies and other records in the éertiﬁed
administrative record for the Save Our Carmel River v.. Monterey Peninsula Water

‘Management District (2006) 141 Cal.App.4th 677 (Monterey Superior Gourt case no.

M72061). We have requested that the aforementioned certified administrative record

be included in the administrative record for this Ordinance 158, because it is closely

related to the same issue (water credit transfers) and includes the important materials
that are relevant to any changes to the proposed water credit transfer ordinance. We
have offered to provide a complete copy if the District wants.us to provide it to them, but
in the interest of saving paper we have not lodged it with this letter tonight. The State
Water Resources Control Board Cease and Desist Order (CDO) also is included in the
administrative record for this proposed ordinance. The CDO restrictions are one of the

factors creating pressure on the District to relax the District's water credit transfer
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standards, as th!s ordinance proposes. As one example, the CDO prohibits the
placement of new water meters by Cal Am Water Company. With no new water meters
possible, there is increased pressure on existing metered sites. Water credits can be
transferred only to existing commercial sites with meters. And because the cities and
County are out of water water credit transfers have become a renewed focus for
growth.

S

Thank you for considering these comments.

Very truly yours,

LAW OFFICES OF MICHAEL W. STAMP

Molly Enckson

Enclosures:
Information on Airport District
" Information on Sand City
Our December 5, 2013 letter to the Dlstnct (emailed and faxed)
Our December 6, 2013 letter to the District (faxed at approx. 5:48 PM)
Information about Mr. Laredo and his firm; Mr. Laredo’s FPPC Form 700
Partial transcript of MPWMD Board hearing of November 18, 2013
Information on Director Lehman:
Information on water allocations from _Dlstrlct and city records
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CLICK HERE FOR BOARD MEETING AGENDAS.

‘MONTEREY PENINS‘_ULA AIRPORT DISTRICT BOARD OF
DIRECTORS '

The District is governed by five publidy elected Board of Directors.

The current Board members are:

MATTHEW NELSON - CHAIRMAN

As a retired major airline pilot, Nelson brings with him a wealth of experience in the dynamic .
environment of aviation. Nelson is a former Assistant Chief Pilot, check airman, and training captain
for a regional airline, with experience as a liaison between management and the pilot group. He has
worked with the FAA on safety-related issues, and as a member of the Critical Incident Response
Team (CIRT), a volunteer group dispatched to assist and aid crew members.

He holds a BA degree in Politicat Science from the University of California at Santa Barbara and an A
Transport Pilot’s license. He graduated from Robert Louis Stevenson High School and has lived in
Monterey County for over 24 years.Bilingual in Spanish, Nelson lives in Pacific Grove with his wife an
their two sons.

! Nelson’s two major initiatives include greater convenience for the traveler with a smaller carbon
footprint for the environment. He plans to achieve this by working with the FAA in créating a more
. fuel-efficient and effective landing approach system used by pilots during inclement weather and
workmg with busmess leaders of Monterey County by responsibly increasing destination choices.

Outside of aviation, Nelson is a volunteer diver at the Monterey Bay Aguarium, Cub Scout leader, and PTA committee member.
Matt Nelson was elected to the Monterey Peninsula Airport District in 2010. Matt can be reached at: 831-915-0307
pacnﬁcgrovenelson@sbcglobal net

CARL MILLER - VICE CHAIRMAN

= Carl Miller retired in Oétober 2006 as the Chief of Palice in Pacific Grove where he worked for thirty years .
rising through the ranks to Police Chief. He has a BA degree from the Golan Gate University in Police
Management and is a graduate of the FBI National Acadermy and the Cahfomla P.0.S.T. Police Command
College. Carl has lived and work on the Monterey Peninsula for 45 years and lives in Monterey with his wi
(Monterey native) Diana Ferrante Miller and their sons Alex and Marc. Cad teaches police procedures at
S -several pohce academies in California. In addition to the Monterey Peninsula Airport District Board, Carl
B serves as a'board member for Interim of Monterey County, which operates 18 facilities that provides
R supportive services and quality housmg for people with mental illness. He also serves on the board of
Monterey Pemnsula Impact for Youth, which provxdes anti drug and alcohol programs for children in Pacific Grove and Carmel
“schools. Cari is also the President of Monterey County Special Districts Assoaatron (2012 & 2013) Carl Miller was elected to th
-Monterey Pemnsula Airport Board of Directors in 2006.

- 648-7000 extension 402

1of3 T - - . 12/82013 3:18 PM
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MARY ANN LEFFEL

Mary Ann Leffel retired from a 45 year career in the banking industry, working for large and small bank:”
all over the US, as she moved often with her husband while he was in the US Army. She is now serving
as the Director of Business and Industry Relations for the California Homeland Security Consortium. Lefi
is active as President of the Monterey County Business Council Board, co founder of the Competitive
Cluster Initiative, a public private partriership for economic development in Monterey County, Chair of t
Government Relations/Business Development Committee for Monterey County‘s Overall Economic
Development Commission and as Chair of the county's Workforce Investment Board Oversight
Committee. MaryAnn is also a current Director of the Monterey Peninsula Airport District She currently

: : serves on'the boards of Access Monterey Peninsula, Interim, Inc, Central Coast Community Health Care
- . Inc., Monterey County Agricultural Education and Carmel Heritage Foundation. She is also serving on the Business Advisory

: “Council for California Community Colleges, the advisory boards of the Naval Postgraduate School Foundation, Leadership
Monterey Peninsula, Pebble Beach Food and Wine and The Tomato Fest. She is past Chair of the Monterey Peninsula Chamber ¢
Commerce, Natividad Medical Center Board of Trustees, Leadership Monterey Peninsula, and Volunteer Center of Monterey
County. She is involved ‘with numerous other civic organizations through membership and participation. Living in Mohterey
Counfy since 1982, with her husband, Hal, they have two grown children and three granddaughters.

3 In 2001, Leffel was awarded the California Chamber of Commerce Small Business Advocate of The Year. In 2004, she was
0 awarded the American Heart Association’s Heart Of A Woman Award.

WILLIAM "BILL" SABO

Bill Sabo is an aviation safety and management consultant. He is also an active commercial pilot.

As a board member of the Monterey County Transportation Agency and Chairman of the Monterey Coun
Airport Land Use Commission he maintains an active involvement in transportation matters affecting
Monterey County and the Central Coast.

Bill is a decorated Viet Nam era combat pilot and a former pilot with Eastern Airlines. He was previoush
a Senior Vice President of Air Safety International.

Bill's priorities for the District include an emphasts on contmuously improving airline flight options and arrfares for Central Coast
visitors and residents.

Bill joined the Monterey Peninsula Airport District Board in 2007. His current term extends ihrodgh 2016.

. 831-402-7394 - wsabo@att.net - www.voteforsabo.com/

. RICHARD SEARLE

Dick Searle has been on the AAirport Board for over 30 years.

After WWII, I settled on the Monterey Peninsula. The Airport was in its’ infihcy and asa ﬂyer 1 could
envision its value to the Monterey Pemnsula

As President of the Monterey Alrman 's Association, I was mstrumental inclosing runway 6/24 for safety
-and noise abatement in fact I was the first pilot to land on 10R and 28L.

Ao Tl " el
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Who's who at City Hall

Steve Matarazzo

City Administrator/Community Development Director
Phone: (831) 394-6700 x12
Email: steve@sandcity.org

: As the City Administrator, Steve oversees all Cify employees and ensures efficient personnel management. He serves as the City
Treasurer/Finance Officer and Executive Director of the Redevelopment Agency and represents the City with public agencnes private
organizations, boards, commissions, city resxdents businesses and property owners.

Linda Scholink _
Administrative Services Director City Clerk
Phone: (831) 394-3054 x20

Email: inda@sandcityorg

) While providing administrative services, assistance and coordination for other city depariments and to department heads, Linda

- serves as Director of Administration with primary responsibilities o supervise the administrative, personnel and financial systems of

: the City. She'is responsible for selection, orientation, training and supervision of City personnel and implements new policies and

3 procedures among clerical personnel. She ensures that personnel, financial and budgetary records, agreements and contracts are

: maintained in compliance with governmental standards and internal policies and procedures for all employees and oversees ﬁnanc:al
record keeping systems

Charles Pooler

Associate Planner : . -

Phone: {831) 394-6700 x16 ‘ . -
Email: chuck@sandcity.org : ' ;

Charles performs city planning activities as directed by city ordinances, planning policies and the Community Development Director.
He provides information to the public by citing and interpreting ordinances and policies and analyzes and summarizes applications,
1A |- documents and other matters for action by city staff or advisory bodies. This position also includes collectmg and analyzing data for
] ) specxal studies and oomprehenswe projects related to planning.

S0 orefs D | ' . 12/8/2013 4:12 PM
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Connie Horca

Deputy City Cleri/Administrative Assistant
Phone: (831) 394-3054 x10
Email: connig@sandcity.org

Connie provides clerical and administrative support to Deparfment Heads, the City Administrator and Council Members as well as
serving as the primary contact at City Hall. She regularly prepares agendas, packets and related information for City
CouncﬂIRedevelopment Agency meefings as well as attends the meetings and prepares minutes. She maintains Clty/Agency files,

: ﬁsis records and schedules while overseeing meetlng room usage and office eqmpment

Devon Lazzarino

Accounting Technician/Administrative Assistant -
Phone: (831) 394-3054 x19
Email: devon@sandcity.org

Serving as assistant to the Director of Administrative Services, Devon is responsible for general office duties with a primary focus on
financial matters including payroll and accounts payable/receivable. She maintains business licenses, prepares billings and assists in
preparing financial reports and budgets. Additionally, she is responsible for tracking City assets and inventory including City property
and City equipment.

Contract Staff

Jim Heisinger ‘

City Attorneyi/Legal Counsel
Phone: (831) 394-3054
Email: hbm@carmellaw.com

Jim provides general legal services comrmon to the routine operations of a C&y and Redevelopment Agency. This includes attendance
at all regular, special and study sessions of the City Council and Redevelopment Agency, assistance with preparation of agendas and
phone consultation as needed. He also manages and supervises outside special legal counsel.

Leon Gomez . . _ . H
Creegan & D’Angelo -

Interim Public Works/City Engineer

Phone: (831) 373-1333 ’ —

‘Email: Igomez@cdengineers.com

Leon's primary r.esponsibiﬁty is to design, implement, and manage civil improvement projects outlined in the City's Capital
Improvement Plan including street and utility improvements. He reviews grading, drainage and civil engineering plans as partof a
development project's plan check review prior to issuance of building permits. Additionally, he oversees the cost of and completion of

City projects.

12/8/2013 4:12 PM

http://www.sandcity.org/govemment/Who’s_who_at_City__I&ﬁ.aspx




S& 4 City - Who’s who at City Hail : http:/fwww.sandcity.org/government/Who’s_who_at City_Hall.aspx

Public Works Staff

Harvey Drone : ' - -
Public Works Foreman

Phone: (831) 394-1386

Email: pubficworks@sandcity.org

Harvey supervises work crew engaged in street maintenance, street striping, and storm drain maintenance, in addition fo
construction, maintenance and repair of city facilities. Responsibilities include maintenance of City landscaping, parks, street trees,
and much more while providing “hands-on" support for all tasks. Harvey orders equipment and supplies, maintains inventories; and
produoes monthly public works department reports as required as well as responds to emergency calls.

Fred Menezes il v
Maintenance Worker li
Phone: (831) 394-1386

Fred E responsible for organizing.equipment and supplies purchased by the City and fnaintaining the cleanliness and appearance of
City Hall and its surroundings. He assists with street maintenance repairs including replacing street signs, street striping and curb
painfing and also performs limited construction work. Fred serves as assistant to the Public Works Foreman. .

Richard Garza
Maintenance Worker |
Phone: (831) 394-1386

“Richard is responsible for janitorial services, street and building maintenance, gardening, and parks maintenance. He maintains the
cleanliness and appearance of City Hall and its surroundings while assisting the Public Works Foreman as needed.

Home | Government | Community ] Services | Business | Visitors | FAQ | News
- City Hall : 1 Sylvan Park Sand City CA 93955
Administration Office: (831) 394-3054 - Fax: (831) 394-2472
: Copyright 2011 All Rights Reserved
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LAW OFFICES OF
MICHAEL W. STAMP

Michael W. Stamp 479 Pacific Street, Suite One Telephone (831) 373-1214 ‘
Molly Erickson ‘ Monterey, California 93940 Facsimile (831) 373-0242
Olga Mikheeva . ’ .
Jennifer McNary

' December 5, 2013

- ‘David Stoldt

General Manager _
Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
5 Harris Court, Building G
P.O. Box 85

Monterey, CA 93942-0085

Subject: California Public Records Act request
Dear Mr. Stoldt: .

_ This Office represents Save Our Carmel River, Patricia Bernardi, and The Open
Monterey Project. | was unable to attend the November 18 evening hearing on the first
reading of the proposed ordinance number 1568. On November 20, less than two days
after the November. 18 Board meeting, | requested a copy of the DVD of the hearing.
The District mailed the DVD on December 3, and the DVD arrived yesterday afternoon,

- 'December 4. | reviewed it promptly. ‘ ' :

In the video of the November 18 hearing on the proposed ordinance, you
reference the desire of property owners to eliminate a potential obstacle to their
construction projects. You stated that one property “owner in particular initiated this,”
the changes to the water credit transfer rules, “through one of the directors” of the
Water District who “brought it to our attention.” The proposed ordinance number 158 is
the result of that request from the property owner via the Water District director.

This is a public records request on behalf of the Save Our Carmel River, Patricia
Bernardi, and The Open Monterey Project to inspect, and possibly copy, the following
records. In General, we seek access to the records that have anything to do with the
. ordinance, the property owner who initiated the change, the director who brought the
change request to the District, the request for changes to the rules, the sites and
projects for which a transfer is sought, the land use jurisdiction in which the sites are
located. Included in the request, we seek the following ten specific categories of

. records. . - ‘ ' -

1. Al récords of évéry kind, including records of corhmunicatidns, that-
constitute, refer, describe, reference, mention changes to the MPWMD
rules on water use credit transfers or CEQA review of transfers..\ -

2. All records of every kind, including records of communications, that
constitute, refer, describe, reference, mention any wishes, desires, or
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requests of a property owner with regard to water, use credit transfers, or a
change to the transfer rules, or CEQA review of transfers.

All records of every kind, including records of communications, that
constitute, refer, describe, reference, mention any wish, desire or request
by any land use jurisdiction' with regard to water use credit transfers or a
change to the transfer rules or CEQA review of transfers. ’

All records of every kind, including records of communications, that
constitute, refer, describe, reference, mention the communication by the
property owner “who initiated” the changes, as referenced by Mr. Stoldt.

All records of every kind, including records of‘communications that
identify the property owner “who initiated” the change as referenced by
Mr. Stoldt. -

All records of every kind, including records of communications, that
constitute, refer, reference, describe, or mention the project or projects to
which the property owner identified above seeks to use, appiy, or consnder
a water credit transfer.-

All records of every kmd, including records of communications,»that‘ | 7
constitute, refer, reference, describe or mention the fand use jurisdiction in
which the project or projects (referenced in the preceding category) are
located.

All records of every kind, .including records of communications, with the
land use jurisdiction (including elected officials) referenced in the
preceding category, regarding water use credits, or water use credit
transfers, or District rules, or CEQA review of transfers. '

All records of every kind, includ'ing récords of communications, that |
identify the director who “brought the matter to our attention,” as -

referenced by Mr. Stoldt. '

_All records of every kind, including records of communications, that

constitute, refer, describe, reference, mention the communication by the

director with-regard to water use crednt transfers or changes fo the transfer
rules. .

! The District calls the cities, alrport dlStI’lCt and County by the general term “the

land use jurisdictions.”
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~ This records request includes public records held by individual directors on the

* Board as follows: Byrne, Brower, Pendergrass, Potter.> For example, if the director
communicated with a property owner about the current Water District rules, or proposed
changes to the rules, that record would be responsive to this request and should be -
produced. If a director communicated with a representative of a land use jurisdiction
about proposed-changes to the transfer rules, that record shouid be produced. ltis
immaterial whether MPWMD staff is or is not included in the. communications. .
‘Communications between directors would also be responsive records. The individual
directors are public officials and their records on this topic are public records.

‘The records include records held on personal devices or other devices that are
not the property of the District. In addition to MPWMD staff, the records request is also
. directed at District Counsel David Laredo, to the extent that the records are not -

protected by the attorney-client privilege between Mr. Laredo and the MPWMD. If the T

records are withheld under any other privilege, please provide a privilege log.
The time frame for these requests is from January 1, 2013 to the present

The request includes all communications, mcludmg notes of meetmgs notes of
conversations, emails and other electronic records, including those scanned into the
electronic project files, residing on staff computers and on the shared drive(s), and in
archived form. Our clients request those records in the form held by the agency. For
records that are electronic, please copy them onto a CD for us. If the records are kept
individually, please copy them as individual emails and not combined, and mclude email
vattachments (See Gov. Code, § 6253 9, subd. (a).)

If records are ava:lable on the agency website, or there dre records that you
think might be eliminated from the agency production, please let me know. If the

“agency has any questions regarding this request; please contact me. We will be happy

to assist the agency in making its response as complete and efficient as possible.

We seek the agency’s assistance. I draw the agency's attention to Government

Code section 6253.1, which requires a public agency to assist the public in making a
‘focused and effective request by (1) identifying records and information responsive to
~ the request, (2) describing the information technology and physical location of the

records, and (3) providing suggestions for overcomlng any practlcal basis for denying
“access to the records or information sought

? These four directors voted in favor of the ordinance at the November 18 2013
_ meeting. It is reasonable to assume that one of these directors initiated the rule
- change, as described by Mr. Stoldt.

39
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-If the agency determines that any or all or the information is exempt from
disclosure, | ask the agency to reconsider that determination in view of Proposition 59,
which amended the state Constitution to require that all exemptions be "narrowly
construed." Proposition 59 may modify or overturn authorities on which the agency has
relied in the past. If the agency determines that any requested records are subject to'a
still-valid exemption, | ask that: (1) the agency exercise its discretion to disclose some
or all of the records notwithstanding the exemption, and (2) with respect to records
containing both exempt and non-exempt content, the agency redact the exempt content
and disclose the rest. Should the agency deny part or all of this request, the agency is
required to provide a written response describing the legal authority on whtch the -
agency rehes

Please let us know as soon as the records are available to inspect.. Time is of
the essence. We want to review the records as soon as possible, in l:ght of the
proposed second reading of the ordinance on December 9, 2013.

We ask the District to defer the second reading until the District has produced
and we have inspected the responsive records, and the District has copied the records

‘we request copied. The information about the origin of the proposed change to the

District rules was not revealed in either of the written staff reports. The information that
was only revealed at the November 18 hearing orally.

Thank you. | Under the circumstances, we request a response from you no late.r:-
than close-of business on Friday, December 6, 2013, as to whether the District will be -
continuing the second reading of the ordinance to a future date.

Very truly yours,

LAW OFFICES OF MICHAEL W. STAMP -

N

Mich el W.-Stamp
{Molly Erickson



Subject: California lPublic Records Act Request

From: = Rachael Mache (mache@stamplaw.us) .
To: dstoldt@mpwmd.net;
- Ce: - dave@laredolaw.net; erickson@stamplaw.us:

Date:  Thursday, Décember 5, 2013 4:14 PM

Mr. Stoldt:

Attached please find a Public Records Act request Please note that as the Ietter states,
time is of the essence. '

Thank you.

Rachael Mache

- Paralegal

Ceitified Law Student

Law Offices of Michael W. Stamp
479 Pacific Street, Suite One

....................................................
....................................
.........................

.........................
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LAW OFFICES OF

, MICHAEL W. STAMP
Michael W. Stamp '479 Pacific Strest, Suite One Telephone (831) 373-1214 -
Molly Erickson : Monterey, California 93940 Facsimile (831) 373-0242 .
Olga Mikheeva ’ : '
Jennifer McNary
December 6, 2013
“David Sfoldt

General Manager _
Monterey Peninsula Water Management Distnct
5 Harris Court, Building G

P.O.Box 85

Monterey, CA 93942—0085

Subject: December 5, 2013 California Public Records Act request

‘Dear Mr. Stoldt:

This Office represents Save Our Carmel River, Patricia Bernardi, and The Open
Monterey Project. Our clients are concerned about the District's proposed draft
ordinance number 158, which would materiaily change the Distnct rules with regard to
water credit transfers.

On December 5, we faxed and emailed to you and to District Counsel David
Laredo a letter seeking access to public records under the California Public Records
Act. In that letter, we asked you to please let us know as soon as the records are
available to inspect. We asked to review the records as soon as possible, in light of the
proposed second reading of the ordinance on Monday, December 9, 2013. We
emphasized in the letter and in the email text that time is of the essence.

Due to the circumstances as explained in the December 5 letter, including the
new information on the DVD we received from the District on December 4, we

.requested the courtesy of a response from you no later than close of business on.

Friday, December 6, 2013, as to whether the District will be continuing the second

reading of the ordinance from Monday, December 9 toa future date -

Itis now _past 5:30 PM on Friday, December 6, and we have not had any
response from you as to any of our requests. il

Very truly yours,

LAW. OFFICES OF MICHAEL W. STAMP

Mic aeI}W Stamp
Molly Erickson
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. City of Pacific Grove : City Attorney . _ hitp://www._ci.pg.ca.us/index. aspx’?p%ge=42 '
City Attorney -

The Ofﬁce of the City Attorney functions as the legal adwsor to the City and the ‘ City Attorney's Office

courcil, and shall be available to all other City officials, boards, commissions, officers, 300 Forest Aveﬁue, 2nd Floor

and: employees with respect to city business. Several llcensed attorneys serve in the " Pacific Grové CA 93950 s

ofﬁce of the City Attorney, under the dn'ectxon of the Cxty Attomey . : e Phone: (831) 648—3187 =

1) 657- 9361 -

Departmental Counsel '

Legal semces are prmc1pally prov1ded by David C. Laredo Clty Attomey, and He1d1

. Qumn Assmtant City Attorney. These services are provided under contract by the
Pag::ﬁc Grove law firm of De- -Lay & Laredo. The City Attorney provides general
oversight to special counsel, whose services may be provided from time to time by
other firms. ' '

Charter Responsibilities

Article 24 of the City Charter requires the City Attorney be appointed by the City
Council, sets qualifications for that office, and ensures that the City Attorney has had
i special fraining for this office and experience in municipal corporation law. The City - -

f Attorney is required to prosecute all violations of City ordinances, and to draft David C. Laredo, City Attorney
| ' ordinances, resolutions, contracts, or other legal documents or proceedings required
by the Council or othe_r officials. The City Attorney accepts legal service referrals from
the Council, and is required to attend all meetings of the Council. The City Attorney

advises on meeting procedures, including the Brown Act, Ethics, Records Retention,

and Ex Parte Communications.

bLitigati(')n
The Office of the City Attorney provides oversight and representation in matters
regarding litigation or administrative proceedings, including those matters arising

from clalms by or against the City, and in adversanal ptoceedmgs before regional,

LA PN ¢ SRR L A N )

' State or Federal agencies and boards. ' o
Heidi Quinn, Assistant City Attorney
Risk Management & Claims

The Office of the City Attorney provides risk management advice, ovei'sight and recommendations, and reviews cIaims

against the City for bodily injury, property damage or incidents alleging City responsibility. Ll

N

Ll it i S il e e
N
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David C. Laredo

Managing Partner

Business Phone: 831.646.1502

Business Fax: 831.646.0377

dave@laredolaw.net

Practice Areas

Representation of government agencies in the areas of municipal, agency, contract, environmental and water law. Areas.

of expertise include administrative law, labor negotiations, trial advocacy and appellate law.
Representative Experience

City Attorhey, City of Pacific Grove; General Counsel, Monterey Peninsula Water Managemént District, General

-Counsel, Monterey Salinas Transit District; General Counsel, Monterey Regional Taxi Joint Powers Agency”

Publications

11/18/2013 11:19 AM



20f3

D4R c. Laredo - De Lay & Laredo

- o Avoid Consensus Killers, Directors Exchange, Credit Union Executives Society

. http://lare'dolaw.nett‘david-c-lal'edo/

© The CEO/Board Bond: Strengthenmg Credit Union Leadership, Credit Umon Executives Society.

. Contnbutmg Author, Chapter 6, “A Strategy for Effective Meetings.”.
e Consensus is the Key, Directors Newsletter, CUNA & Affiliates

1999)

o ntations and Speakmg Engagements

EQA Process Revxew Cextxﬁed Course provlder :

“Ethlcs & Brown Act Txamm Cemﬁed Course prov1der -
“Introductlon to‘L v
. “Water Law” Monterey College of Law* Monterey Pemnsula College

Guest Lectuter

¢ Association of California Water Agencies ('\C\W’s)
. Cahforma Continuing Education of the Bar (CEB)
"e California Water Law Conference (CLE)
o California Special District’s Association (CSDA)
e Credit Union Executive Society (CUES)
¢ Credit Union Information Society (CUIS)
¢ Graduate School of Engineering, San Jose State Univ.,
. Monterey College of Law, and Monterey Peninsula College. k

Honors and other distinctions

\

& Public Agency Official of the Year — Pacific Grove
Noteworthy cases

- Applications before the CPUC — Wiater Supply related matters
e Applications before the SWRCB — Water Rights related matters
. - Askew, et al. v. MPWMD — Property loss; inverse condemnation
o Butler v. Pacific Grove — Writ; Development permit
¢ Cal-Am v Seaside — Groundwater Basin Adjudication
e Costello v. Pacific Grove — Writ; Election contest
& Davis v. Pacific Grove — Denial of Pex}mit
o Galante v. MPWMD - CEQA issues
..® Haddad v. Registrar of Voters — Writ Action; Electlon contest
- & MPWMD v. SWRCB — Writ of Mandate
L. NCGA v MPWMD — Ia Rem Validation
e POWR, et aL v Anchundo, etal — Election contest
. » SOCR, etal v. MPWMD — CEQA cha_llenge
- ® Save Our ‘l’eﬁiosula v. MPWMD — Wit of Mandate
‘¢ .SNG v. MPWMD — Wit of Mandate’

" Public Setvice"

. Takmg ‘Charge of Board Comamittees, Credit Union Director Exchange, Credit Union Execunves Soc1ety (Winter

v and Legal Reasomng, - — Monterey College of Law Monterey Peninsula College

- Moanterey Credit Union; Kinship Center; Childten’s Services Ceanter; Boy Scouts of America ; Interim; Leadesship

' 11/18/2013 11:19 AM




David C. { aredo - De Lay & Laredo- , ‘ http://iaredolaw.net/david-c%z?redof

"~ Moanterey Peninsula
Education’

. & Southwestern Umver51ty, School of Law —~juns Doctor
. Umverszty of Cahforma Los Angeles —B.A. English
° ‘e California State Un;ve,rsny, Northridge

: -J,:CputtﬁAdihiss*idx;s -

. Cahforma Supreme Court
e “US. Supteme Court E g
S OUS District: Court Northem sttnct
e . US Cou::t of Appeals Nmth Cn:cuit
. US Court of Mllttary Appeals

Membershlps ,

 California Bar Association

* Monterey County Bar Association

¢ Monterey Credit Union, Board of Directors;

. Kihship Center, Board of Directors;

e Childrens Services Center, Board of Directors;
¢ Boy Scouts of America, Monterey Council;

¢ Boy Scouts of America, Scoutmaster Troop 90 of Pacific Grove

@Be LAY & LAREDO

ATFORNEYS AT LAW

.o Home

e Practice Areas

¢ Our Firm

* Attorneys

o Training

¢ Community Service
e Contact Us

606 Forest Ave. , Paaﬁc Grove, CA 93950 | email: mfo@laredolawnet | Phone 831.646.1502 | Fax: 831 646.0377
Copytight 2012 De Lay & Laredo. All Rights Reserved. | .Disclaimer
Websxte design and development by Ken Chnstlan — Freelance. Web/Graphic Desxgner

I
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Providing legal counsel to public and non-profit agencies

Home - DPractice Areas  Our Fitm  Attorneys  Training  Community Service  Contact Us

Heidi Quinn

Associate

Business Phone: 831.646.1502
Business Fax: 831.646.0377

heidi@laredolawnet
Practice Areas

Representation of public agencies and nonprofit organizations in the areas of municipal law, coatracts, employment,
land use and water law. Represent agencies and private clients in adoption and guardianship proceedings.

Reptesentative Experience

Assistant City Attorney, City of Pacific Grove, Monterey Peninsula Water Management District, Montetey—Sglinas Transit

- District, Kinship Center

Presentations and Speaking Engagements

" 117182013 11:20 AM




Alex Lorca - De Lay & Laredo ' ) - : http:l/laredolaw.net/aleSX- orcal

Providing legal counsel to public’and non-profit agegcies

Home  Practice Areas  Qur Firm . ‘Attorneys Training ~ Community Service  Contact Us

Alex Lorca

Associate

Business Phone: 831.646.1502
Business Fax: 831.646.0377

alex@laredolaw.net

Practice Areas

Representation of governmental agencies in the areas of public agency law. Representation of non-profits in
‘employment, real estate, contract, and corporate governance tnatters. Appellate law, estate planning, probate and trust
administration, and civil litigation. ’

Representative Experience

Deputy City Attorney, City of Pacific Grove; Monterey Pexﬁusulé.-Wate‘r Management District; Mon;érey—Saliugs Transit;
Monterey Regional Taxi Authority; Interim, Inc; Kinship Center; Post law school interaship in the chambers of the
Hon. Kay T Kingsley; Law Student Intern, Superior Court of California, County of Monterey

o2 | | . | 111812013 11:21 AM




" Please fype -or prinf in fnk.

) ' Date Slgned g/ V4 7 / V4 5 i | Signamr;

TCACMCRI AV STATEMENT OF ECONOMIC INTERESTS R A

FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

A PUBLIC DOCUMENT n COVER PAGE

HAME OF FILER : {LAST) o S - {FRST)

- Laredo - - SRS : o David: o ' C.
1. Office, Agkncy, or COurt ‘ N ' '

Agency Name :

" ‘Monterey Peninsula Water Management : R
Dmsm Board Department,thrctxfappﬁcab!e R : Your Position.
Dlstnct S : o S Attomey

» If fling for mullple posiions, listbeiow of on @ affachment.

. Ageney: . ANEAR el - _. posifon: __

" 2. Jurisdiction of Office {Check at feast ane box)

(Isele ) . o 3 Sudge or Court Commissioner (Statewide Jurisdiction)
[ Mult-County : " 7] County.of Monterey
O Gy of , | 01her
3. Type of Statement (Check at least one box) : o
- Annual: The period covered is January 1, 2012, through [3 Leaving Office: Dateteft .-/ . - ,"l s
December 31, 2012. - {Check one) P
" the period coveredis 11 frrough O The period covered is January 1 2012. 1hmugh the date o
December 31, 2012, ) . leaving office. 7 ,
{1 Assuming Office: Date assumed 1 O The period covered &5 {__ 'l I mmugh -
. the date of leaving office. -~~~ oo ano ol o
[} Candidate: Election year' —— - and office sought, i different than Part 1:
4. Schedule Summary - . L . - -
Check appltcable schedules or “None. » Total number of pages including this cover page: ~
7] Schedule At - fnestmonts - schedle attached @) Schedule C - Income, Loans, & Business Posifions ~ schedule attached”
I/} Schedule A-2 - Investments - schedule attached : {7} Schedule D - lncome ~ Giffs — schedule atiached
" |/} Schedule B - Real Property - schedule aftached {71 Schedule E- Income - Gifts - Travel Payments - schedule attaohed
' -or~ :

El None « No reportable interests on any schedule

5. Verification

MALING ADDRESS STREET ' - v SIATE - 7P CODE
{Business or Agency Address Rectnmended - Public Documen) , 1

_ 606 Forest Avenue - . Pacific Grove CA - 93950
'DAYTIIE TELEPHONE NUMBER ; E-MAIL ACDRESS (opmmu
( 831. ) 646-1502 . o { dave@laredolaw.net . -

- have used all reasonable diligence in prepanng thns siatemem. § have revxewed this statement and fo the,
herefn and in any aftached schedules i Is true and complete. { acknowledge this Is a public document,

1 certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califomla that the foregoiug

Lﬁmwwwmmmmm

. FPPC Advice Emall: advice@fppc.ca.gov
FPRC Tou Free Helpline: 866/275 3772 www.fppc.ca.gov

" FPPC Form 700 (2012/2013) -



'SCHEDULE A2 caurorniafort 700 1B
]nvestments ‘ncome and ASS&tS FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

Name
of Business Entities/Trusts David C. Lared
" {Ownership Interest is 10% or Greater) avic & tarede

o f» 1. BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST . . .- : : . 1. BUSINESS ENT!V QR TRUST

I De Lay & Laredo E ,
E . Name Name
B 606 Forest Avenue, Pacific Grove CA 93950 : . A -
: . Add [z, Address Acceptable) . Address (Business Address Acceplable)
5 Checkone ~ ) ’ 1 { Checkane ’
L} wust goto2 {3 Buskess Entity, complete the box, then go to 2. 0 fiust goto 2 {71 Business Enlity, complete the box, then go lo 2
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF BUSINESS ACTIVATY .~ _-
E - FAIR MARKET VALUE . IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE: FAIR MARKEY VALUE ] {F APPLICABLE, UIST DATE:
L A [Jso0-s190 . _ [1s0-s1.999 : .
] : {1 s2.000 - 510,000 - o y12 /132 £ 1352000 - 510,000 /112 112
] 10,001 - $100.000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED {7] $10.001 - $100,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED
71 s100.001 - $1.0600,000 } . {7] s100,001 - $1.000.000 :
. i} overstioo0000 - {1 Over $1.600.000
NATURE OF INVESTMENT NATURE OF INVESTMENT
/] Pannerstip. [} Sole Proprietorship D S— (O Panmerstip [ Sate Proprietarsiip ] -
YouR BUSINESS posmmion Managing Partner : YOUR BUSINESS POSITION - ' -
> 2. IDENTIFY THE GROSS INCOME RECEIVED (iNGLUDE YOUR PRO RATA [f » 2. IDENTIFY THE GROSS INCOME RECEIVED (NGLUDE YOUR PRO RATA
SHARE OF THE GROSS INCOME TO THE ENTITY/TRUST) SHARE OF THE GROSS INCOWE IO THE ENTITY/TRUST)
_Oso-ses - - [Jsw00 - s100000 [Js0-sa8 " [ sw0001 - s100000
* {5500 - $1.000 OVER $100.000 {0 ss00 - s1.000 ] ovEr s100,000
L 1,001 - s10.000 - {1 51.001 - 510,000 i
» 3. LIST THE NAME GF EACH REPORTABLE sm.GLE SOURCE OF » 3. LIST THE NAME OF EACH REPORTABLE SINGLE SOURGE OF
. INCCOME OF $10,000 OR MORE {Atiach 3 separate sheet if necessary) INCOIE OF 510,000 OR MORE tatech o seperaie shepl if cecessary)
{J nore . [ ] fione : . :

: » 4. INVESTMENTS AND INTERESTS iN REL PROPERTY HELD OR > 4. INETVIENTS AND INTERESTS IN RAL PROPERTY HELD OR
T LEASED BY THE BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST LEASED BY THE BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST

. Cheok-ane box: o Check ane box:
U [ mvesTvenT [ reaL proPERTY - . (] vesTMeENT (] ReAw PROPERTY
7 : Name of Business Entity, if Investment, ¢r Name of ﬂusmess Entity, ¥ Invesunem. : . ’
: o Assessor’sPaltelNu er of Street Address of Real Property my Street Address of Real ¥ perty
Description of Businiess ACHIY of ' Desaription of Business Activity or
CaywOﬂwPreclsetomuandRea!Propeny Clty or Other Precise Location of Real Praperty -
FAIR MARKET VALUE I APPLICABLE. LIST oATE: . FAIR MARKET VALUE iF APBLICABLE, UIST DATE:
A $2,000 - $10,000 "} 1 s2.000 - 510,000 . -
; i - %1001 - 5100,000 /112 12 {1 $10,001 - $100,000 4 J12 [__J12
3 v "] $100.001 - $1.000,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED - [} steo.001 - $1,000.000 __ACQUIRED DISPOSED
: I ) ] over s1.000.000 ) . . [ overs1.600.000
k . NATURE OF INTEREST : . 1 ] NATURE OF INTEREST :
: ] Peopeny OwnetsiﬂpIDeed of Tmst O stock [} Pantnership [ Property Ownerstip/Deed of Trust. {1 stock {] Paanership
Leaseho!d 7 Other . 1 froatid : Other
D : Yes. remalning D - i U Yes. temshilng D
{7 Check box i addtionat schedufes repoding investments oc reat Check box i additiona! schedules fnvestments or real propemr
are attached poding . property o ate attached Wg
) - ' : . . . FPPC Form 700 (201212013) s&:.A-z
-Comments:___. ~ FPPC Advice Emait: advice@fppc.ca.gov-

FPPC Toll-Free Helpline: 866/275-3772 www.ippe.cagov




SEEX TR

- SCHEDULE .C § CALIFORNIA FORM 700 '
: |nc0me Loans & BUSIneSS FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSICN
H ’ o
T Name . .
_ ‘Positions : o
. “(Other than Gifts and Travel Payments) | David C. Laredo -
P 1> 1. INCOME RECEIVED I 1. INCOME RECENED
v ; | NAME OF SOURCE 'OF INCOME - NAME OF SOURCE OF INCOME
: 1 *City of Pacific Grove . { Monterey Peninsula Water Management Dislmt
: 1 ‘ADDRESS (Business Address Accéptatie) ~ " ADORESS (Business Addross A ble)
3 ’ 300 Forest Avenue, Pacific Grove, CA 93950 B B 5 Hanis Coutt Bu'ldmg G Monterey, CA 93940 A
. l - BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURCE BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURCE ~ } ‘ -
Legal Services i - Legal Services .
" YOUR BUSINESS POSITION ' "]l " YOUR BUSINESS POSITION
i City Attomey ) : General Counsel
4 _GROSS INCOME RECEIVED : ' A GROSS INCOME RECEWVED
[ ss00 - $1.000 {1 s1.001 - s10,000 -] {0 ssco-s1.000. {1 s1.001 - s10.000
[Jsw000-s1w0000 7] OvER swo 000 . {73 $30.001 - s100,000 {/] OVER 100,000
" CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WAS RECEIVED : CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WAS RECENEO
- {Qsatary {7 Spouse's or registered damestic partrier's fncome {1 satary E] S 's or registered domestic partner’s income
D Loan repayment D Partnership D Loan lepaymem [] Pannership s
{ sate of ' 1.0 sate of . i
- s {Real property, car, boal, ot} : i o .. (Real propedty, car, bl efel) -
{1 Commission or ] Rentaf tncome, 5t each Source of $10,600 ormor . . D Commissionor ] Rental Incorne, fst each sourcs of $10,000 or arore
al Semces : .
E oter Leg . lm Otrer Legal Serwces )
(Descibe) - . - . ’ {Desciibe)
> 2. L0AS REGEIVED OR OUTSTANDING DURING THE REPORTIVG PERIDD |
: : * You are not required to report loans from commoercial lending msutuuons, or any indebtedness created as partof a
: . retail instaliment or credit card transaction, made in the lender’s regular course of business on terms available to
3 . . members of the public without regard fo your official status. Personal loans and loans received not i ina lender's
3o . . regular course of business must be dlsclosed as follows: . :
E I . MAME OF LENDER" a ' {NTEREST RATE . YERM (Months/Vears)
S . . : % [} stone
: ADDRESS {Business Addross Acceptable) ’ ‘ ’
: . ) : SECURITY FOR LOAN
* BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF LENDER . ’ [] None 0] Personai residence,
: {1 Reat Property o
. HIGHEST BALANCE DURING REPORTING PERIOD k : . =
4 a NS , ‘ - ' cy
ks - {3s1.001 - s10.000 - -
{1 $10.001 - $100.000 D. nw - S
1:"] OVER $100.000 ) E (3 oter
’ R “(Dascitis)
_ -Comments: . ) i
. - FPPC Form 700 (2012/2013) Sch. C
: i : o - R : . FPPC Advice Emall: advice@fppe.ca.gov
Lo : Lo ~ RS T .FPPCTo!l«FreeHelpﬁne.BGSlZ‘ls-an www.fppc.cagov” -
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MPWMD Board Meeting, November 18, 2013, Item 19

Pat‘riél*Trahe,cri_pt prepared by Law Offices of Michael W. Stamp

Time' on DVD?

Comments

| (50:30 - 53:20)

Public hearing begihs, power point arrd oral presentation to
the Board of Directors by Water Demand Manager Stephanie
Pintar '

1 (53:30)

District Counsel David Laredo speaks to Stamp letter, says
he will give more complete report at second reading.

| As to conflict of cdunsel, Laredo addressed his telephone
| conversation with Molly Erickson and said “l said | had no

basis to assume | had a conflict.” “l am not aware of any’

conflict that | have that would inhibit my participation in this

matter as your advisor.”

'“ThlS District then would be a responsible agency. It would

be required to take a look at the environmental -
documentation that accompanies the transfer application and
make its independent assessment as to whether or not that
documentation was sufficient. If it's not sufficient, under
CEQA, this agency then has the ability to assert lead agency

status to require further analysis.”

“m not persuaded of anything by my first reading of her
letter to suggest that you should not follow staff’s

| recommendation.”

(59:05)

| Director

Lehman:

| District Counsel

“On page 98, that you refer to, how many of the water credrt
transfers are in the pipeline?”

“'m not aware of any.”

{ Laredo:

A tlmes approx1mate

2 DVD of MPWMD meeting mailed by MPWMD to Law Offices of Mlchael
WL Stamp on December 3, 2013, in response to records request of November 20

2013. Thls transcrlpt was prepared from that DVD.

.1




WD Manager

Manager Stoldt:

1“There are ~cur'ren’dy} none in the pipeline.”
Pintar: '
| Director “So why is that a savings for us? You said before that this
‘ ’L.e‘h_’man: _ “}'would only apply to those that have already apphed for.”
| General | “Or will, and there has been an mterest
Manager Stoldt:
' Director “Oh, so it's now and in the future, anybody that applies for it.”
Lehman: : ‘
| (1:00:31)
| Director ‘ “Why are we considering this? Are there people that have
Lehman:— asked this question, what's the...?”
General “Yes. It became initiated by a property owner, started with an
owner, but pretty good proxy as an example for how it's come

up. Which is the desire to transfer a commercial water credit

to another commercial location that is not contiguous. Which

‘| would be very easy under our current rules. And should that
| property owner cut the deal with the local jurisdiction’s
1 planning department, they wanted some clarity that there

would not be another, uh, procedure that would change or
overrule that local jurisdiction’s planning department. It’s still

| a costly transaction, from the standpoint that if it's a minor

credit, say half an acre foot or an acre foot, if in fact it is
deemed by the local jurisdiction that there is CEQA work that
needs to be done, there may be unwillingness to undertake a

{ hundred thousand dollar EIR for a transfer of that proportion.

So to get to the point where there is a willingness to

1 undertake that, property owners did not want looming out
‘| ahead of them another hurdle that could be a complete
| different outcome in terms of a hearing process. There is.

one in particular that initiated this, through one of the

{ directors, brought it to our attention. We felt this is about as

far as we could go in making the rule more.accommodating

{ without triggering other bigger CEQA-related issues.”
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(1:02:22)

Director
Markey:

“When we talked about this at the committee level | could ﬁot

| support it because | just think procedurally, we are the water
{ district, so the water credit transfer program is a unique

| program created by this District. 1t has been subject of

| litigation over the years, it has been finely honed as a resuit
| of different disagreements legally and whatnot, and | think

that this agency has an obligation to analyze whether a water
credit transfer proposal meets the criteria of the program and
whether there is some unmitigated impact.

“So I think | hear some of the things our GM is saying that

| make me cringe a little bit. It sounds basically that there is

an attempt to be more accommodating and make this easier
in some fashion. It strikes me as making the water credit

| transfer program somehow more lenient. That's not

procedurally how we do it. If we want to change the .
language of the water credit transfer ordinance, then we -

- | would change the language of the ordinance. .

1 “But as it stands now; this is ouf program, ahd we have to do’
‘| the analysis of whether it meets the criteria of our program

and | could use CEQA terminology and | used this at the

| committee level. | don’t think we can abdicate our lead
| agency status. 1 think, this is not being a land use
jurisdiction, this is being a water district; this is a water

program — the water district should implement it.”

(1:04:15)

| Director Byrne makes motion to approve seconded by

Director Brower

1 (1:05 20)

Director

Lehman:

“l speak to the motion..., All of my historic knowledge that |
have. | remember water credits and how dearly how we tried

| to make this as suitable as we possibly could under the

circumstances. | really do feel that the water district has an

| obligation to the ratepayers and to the commurpty to follow
| through on it.

1 “lalso think that we have the expertise within our staff to be
| able to validate, analyze, look at all of the circumstances,

{ certainly anything that we do comes before the public in a

{ public hearing, and with all of the intentions of having people |
be able to point out if there is anything that's in error.- So |

3




cannot support this motion.”

Director Lewis:

“I do not usually make comment about why | vote the way |
do, but I really feel that it is important for me to do so this
time. ; ,

“I's my general understanding that the district is responsible

for water use issues and jurisdictions are responsible for land

use issues. In my opinion, this is indeed a water use issue,
in which case the district is obligated to serve as the lead
agency, according to the general rules. Though the
ordinance would surely make the life much easier for the

district, | don’t consider that of primary importance, and in my

opinion, passing this ordinance would require the abdication

of a portion of the district’s authority, which | cannot, in good

conscience, support.” =

(1:07:05)
District Counsel
Laredo: '

“If this ordinance is enacted as presented, the land use
jurisdiction would have to act as the lead agency under
CEQA. Butthat’s not end of analysis when there is a
responsible agency. This district certainly would be a
responsible agency, taking an action. And that means the
GM or the board if it was appealed would then have to make
a determination — a finding — that lead agency action was
adequate to analyze the water-related impacts, because
that’s the scope of the decision making that would be before
this board, and the options are to deem the lead agency
decision fo be adequate, or to find that it is not, and then to
assert lead agency status to make those water-related
analyses that meed to me made to support the decision that
this board would make.”

: 'Director Potter:

“With that explanation, which was my understanding, | am
prepared to support the motion.” it

1(1:10:45) -
| Director | “Who will be reviewing this before the jurisdictions —is ita
Lehman: staff review or is it a public hearing review from the elected

body? Or is it determined by the time and shape of things?”

4
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District Counsel
Laredo:

Director

- | Lehman;

Larédo: :

=
=

Director
Lehman:

District Counsel’

“I'm not sure | understand your question. At the'jurisdiétio'ﬁ
level who would be doing this? That might vary from
jurisdiction to jurisdiction.”

“It's not at this point determined or —

“You'd have to take a look at it under the zoning code for
-1 each of the jurisdictions as to what the approval authorlty

might be.”

| “Do we have any opportumty to impact thaf decision? Can we

make it part of the —

“No, we do not have authority. All we have the authority is to

Laredo: set the criteria for when we deem the application to be
' complete. And here this is saying that the application will be
complete only when it is accompanied with CEQA review
-| from the jurisdiction.”
(1:11:35) Roll call, motion passes 4 (Byrne, Brdwer,, Peh_dergréss,

Potter) to 3 (Markey, Lehman, Lewis).
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. EXHIBIT 11-A

'RESOLUTION NO. 2013-30

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF THE MONTEREY PENINSULA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
- o EXPRESSING APPRECIATION TO JUDI LEBMAN
FOR TWELVE YEARS OF EXCEPTIONAL SERVICE AS DIVISION 2 Dmx:cron

WHEREAS, Judi Lehman was elected fo represeht’ Voter Division 2 of the .Monterey
Peninsula Water Management D1stnct in November 2001, was reelected in 2005 and agam n
2009. , :

WHEREAS M. Lehman served as Chau of the Board m 2008 and also Vice Chair
2003 and 2006.

WHEREAS, Ms. Lelman was an active participant on Board committees. She served
for twelve years on the Administrative Comunittee, and was Chair in 2003. She was appointed
Chair of the Rules and Regulations Review Committee in 2005, 2006, 2007, 2011, 2012 and
2013. She participated on the Legislative Advocacy Committee from 2008 through 2013. Ms.

" Lehman also committed her time to the Water Demand and Pubhc Outreach Committees. . In
addition, she served as altemate to several comlmttees

"WHEREAS, Ms. Lehman represented' the Boa'rd of Directors on the Monterey County
Special District Association for seven years between 2005 and 2011. She also represented the
Water Management District on the Seaside Basin Watermaster in 2008, 2009 and 2010.

"WHEREAS, Ms. Lehman conslstenﬂy ‘advocated for budgetary accountability. She
: ‘encouraged staff to reduce expenses and seek alternate ﬁmdmg sources when possible to carry
i - out environmental mitigation projects. :

WHEREAS Ms. Lehman supported the efficient use of existing water supplies through
implementation of water conservation and reuse measures that would benefit residences and
businesses such as retrofit tebate pr00tams, installation of cisterns, and laundry-to- landscape
systems. .

- WHEREAS, Ms. Lehman supported funding and construction of the MPWMD Aquifer
' Storage and Recovery projects, as an integral part of the solution to ineet community water needs -
identified in State Water Resources’ Control Board Order 2009-0060. She was also a proponent
- of other alternatives such as desalination, stormwater reuse, and advanced recycled water
~ treatment (Groundwater Replemshment) as a means to augment the local water supply

5 Harris Court, Building G, Monterey, CA 93940 * P.O.Box 85, Monterey, CA 93942-0085
831-658-5600 ¢ Fax 831-644-9560 * hutp//www.mpwmd.dst.ca.us




MPWMD Resolution No. 2013-30 Expressing Appreciation: to Judi Lehman — Page 2 of 2

NOwW, .THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors of the

Monterey Peninsula Water Management District hereby recognizes Judi Lehman for 12 years of
exceptional service to the District and the community.

Ona moﬁon by Director _ _and second by Director the foregoing‘resolutio.n ,

 is duly adopted this 18th day of November 2013 by the following votes.
Ayes: .

Nays:
Absent:

L, David J. Stoldt, Secretary to the Board of Directors of the Monterey Peninsula Water

Management District, hereby certify that the foregomg is a resolution duly adopted on the 18t

day of November 2013.

Witaess my hand and seal of the Board of Directors this___.__day of . 2013.

David J. Stoldt, Secreta1y to the Board

UlstaffiBoardpacketi2013120131118\ConsentClndril 1\iteml l_ahliz.doc:&

63



2
i35
A

\\\«.ﬁ

IS
SRy
LT




MPWMD BOARD MEETING--DECEMBER 9, 2013--ITEM 20--... http://www.mpwmd.dst,ca.us/asd/board/boardpacketlzo13/201§l§09/..‘

ITEM: INFORMATIONAL ITEM/STAFF REPORTS

20. MONTHLY ALLOCATION REPORT

-+ Meeting Date: December 9,2013 Budgeted: N/A
 From:  David J. Stoldt, Program:  N/A

: ) -+ General Manager Line Item No.:
Prepared By: = Gabriela Ayala Cost Estimate: N/A

. General Coui;sel Review: 'N/_A
. Committee Recommendation: N/A
CEQA Compliance: N/A

SUMMARY: A‘s of November 30, 2013, a total of 22.860 acre-feet (6.7%) of the Parélté Well
" Allocation remained available for use by the Jurisdictions. - Pre-Paralta water in the amount of 36.317
acre-feet is available to the Jurisdictions, and 33.844 acre-feet is available as public water credits. '

Exhibit 20-A shows the amount of water allocated tb each Jurisdiction from the Péralta Well Allocation,
.the quantities permitted in November 2013 (“changes™), and the quantities remaining. The Paralta
" Allocation had no debits in November 2013. '

! A Exhibit 20-A also shows additional water available to each of the Jurisdictions and the information

11 - regarding the Community Hospital of the Monterey Peninsula (Holman Highway Facility). Additional

| water from expired or canceled permits that were issued before January 1991 are shown under -

“PRE-Paralta.” Water credits used from a Jurisdiction’s “public credit” account are also listed,
Transfers of Non-Residential Water Use Credits into a Jurisdiction’s Allocation are included as “public
credits.” Exhibit 20-B shows water available to Pebble Beach Company and Del Monte Forest
Benefited Properties, including Macomber Estates, Griffin Trust. Another table in this exhibit shows the

“'status of Sand City Water Entitlement. ' '

BACKGROUND: The District’s Water Allocation Program, associated resource system supply limits,
“and Jurisdictional Allocations have been modified by a number of key ordinances. These key
ordinances are listed in Exhibit 20-C. ) o
-EXHIBITS .
-20-A Monthly Allocation Report . -
"~ +20-B Monthly Entitlement Report - '
'20-C District’s Water Allocation Program Ordinances

U\staff\Boardpackei\2013\20131209\Infoltems\20\item20.docx
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EXHIBIT 20-A

MONTHLY ALLOCATION REPORT

Reported in Acre-Feet

For the month of November 2013

8.100

0.000

1.081 “ 0910

65.450

2.693

19.410 1081 | 0000 0544 | 0298 2776
-8.100 | 0.000 0.000 0440 | 0000 | oooo || o000 | o000 | o000 0.000
76320 | 0.000 0193 50659 | 0000 | 0030 " 8121 | o000 | ss01 6824
87.710 10345 13080 | oooo | oocoo J 7827 | oeco | 2200 12.545
25.770 0768 || 15874 0.99
51860 | 0.000 0000 || vsss | oooo | oooo f| 24m7 | o000 | 233m B373

5.701 34438 | oo00 | 34438 0000 | 1144 41283

* Does not include 15.280 Acre-Feer from the District Reserve prior 1o adoption of Ordinance No. 73.

UAstaffBoardpacketi2013:201312093nfoltems\20%item20_exh20adocx
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MPWMD BOARD MEETING--DECEMBER 9, 2013—-EXHIBIT 20...
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EXHIBIT 20-C
District’s Water Allocation Program Ordinances
Ordinance No. 1 was adopted in September 1980 to establish interim municipal water allocations based
on ex1stmg water use by the jurisdictions. Resolution 81-7 was adopted in April 1981 to modify the
interim allocations and incorporate prolected water demands through the year 2000. Under the 1981

allocation, Cal-Am’s annual production limit was set at 20,000 acre-feet.

Ordihénce No. 52 was adopted in December 1990 to implement the District’s water allocation program,

modify the resource system supply limit, and to temporarily limit new uses of water. As-a result of .
- Ordinance No. 52, a moratorium on the issuance of most water permits within the District was

established. Adoption of Ordmance No. 52 reduced Cal—Am s annual production limit to 16,744
acre-feet. :

~ Ordinance No. 70 was adopted in June 1993 to modify the resource system supply limit, establish' a

water allocation for each of the jurisdictions within the District, and end the moratorium on the issuance
of water permits. Adoption of Ordinance No. 70 was based on deveIOpment of the Paralta Well in the

Seaside Groundwater Basin and increased Cal-Am’s annual production limit to. 17,619 acre-feet. More .
specifically, Ordinance No. 70 allocated 308 acre-feet of water to the jurisdictions and 50 acre-feet to a

District Reserve for regional projects with pubhc benefit.

Ordinance No. 73 was adopted in February 1995 to eliminate the District Reserve and allocate the

remaining water equally among the eight jurisdictions. Of the original 50 acre-feet that was allocated to

the. District Reserve, 34.72 acre-feet remained and was distributed equally (4.34 acre-feet) among the

jurisdictions.

Ordinance No. 74 was adopted in March 1995 to allow the reinvestment of toilet retrofit water savings
on single-family residential properties. The reinvested retrofit credits must be repaid by the jurisdiction

from the next available water allocation and are limited to a maximum of 10 acre-feet. This ordinance.

sunset in July 1998.

Ordinance No. 75 was adopted in March 1995 to allow the reinvestment of water saved through toilet
retrofits and other permanent water savings methods at publicly owned and operated facilities. Fifteen

~percent of the savings are set aside to meet the District’s long-term water conservation goal and the

remainder of the savings are credi'ted. to the jurisdictions allocation. This ordinante sunset in July 1998.

Ordinance No. 83 was adopted in April 1996 and set Cal-Am’s annual production limit at 17,621
acre-feet and the non-Cal-Am annual production limit at 3,046 acre-feet. The modifications to the
production limit were made based on the agreement by non-Cal-Am water users to permanently reduce

~ annual water production from the Carmel Valley Alluvial Aquifer in exchange for water service from

Cal-Am. As part of the agreement, fifteen percent of the historical non-Cal-Am production was set
aside to meet the District’s long-term water conservation goal. '

Ordinance No. 87 was adopted in February 1997 as an urgency ordinance establishing a community -

http://www.mpwimd.dst.ca.us/asd/board/boardpacket/201 3206 1509/...
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MB®MD BOARD MEETING--DECEMBER 9, 2013-EXHIBIT 20...  http://www.mpwmd.dst.ca.us/asd/board/boardpacket/2013/20131209/...

benefit allocation for the planned expansion of the Community Hospital of the Monterey Peninsula
(CHOMP). Specifically, a special reserve allocation of 19.60 acre-feet of production was created
exclusively for the benefit of CHOMP. With this new allocation, Cal-Am’s annual production limit was
increased to 17,641 acre-feet and the non-Cal-Am annual production limit remained at 3,046 acre-feet.

Ordinance No. 90 was adopted in June 1998 to continue the program allowing the reinvestment of toilet
- retrofit water savings on single-family re31dent1a1 propert1es for 90—days following the expiration of
Ordmance Not 74. This ordinance sunset in September 1998.

Ordmance No. 91 was adopted in June 1998 to continue the program allowing the reinvestment of
water saved through toilet retrofits and other permanent water savings methods at publicly owned and
operated facilities.

Ordinance No. 90 and No. 91 were challenged for corhpliance with CEQA and nullified .by_ the
Monterey Superior Court in December 1998.

Ordinance No. 109 was adopted on May 27,2004, revised Rule 23 5 and adopted additional provisions
to fa0111tate the ﬁnancmg and expansmn of the CAWD/PBCSD Recycled Water Project.

Ordinance No. 132 was adopted on January 24, 2008, established a Water Entlﬂement for Sand C1ty
and amended the rules to reflect the process for issuing Water Use Perrmts

Us\staff\Boardpacket\2013120131 209\[nfoltems\ZO\itcmZO_exmoc.docx
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Regular Agenda ttém 148

~ CITY OF PACIFIC GROVE
300 Forest Avenue, Pacific Gppve, Califgmia 935:5-!_) :
] AGENDA REPORT ]

Honorable Mafor and Members of the City Council

Sarah Hardgrave, Environmental Programs Manaoer
Ashley Hefner, Senior Planner

MEETING DATE: March 20, 2013
SUBJECT: " Status of the City’s MPWMD Water Allocation
CEQA STATUS Not a Project under CEQA (CEQA Gmdelme Section 15378(B)(5))

' RECOIVIMENBATION

Receive a report on the status of the City’s water reserves per the January 2013 MPWMD
monthly allocatien report, and distribute 0.153AF of the remaining water allocation to the
Governmental Category and the remammg 1.228AF to the Commelclal Category.

- BACKGROUND

Pacific Grove Municipal Code (PGMC) Chapter 11.68 governs the City’s water allocation
regulations, and establishes four allocation categories, based on use, for: Residential, -
Commercial, Governmental, and City-administered cornmunity reserve. The City Council last
received a status report on the City’s water allocation on July 11, 2012, at which time the.
Council made no change to the amount of water allocated to_each category [1.1865 acre feet
(AF) in Commercial, 1.509AF in Community Reserve, and no water in the Residential or =
Govemmental Categories]. The Council directed staff to return with the next update following
adoption of zoning amendments to commercial uses, which have now been adopted and w111 go
mto effect at the end of this month.

At this time,‘ the Commerciai water allocation has been granted fo three projects (0.05AF to
Aqua Spa, 0.1365AF to Café Ariana, and 0.5AF to Sea Breeze Inn and Cottages), and a fourth
project, Seabreeze Lodge, has requested 0.5AF and is pending dlscretlonaly penmit approval (see

. Attachment 1). With these four projects, no water allocation remains in the Commercial -

category. One project has been allocated 0.1280AF of water from the Commumty Reserve, the
construction of public restrooms at the Point Pinos Lighthouse. The remammg amount of water

" in the Community Reserve Category is 1.3810 acre-fest.

The J anuary 2013 Monterey Peninsula Water Managemeht District (MPWMD) inonthly water

. -allocation report continues to state that Pacific Grove has a total of 2.509 AF of water available -
. in its allocation (Aftachment 2)." However, this number does not reflect the water that has been
allocated over the last two years. Staff is presently verifying with MPWMD that the water

allocations that have been granted to projects have been deducted.
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Regular Agenda ltem 14B

On October 20, 2009, the State Water Resources Control Board considered and adopted a Cease
and Desist Order (CDOQ) against California American Water (Cal-Am). The CDO includes a
moratorium on new service connections and expansion of use at existing connections due to a
change in zoning or use. The California Public Utilities Commission has taken action to allow
Cal-Am to implement the moratorium, and the moratorium 1s in effect. . ,

DISCUSKSION
As previously directed, water allocations in the Commercial category have been granted mn
accordance with priorities for distribution of water to commercial projects:
" Motel projects within the R-3-M zone
Projects within the Downtown Commercial area
Projects that generate sales tax revenue
Diversification of business activities/types
Expansion of existing uses
Correction of existing problems’

=

T R

All residential projects that would require water to be assigned in addition to available onsite
credits have been placed on Water Wait List I, which currently has nine residential projects. Of
the nine projects, four are new single family dwellings on vacant properties that do not currently
have a water meter. Under the CDO moratorium, Cal-Am is unable to serve these projects at this

‘time. Per the requirement of PGMC Section 11.68.040(e), water is assigned based on the

priority order of the list. Because of Cal-Am’s moratorium on new connections, no new single-
family dwell_mg project could be served unless there is an existing water meter on site.

The Pt. Pmos nghthouse allocahon of 0.128AF from the Community Reserve would have been

- more appropriately distributed from the Governmental Category. In addition, the Lovers Point

Children’s Pool rehabilitation will expand the pool by 126 square feet. The additional water
allocation required for this project is estimated at 0. OZSAF based on the existing water credxt
and square footage of the pool

Planmng staff has heard ﬁom several mterested paItles w1thm the last few months regardmg
projects that would require reallocation into the Commercial Category, that otherwise would not
be able to move forward. As an alternative, the Council could direct staff to prepare a resolution
to redistribute the water among the different categories, for example distributing water to the -
Res1dentxal category to serve remodelmg projects on Water Wait List L

At thxs ﬁme staff requests Council direction to distribute 0.153AF to the Governmental Category
and the remaining 1.228AF to the Commercial Category. This is the preferred approach because
it would support and encourage business vitality as facilitated by the commercial uses zoning
code amendments recently adopted by the City Council, as well as important Cxty projects.

*ornoNs

1. Maintain the entire 1 3810AF in the Community Reserve Category, smce thlS would keep
all remaining water available for unforeseen needs in the future. '

2. Distribute water in different amounts to the Commercial, Governmental, and Community
R&serve Categones ; -
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FISCAL IMPACT
~ ‘None:
 ATTACHMENT
1. Water WaitListI. :
2. MPWMD Monthly Allocatlon Report dated Ianuary, 2013

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED , REVIEWED' BY:

w &‘”’%mt— | “ _ | g}%g{é{ ;g ety

2 P , Sarah Hardgrave ‘ L Thomas Frutchey
S Environmental Programs Manager o ‘City Manager




Water Requested & Availabie as of 3/11/13

[ Date | Apphicant {Gwrer) |

Address FUReq. | FU Alloc. | AF Reg. | AF Alloc. | Runnin Source
Residentiat water requested - WWL | ' B 0.0800 - .
1 02/25/08  |Moore (Comell) 1601 Sunset 1.00 0.00 (0.0100 . 10.0000 -0.0100
2  j03/10/63 iLarson ’ 1040 Benito . {27.60 0.00 0.2760 {00000 {-0.2860
3 JO31109  {Wasley 427 Evergreen 200 0.00 00260 {0.0000 - }-0.3060
4 {05/12/08 [Chandter (Scholink) {Chastnut {ARPN 6-446-13) 27 .50 0.00 0.27680  {0.0000 -0.5820
5 |0526/09 |Bailey (Parkins) - 1945 Cedar - 2215 0.00 (.2715 - {0.0000 -  }-0.8535
A6 106/23/69 |Highie 874 Gibson 1.00 0.00 0.0100 {00000 -0.8635
7 {09/04/09 |C'Halloran 1107 Pico 6.80 0.00 0.0680° ]0.000G.° }-0.9315
8 10M19/09  {Walls 1125 Piedmont 2.00. 0.00 . 10.0208 - 10.0000-  |-0.8515
9 03/05/10  |dovellana 1007 Hiliside 20.1 .00 (.201 . [0.0000 -1.1525
Subtotal: ) 115.25 0.00 1.1525 {0.0000 . }-1.1525 Jolal §
Commerical water requested 1.18635 211412
) > ) N S . - {Comer
1 4/29/2011  {Branum 1199 Forest (Aqua Spa) 5.00 5.00 0.0500  {0.0500 1.1365  {Pre-Peralta
2 19/23/2011 iFavaloro, Marie 543 Lighthouse (Calé Ariana) 1365 13.65 0.1365 10.1365 1.0000 |Public
3 12/8/2011° |Case, Jenty 1100 Lighthouse (Sea Breeze fnn) . 50.00 150.00 0.50 “jo50° 0.5000  {Pubhc
A 2072013 Case ST LighthouseSeapraese Lodg SO00 R 50005 - 10 50 psn e S D 0000 Pabliese it
Subtotal: B 68.65 68.65- 0.6865 (06865 . |0.0000 |AF Available
Governmental water requested
1 0.0000 {0.0000 - 10.0000
Subtotal. 0.0000 {0.0000 10.0000 |AF Available
Community Reserve water requested 1.5090 21112
1 12/19/2013 [Ciy of Pacific Grove |80 Astlomar (Pt Pinos Lighthouse) 12.8 12.8 0.1280 {0.1260° |1.3810 {Public
Subtolal. : 12.8 128 0.128 0.128 1.3870  {AF Available

Page 1
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- EXHIBIT 23-A

MONTHLY ALLOCATION REPORT
Reported in Acre-Feet

For the mionth of January 2013
Jurisdicti P.B;E Cl R ini PRE- Chan Re Hatt Publi Ch: fnd " Total.
| ; Urisalc Oﬂ‘ Anea::ﬁon‘ han.ges (sHreritifiyleg Pazallta ges MManng C;ledi:s anges Remamms Av a?lt;ble
[ - . Creg_;ts . .
Airport } ‘ . :
' . . District 8.100 - 0.000 5.224 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 5.224
| 1 - -g%ﬂl* 19.410 | 0.000 1.397 1.081 0.000 1.081 0.560 0.000 0.492 2.970
: B 1 y—-the— . . )
Sea . _
_Pel Rey 8.100 | 0.000 0.000 0.410 0.000 0.000 0.000 D.000 0.000 0.000
Monterey 76.320 1 0.000 0.035 50.659 0.000 0.181 38.121 ] 0.000 | 6.601 6.817
MCO;KQI';Y 87.710 { 0.000 10.090 13.080 0.000 0.000. 7.827 | 0‘.000 - 2424 12.514
Pacific | 25770 | 0000 | 0000 | 1410 | 0000 | 2125 | 15.874 | 0.000 | 0381 2.509
ve - : :
"Sand City 51.860 O.-OOO - 0,000 { 0.838 0.000 0.000 24.717 0000 23373 1 23,373
Seaside 65.450 | 0.000 5.715 34.438 1 0.000 34.438 2.693-1 0.000 1.359 41512
TotaLs | 312720 | 0.000 | 22461 | 101,946 | 0000 | 37828 |89.792 | 0.000 | 31630 | 94910

Allocation Holder Water Available Changes thisMonth | Total Demand from | Remaining Water
. : . Water Permits Issued Avyailable
Quail Meadows 33.000 0.084 31.741 1.259
Water West 12.760 ' 0.000 : 8.014 4706

* Docs not include 15.280 Acre-Feet from the District Reserve priot o adoption of Ordinance No, 73.

UstaffBoardpacke 2015201 3022 nfoltemst2Niter23 exhz3a docs

http:_//wWw-iﬁpwmd.dst.ca.us/asd/bqardlboardpacket/.’zo 13/201 30227Q3ﬁtem23;exh23ghm;’ 3/11/2013
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CITY OF MONTEREY

WATER ALLOCATION CHART
OCTOBER 2013
TOTAL WATER AVAILABLE: . ) 6.817 Acre Feet(A)
Water Condiionally Reserved: . S : :
{1) Affordabie Housing , . AR . 0.000
{2} Public Projecis Reserve’ o : ' . ' 0.0QO
@ Public Projects {High Priority) . ' © 0.000
. Public Service Center : o 0.000
=  Landscaping @ 256 Figueroa Street . 0.060
. W.Q.8. fandscaping o ) 0.000
CalTrans Median Landscaping Pij&Gl 0.000
Whaif 1l restroom expansion ' 0.000
W.0.B. restroom (volteybalt area) : ' - 0.000
' Balance: o 6.817
{4) Single Fawily Remodet » o 0
{5) Other Residentlal . | - e
{6) Commercial Projects. ' ' 8
{7) Economic & Environmental Sustamabmty ) -4.685856 {D)
Miscellaneous Reserved
Housing .
Del Monte Beach Resubdivision -0.428 (B)
458 Alvarado Sireet _ -1.6
Balance: . 6103
. Nuniber ' Amount
WATER WAITING LISTS: Total: 36 34.961 {C)

{A) Based on May 2012 MPWMD Allocation Report :
. {B)Y  2.57 AF total allocation for 14 SFDs at Del Monte Beach. Remainder of 0.428 AF

{€) Water Waiting List includes Ocean View Plaza (27.89 AF)
(D) 230 Lighthouse Avenue - 1.358
595 Munras Avenue - .42
2201 North Fremont Street - 98556
449 Calle Principat - 1,15 ’ ol
5§20/522 Fremont Stréet - 597 :
639 Hartnelt Street - .08
© 211 Hoffman - 095 il . .
Notes: Max of .49 AF per commercial project, .249 AF per residential project, to ba allocated by staff. Water for commercial projects

requiring .50 AF, or resldentnal projects proposed to use .25 AF or more totat requites City Council approval. {Cify Councit
action 8/3/89)

MPWMD Group Il uses must be approved by City Council {813/99)




WATER WAITING LIST 4otz
’ COMBINED CHART
_ LISTED CHRONOLOGICALLY :

o NATER PROPOSED  CUMMULAT

ERQJECT] PEQ ©DATE REQUEST ' WATER USE TOTAL
. NANE ﬂag.:gc‘r ADURESS o SLBRITED (AF). AAF]

i e SR NewSFR |36 V@ Cadamata. D2[7203 08 9247, 0.242
2 St John's Grsok Church New Comm 251 Whons nistey/SEinas Hvy .. D4/08/2008 0.708 _%7p 0.848
3 Real . NewSFR S0PortaVisla B~ O7/15/2005 0543 . 0.24% 1147
4 Real New SFR | 48 Parta Vista Py 07/16/2003 0.248. 0.248 | %446
5] Agal New SFR 54 PEHAMSIEP! 0771512003 0:248 poas .. .l 1.685
5 Real . New SFR | 32 Potla Visia Ff 2718/2008 - 0.248 0249 1.944
7 Takiguva RewSFR 885 Newibi St ©07i2Bi2003 0242 9,242 ] 2186
& o Tringair ~_Naw.SFR’ 780 Lyndad g), _UHR120YS 0949 D245 | 2.438
3 Resl SFR Remods| AbporaVigh. 0812612008 G048 Boigd 2478
i _Cargy Tryst NewSFR - 848 Flimors St 0911 O3114/2008 | [ . 0207 9.201 2679
12 - Jnck Stracurzi New Comm {793 Wavs Sireet. i T 0287 2,948
s - S ShawMareontiouston - . CommTl 578 B Houston Strisef 10/2004. 0,087 0.0%4 3.003
14 Richards, Robt & Richdrd " ° New8FR _S79Neiwlon St ﬁS/D?IZ{KM - 0.245 8245 3.248
18 Dlingf..Chis & Denica NewSFR AlgHiphSIsR . DE/11/2005 0249 0249 . 3.497
e “Hamilton, Maurica 8 Vivian New'SER | 23 Yerba Buend Ct - . D2n1al2e0s 0248 _0.248" - 8.743
17 Carginale Frank SER Rambia] 774 'Spenger St hEhioos 0,039 0,165 3.782
{he Qcgan View. Plaxe Néw Cotm 4571470570 Cannery Rew - DAENR006 27.88: _27.88 :34.872

1o Khalsa Satirtah_ - SFR Remodel 843 Ramata AVg: . 101177005 ad01 B23e 3773
RO Hailsey, Mary New SER 747 Eilmors St - OaiRie00E - 4218 0.218 ' 31.992
21 ._Abn. Byun Saok . _New SFR £ CrasmdenDdve -03/0B/2008 D243 0.243 32,238
" Foguunmsyeh, Farhid Nely #il Riss. AUT:LyrRen &t §8/23/2008 0.382 “pAgR ‘| 32.827
Ba Migkel, Steve " NeWSFR FaVieVaplura DuZMRNLE 0164, 0484 32,791
B4 _ Giammanco, Vince, "NEWSFR 30 Bohatea Lane 05/30/2000 8074 581 32,865
5 Me &S Bk SFA Refodel 118 Nontecito Qesarzons QAB7 9428 1 33,032
6 Dr,.:arg_g_cuzne . New Gom 88 WetisRr s oatg%zocs R X T I 1 33.09
Yi Da!e & Traty Hogain Now SER 149; T§§e Av8: . 002812007 _OORY” D2 33,187
’_Eq_ Aburridale LEC SPRRemosel 17 Mar Vista Or - - goR472007 002 0484 . 33487
3 Laverinl Fous LLG REw'SFR 136 TigR AYE So/8iZ007 . 02476 624785 33.405
130 Hafalie Webb SFRRamodal 835 Oak Stiedt - - 03(19/2008 0.047 R .} 33452
A1 . Davi. SER-Réintdul ;2080 Matsala Cligle. . - DEfzRI0E 0073 0.182 .| 33.475
73 I‘t‘ac!mbm* NEWOER - 1132 Tida:Avenue 08082008 - 03T 023t . 33,708
B3 Beardaley . New Mixgd-Use [20T CanatyRow .~ 014612008 001395, o814 [33.719
4 -Henr's 880 _ Gomin T i girei2008 g8 RN 84,218
85 Maliby Tan & Surf Lomm T 2024 DalMonleAvess JDeriojpons, . 02128 D386 34,431
16 Sitangls NewMifiRes ___J660ldng Avenia A0/217200% 05285 8168 134,961

I S 1
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" Regular Agenda ftem No. 158

CITY OF PACIFIC GROVE

AGENDA REPORT

Te: | ' _Honorable Mayor and Members of the Cxty Council
From: Rudy Fischer, Councﬂmember ‘
A ‘Meeting Date: June 4, 2013

" A motion to reallocate a small amount of water to the Residential
Water Category for use by homeowners listed on the Water Wait

Subject: List so that they can make additions to their existing homes.

Lo . This action does not constitute a “project” as déﬁnéd‘by the

CEQA: - . California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines section
' 15378.

RECOI\MNDATION

Approve the City staff recommendation from the March 20,2013 City Councﬂ meeting to
transfer up to .20 Acre Feet (AF) of water from the City’s Community Reserve allocation of
1.3810 AF to the Residential Reserve; and authorize it’s distribution to those with projects -
already on the City’s Water Wait List. ~

BACKGROUND :

Pacific Grove Municipal Code (PGMC) Chapter 11.68 governs the C1ty s water allocation and -
establishes four allocation categories; based on use. These categories are: Comimercial,
Governmental, City- adniinistered Commumty Reserve, and Residential. At this time there is 10
water in the Residential category. :

- Because of the County and Cal-Am’s moratorium on new water coﬁnectxons buitlding sites and

lots of record that do not already have water meters will not be allowed to build due to water use -
restrictions in Monterey County.  Homes that already have water meters installed and simply
need additional water allocation, however, are allowed to request additional water units. Per the
requirements of PGMC Sectlon 11.68. 040(e) water can be assigned based on the priority order
on a wait list. - ]l
City staff reviews the Water Wait List for existing residential units in Pacific Grove per »
Municipal Code 11.68:060 on a semi-annual basis. ‘The purpose of this review is to identify the
water needs of homeowners who have expressed a desire to initiate remodeling projects which
will require -additional water to be moved to the Residential category.

- In reviewing; tlns Tist, staff has determmed that between 0. 128 and 0.200 acre feet — in total - are

needed for all of the existing projects on the Water Wait List.
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DISCUSSION

Because of its hlstory, Pacific Grove has many smaller homes which some current homeowners
wish to expand or remodel. Additionally, some of today’s- ‘home buyers want to have the optlon
of rebulldmg, expanding, or altering some propertles

Allowing houses to be remodeled with additional water fixtures makes those homes more
‘comfortable to live in; as well as more valuable and marketable. Thus, in exchange for the
_additional water, homeowners may be required to agree that any additions will qualify their -
" project as a major remodel. As such, those homes may be reassessed for property tax purposes
to account for the substantial improvement such additional water fixtures provide. -

In order to be added to the Water Wait List in the ﬁlture, those applying must ensure that all
existing discretionary entitlements are obtained and used first, must submit requests for
additional water, and have a building permit application on file.

FISCAL IMPACT: _ .
There is no immediate fiscal impact of transferring water from one category to another. By

transferring water to the residential category there may be future negative impacts of not having

water available for commercial or governmental purposes for projects which could produce
Transient Occupancy or sales taxes. On the other hand, homes with add1t10na1 fixtures may be
more valuable; thus paying tucher property taxes.

77
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Regular Agenda ltem No. 15B
Attachment 1

RESOLUTION NO 13-

A MOTION TO REALLOCATE UP TO 0.20 ACRE FEET OF WATER TO THE
RESIDENTIAL CATEGORY FOR USE BY HOMEOWNERS WHO HAVE

SUBBMITTED APPLICATIONS TO FIX UP HOMES AND ARE ALREADY ON THE
' CITY’S WATER WAIT LIST.
WHEREAS, Pacific Grove Municipal Code 11 .68. 101 provides that “Effective August 1, 1995,
all water remaining allocated to the City by the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
and all water becoming available subsequent to that date shall be allocated by resolution passed
and adopted by the council, to the four allocation categories: (1) residential; (2) comnercial: (3)
governmental; (4) city-administered community reserve,” and

WHEREAS, Pacific Grove has the discretlonary authority to reallocate Water between the
various categories, and .

WHEREAS, Water assigned to the aty—adnumstered category may be allocated by the council to
any or all of the other three allocation categories once there is a reserve supply of water

sufficient to warrant such allocation, amounts, and its distribution among the three catecones m
the sole dlscretlon of the council and dependent on community needs, and

’ WHEREAS the lack of water in the ReSIdentxal Reserve category presents an unreasonable '
barrier to homeowners who wish to undertake reasonable remodels and upgrades to their homes,
and

WHEREAS, on the Monterey Peninsula water is a thing of extreme value, a condition which is
unlikely to change for many years to come; and in exchange for relinquishing such water the
City should be entitled to a benefit, and

WHEREAS, allowing houses to be remodeled with additional water ﬁxtures makes those homes
more comfortable, more valiable, and more marketable. Thus, in exchange for the additional
water, homeowners may be required to-agree that any additions will qualify their project as a
major remodel  As such, those homes may be reassessed to account for the substantlal
improvement such addmonal water ﬁxtures provide.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CI'I'Y COUNCIL OF THE CI'I'Y OF.
PACIFIC GROVE: I

, SECTION 1. The City Council authorizes the transfer up to 20 Acre Feet (AF) of water from the
3 . Community Reserve allocation of 1.3810 Acre Feet to the Residential Reserve.

SECTION 2. City staff i is authonzed to allocate this water to projects which are currently on the
.' City’s Water Wait List; . providing that those projects conform to all regulatory requirements in
every other regard

|
|
\
\
I
H
i
|
|
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Attachment 1 -

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PACIFIC GROVE this 19th

day of June 2013, by the followi_n‘gvvote:

AYES:
NOES‘: '
ABSENT:
APPROVED:
) - BILL KAMPE, Mayor
ATTEST:

'DAVID CONCEPTION, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DAVID C. LAREDO, City Attorney -
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ITEM: GENERAL MANAGER’S REPORT
13. UPDATE ON DEVELOPMENT OF WATER SUPPLY PROJECTS

Meetiﬁg Date: November 18, 2013 o Budgeted: N/A

From: : David J. Stoldt _ Program/ N/A
' ' General Manager- Line Item No.: N/A
Prepared By:  David J. Stoldt | Cost Estimate: ~ N/A

ES

General Counsel Approval: N/A
Committee Recommendation: N/A -
CEQA Compliance: N/A

DISCUSSION:

SWRCB: On November 12, 2013 the District General Manager and General Counsel met with
representatives of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), the Attorney General’s office,

California American Water (Cal-Am), the Regional Water Authority; Sierra Club, attorney for water

rights holders, and the Pebble Beach Company (Parties to the lawsuit over the Cease and Desist Order-
(CDO)) and held initial discussions about the process for petitioning for a modification of the CDO

under section 1832 of the California Water Code. The parties agreed to work with SWRCB enforcement -
staff in 2014 and consider formal action for modification in 2015. The Parties also agreed to meet -
regularly and open up the group to additional interests in mid- to late-2014.

On October 16, 2013 the General Manager, General Counsel, and Stephanie Pintar met with Barbara
Evoy, John O’Hagan, and James Kassel of the SWRCB enforcement staff in Lathrop to discuss
resolving the mixed-use metering issue. The District proposed that the SWRCB allow the water use
factor methodology to be used to determine whether a proposed use would intensify use of water.
Further, in the case of determining whether a new meter should be set, no discount or factor of safety

- should be applied, so that we would be corisistent with existing uses. We believe that the interpretation
of the CDO can be honored, but the April 2012 interpretative guidelines significantly simplified. The
goal is to let an existing parcel split, subdivide, add a new address, change the type of business, go to

 mixed-use, and so forth, so long as the water used at that site will not be increased based on assumed .
factors. No one can presume that the factors will precisely predict use, but since khe advent of all of the
Peninsula’s conservation practices and improvements in devices, the factors now tend to overstate water 4‘ y

‘—_> ~ use and actual use will likely be lower — a factor of safety is built in. We have urged the SWRCB to

allow the District to use its methodology to determine whether a building applicant or a business owner
has a plan that will not-intensify water use and then direct Cal-Am to set the meter. SWRCB staff
indicated last week that a draft letter proposal is being circulated within the SWRCB. The General
Manager spoke to the SWRCB General Counsel, the SWRCB Chair Felicia Marcus, on this issue last
week and has meetings set with two other board members on the topic in the next week.
Desalination Facility (A.12-04-019): The District finalized the draft legislation and one-page summary
sheet for the Water Rate Relief Bonds and forwatded to Senator Monning’s staff for them to begin

10f2 - j 12/9/2013 5:08 PM
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working with the Legislative Counsel’s office to convert into a Senate Bill. The General Manager has
made 8 public presentations on the status of the water supply projects and the use of the Water Rate
Relief Bond financing and its benefits to ratepayers He will continue to make 4 to 8 more presentations
in coming weeks.-

Groundwater Replenishment (GWR): District staff has been meeting with MRWPCA staff and
consultants every other Friday, tracking project progress. CEQA work and source water feasibility
studies continue to proceed.

With respect to GWR, the District has been developing a form of water purchase agreement that
minimizes costs to ratepayers and will provide a secure financing source. Working with MRWPCA the
District will build a long term financing plan that will be used to secure low cost State Revolving Fund
loans and other grant monies. The District also is negotiating a consulting contract with Schaff and
Wheeler work with the District and MRWPCA on source water rights issues.

Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR): The District has reached agreement with the City of Seaside

for the size and shape of the easement for the Santa Margarita site and will enter into a reimbursement -
agreement for an appraisal. Staff will be directing General Counsel to modify proposed agreements for
the City of Seaside which will enable FORA to approve final plans. This could lead to completion of

the backflush pond, undergrounding of pipes, paving, and landscaping in 2014.
Alternative Desalination Project: An oral report was provided at the October 21%
General Manager Stoldt has a meeting set with DeepWater representatives this week.

Board meeting.

On November 4%, the District was formally served with a summons advising the District that it is being
sued by Water Plus over 1its cost-sharing agreement with DeepWater Desal and its participation in the
project environmental and permitting work.

Local Water PrOJECtS: The District General Counsel has drafted a grant agreement that is being
finalized by staff. This should enable actual award of monies to the Airport District and the City of
Pacific Grove before the end of the calendar year. District staff met with the Airport and its Army Corp
contractor to discuss their project.

MPWSP Governance Committee: Please see agenda item 2 on the Consent Calendar.

Ordinance 152 Citizen’s Panel: The panel will meet November 19" and dlSCUSS progress on the
adopted F Y2013 14 capital improvement plan and expenditures, of the. Water Supply Charge.

EXHIBIT
None

U:\stafiBoardpacket\2013\201311 l8\Cons¢mClndr\GMreport\l3\item13.docx
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Carmel Valley Association
P.O. Box 157, Carmel Valley, California 93924
- www.carmelvalleyassociation.org

Since 1949

December 5,2013 DEC11 203

MPWMD

: Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board

895 Aerovista Place, Suite 101
San Luis Obispo, CA. 93401-7906

Dear Kenneth A. Harris, Jr.:

The Carmel Valley Association was heartened to observe that the California
Department of Water Resources’ Draft Objectives and Related Actions for Water
Plan Update 2013 contains a recommendation for completion of salt and nutrient
management plans for every groundwater basin by 2016. This five-year update will
be transmitted to the Legislature upon completion.

Salinity and specific ion concentrations in potable water delivered to the Monterey
Peninsula and Carmel Valley may be expected to change as a result of the
introduction of desalinated and recycled waters into the water supply. The area of
entry to the Carmel Valley aquifer primarily will be the unsewered part of Carmel -
Valley that also is in the Cal-Am service area. Salinity, sodium, chloride and boron
concentrations, and pH likely will differ from present concentrations after the
addition of this new source. The effects of changes in ionic strength and ionic
balance on the aquifer matrix and on the water quality are as yet unknown.
Numerous households and small farming operations in Carmel Valley rely on
groundwater, Should changes in water quality adversely affect households and -
farming operations, the question of who will make the necessary accommodation
will arise, and the solution would have financial impacts across the Peninsula.

Development of salt and nutrient management plans is a long and arduous process,
and the Carmel Valley Association is concerned that the Carmel Valley plan will be
either incomplete or poorly crafted unless begun immediately. We urge the Regional
Board to provide sufficient incentive to assemble stakeholders and begm the plan as
soon as possible.
hY
Sincerely,

“wm &vmoﬁmﬁ?

Mibs McCarthy, President

i

cc Dave Stoldt ,
Monterey Peninsula Water Management District

“To j}reServe, protect and defend the natural beauty, resources, and rural character of Carmel Valley”

RECEIVED
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