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California-Amerioan Watep Compaﬁy

Monterey Division -
50 Ragsdale Dr., Suite 100, PO. Box-951 » Monterey, CA 93942.0957

Judith L. Almond
Manager

443-151

February 24, 1999
Mr. Walter Pettit

Chief, Division of Water Rights

State Water Resources Contro] Board
901 P Street

Sacramento, CA 95814-2000

RE: SWRCB Order No. WR 95.1
Dear Mr. Petti: |

Enclosed and made part of this report is the monthly report required under
Condition Nos. 3(b) and 5. o

Very truly yours,

o
£

Ll <
e
Fadith 1, Almond

JLA/mh
Enclosure

cc: P. Coulston ..T. Driscoll, Esq.

D: Fuerst L. Weiss, Esq.
‘G. Haag D. Laredo, Esq,
T. Jones, Jr, F. Farina, Esq.
M. Lucca D. Armanaseo
P.Ma

Administration

Customer Service
(831) 646-3201

(831) 375.
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SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10
Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO. 2

Cal-Am shall diligently implement one or more of the following actions lo terminate its
unlawful diversions from the Carmel River: (1) obtain appropriate permits for water
being unlawfully diverted from the Carmel River, (2) obtain water from other sources of
supply and make one-for-one reductions in unlawful diversions from the Carmel River,
provided that water pumped from the Seaside aquifer shall be governed by Condition 4 of
this Order, not this condition, and/or (3} contract with another agency having
appropriate rights to divert and use water from the Carmel River. ‘

RESPONSE 2.1:

See response to Order Condition No. 12(a).
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2/24/99

SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10
. Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO. 3

Cal-Am shall develop and implement an urban water conservation plan. In
addition, Cal-Am shall develop and implement a water conservation plan based

~upon best irrigation practices for all parcels with turf and crops of more than

one-half acre receiving Carmel River water deliveries form Cal-Am.
Documentation that best irrigation practices and urban water conservation have
already been implemented may be substituted for plans where applicable.

Urban and irrigation conservation measures shall remain in effect until Cal-Am
ceases unlawful diversions from the Carmel River. Conservation measures required
by this Order in combination with conservation measures required by the District

 shall have the goal of achieving 15 percent conservation in the 1996 water year and

20 percent conservation in each subsequent year” To the extent that this
requirement conylicts with prior commitments (allocations) by the Districi, the Chief, '
Division of Water Rights shall have the authority to modify the conservation
requirement. The base for measuring conservation savings shall be 14,106” AFA.
Water conservation measures requirved by this order shall not supersede any more
stringent water conservation requirement imposed by other agencies. '

RESPONSE NO. 3 (a):

On July 27, 1998 on the recommendation of assigned ‘Commissioner Henry Duque
and assigned ALJ Steven Kotz, the California Public Utilities Commission issued the
following statement: ' '

"There is no need for a hearing in these applications. Instead, we intend to place on

" the August 6, 1998 agenda for the Commission consideration a decision making the

following disposition:

(a).

(b)

The applicant would be authorized on an ex parte basis to establish a
memorandum account for the current water year {ending September 1993)
and for the water year ending September 30, 1999, to record any fines
imposed on the applicant for excessive withdrawal from the Carmel River
system during those water years. Cost recovery of any recorded amount
would be subject to a reasonableness review.

Except as indicated above in (A) above the application would be dismissed
without prejudice. The applicant would be directed to pursue the requested
relief in the next general rate case, which is scheduled to begin early in
1999." ' -
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, SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10
Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO. 3

RESPONSE NO. 3 (a) (Continued):

Cal-Am is continuing with full emphasis on its Phase IV Mandatory Conservation
Plan as previously outlined. The resulting benefits are reported in the following
conditions of the order. '

Cal-Am has filed with the California Public Utilittes Commission a reiluest for the

calendar year 1999 to allow the Company to recover from customers’ proposed '

expenditures for various conservation measures, such as water audits and a census
of all customers. Water audits will be performed on all large turf irrigated areas,
including large residential users (then using over 513,000 galions annually). The

census is to be used to develop a rate design adaptive to each customer and their

specific needs while ensuring compliance with the Order’s limitation on water
production.

In addition, the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District has approved an
initial version of a water comservation and rationing plan which will satisfy a
three-fold purpose: 1) compliance with the production goal of the order; 2)
" adopting an emergency plan in case of a actual water shortage; and 3) adopting a
water emergency plan which will provide relief in case a short-term curtailment is
necessary. Adoption of the Ordinance should occur in December.

The Company’s proposal to the CPUC and MPWMD'’s Ordinance were tailored to
correspond with each other, and in fact the Company’s request for authorization to

expend funds for audits and the census are integral portions of the District’s overall

Qrdinance.

In its Decision 98-08-036, issued August 6, 1998, the California Public Utilities
Commission rejected Cal-Am’s pending applications by which the Company sought

Commission authority to impose a more steeply inverted block-rated design and to

implement a standby water rationing plan and a moratorium on new or expanded
services. Those applications were dismissed without prejudice and the Company
was authorized to pass through to the community over the next two water years any
further fines imposed by the SWRCB. Additionally, Cal-Am was urged to work
~ with the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District or to “utilize” the plan of
the MPWMD. Cal-Am was directed to seek an associated balancing account with
the GRC filing. On January 26, 1999 the Monterey Peninsula Water Management
District adopted Ordinance 92, an expanded water conservation and standby
rationing plan.
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JANUARY 1899

Monthly Target
Days in Month
Daily Target

01/01/99
01/02/99
01/03/99.
01/04/99
01/05/99
01/06/99
01/07/99
01/08/99
01/09/99
01/10/99
04/11/99
01/12/99
L 01/13/99
J 01114499
01/15/99
01/16/99
01117/99
01/18/99
01/19/99
01/20/99
01/21/99
01/22/99
01/23/99
01/24/99
01/25/99
01/26/99
01/27/99
01/28/99
01/29/99.
01/30/99
01/31/99

Monthly Total

CALIFORNIA-AMERECAN WATER COMPANY

Monterey Division 443
DAILY PRODUCTION (AF)

Carmel Valiey & Seaside Wells

958.0
31
30.9
Dally Target  Actual Daily WYTD-Target WYTD Actual 12 Mos. Target 12 Mos. Actual
Pumpage Pumpage Pumpage Pumpage
30.9 34.3 3,505.5 3,284.0 15,285.0 13,8624
30.9 35.1 3,536.4 3,319.1 15,285.0 13,861.0
30.8 34.0 3,567.3 3,353.1 15,285.0 13,862.3
30.9 35.0 3,598.2 3,388.1 15,285.0 13,865.3
30.9 26.4 3.628.1 3,424.4 15,285.0 13,865.7
30.9 35.4 3,660.0 - 3,459.8 15,285.0 13,8721 -
30.9 - 331 3,690.9 3,492.9 15,285.0 13,8734
30.9 36.2 - 3,721.8 3,529.1 - 15,285.0° 13,880.4
309 35.0 37827 3,564.1 15,285.0 13,882.9
30.9 - 34.7 3,783.86 3,598.8 15,285.0 13,888.2
'30.9 333 3,814.5 3,632.0 15,285.0 13,880.2
- 30.9 35.7 3,8454 3,667.7 - 15,285.0 13,896.7
30.8 33.5 3,876.3 3,701.3 15,285.0 13,899.5
30.9 34.7 3,907.2 3,736.0 - 15,285.0 13,904.0
30.9 34.4 3,838.1 37704 15,285.0 13,807.5
30.9 33.6 3,968.0 3,803.9 15,285.0 13,809.0
30.9 33.7 3,999.9 3,837.6 15,285.0 13,9104
309 32.3 4,030.8 3,869.9 15,285.0 13,9114
309 309 4,081.7 . - 3,900.8 15,285.0 13,908.7
30.9 26.9. 4,092.5 3,027.7 15,285.0 13,205.4
30.9 30.9 4,123.5 3,958.8 15,285.0 13,905.5
30.9 34.3 4,154 .4 3,892.9 16,285.0 13,908.5
30.9 30.5 4,185.3 4,023.4 15,285.0 - 13,908.0
30.9 29.9 . 4,216.2 4,053.2 15,285.0 13,807.9
30.9 308 4,247 1 4,084.0 156,285.0 13,906.3
30.9 28.5 4,278.0 4,112.5 15,285.0 13,903.1
30.9 32.5 4,308.9 41450 15,285.0 13,905.3
30.9 29.4 4,339.8 4174.4 15,285.0 13,904.3
30.9 33.8 4,370.7 4,208.3 15,285.0 13,905.6
30.9 32.4 4,401.6 4,240.7 15,285.0 13,906.1
30.¢ 29.0 4,432.5 © 42607 15,285.0 13,903.2
' * (22.8) 4,432.5 4,246.9 15,285.0 - 13,8804
957.9 997.1 4%

* Seaside pilot injection well (CV water supplied) - pumped for MPWMD
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SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10
Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO. 3

(cz) Cal-Am shall develop and implement an urban water conservation plan. In addition,
Cal-Am shall develop and implemeni a waier conservation plan based upon best
irrigation practices for all parcels with turf and crops of more than one-half acre

- receiving Carmel River water deliveries form Cal-Am. Documentation that best
irrigation practices and urban water conservation have already been m;rplememed
may be substituted for plans where applzcable

(b) Urban and irrigation conservation measures shall remain in effect until Cal-Am
ceases unlawful diversions from the Carmel River. Conservation measures
required by this Order in combination with conservation measures required by the
District shall have the goal of achieving 15 percent conservation in the 1996 water
year and 20 percent conservation in each subsequent year.” To the extent that

this requirement conflicts with prior commitments (allocations) by the District, the -

Chief, Division of Water Rights shall have the authority to modify the
conservation requirement. The base for measuring conservation savings shall be

.~ 14,106* AFA. Water conservation measures required by this order shall not

supersede any more strmgent water conservation reqmrement imposed by other
agencies.

RESPONSE NO. 3 (b):

{Expanding upon the previously reported conditions and quarter of August/October
1998, specifically continuing the reporting requested in the SWRCB's letter dated
- April 17, 1998, we are providing production graphs and charts from our Carmel

Valley wells not to exceed 11,285 AF and a total system goal of not to exceed 15,285
AF, including the Seaside Basin. .

For the four months of the water year October 1998 through January 1999, the
established goal for the Carmel Valley was 3,047 AF. Actual production for the
four-month period from both surface and well diversions was 2,886 AF, a decrease
of 5.3% under the Carmel Valley goal. The overall system goal, including the
Seaside Basin is 15,285 AF for the water year October 1998 through September
1999.

Commencing a new water year, Cal-Am began to pump frem its Seaside Basin with
the goal of reaching 4,000 AF throughout the water year. The 4,000 AF goal is
established under the Memo of Understanding with the Montercy Peninsula Water
Management District and the California Department of Fish and Game.
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SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10
Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO. 3

RESPONSE NO. 3 (b) (Continued):

The community continues to show its response to Cal-Am's Phase IV Mandatory
Conservation, its continued advertising and community involvement programs.
Although it is projected that the remainder of this summer season will be hot and
dry. We are optimistic that the conservation efforts of the community and the
Company will keep us within the projected goals. '

The new San Carlos Well is in the process of final construction and will not be in
service until late April. The Manor Well is out of service for rehabilitation. It is
expected to be returned to service in March. ‘
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SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10 -
Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

'ORDER CONDITION NO. 4

Cal-Am shall maximize production from the Seaside aquifer for the purpose of serving
existing comnections, honoring existing commitments (allocations), and fo reduce
diversions from the Carmel River 10 the greatest practicable extent. The long-term yield
of the basin shall be maintained by using the practical rate of withdrawal method.

RESPONSE NO. 4:

As indicated in the response to Condition 3(b), Cal-Am is maximizing its production
from the Seaside Basin based on the Memo of Agreement between the MPWMD,
Cal-Am and the CDF&G, adopted as part of the MPWMD's Water Supply Strategy
by their board of directors.  The agreement includes the relaxation of the basin
during the winter months to allow recharge and maximization during the summer
months. The projected goal is to extract 4,000 AF of water from the basin. During
the first month of water year October 1998 through September 1999, production

~ was 320.8 AF. Cal-Am will continue maximization of this basin which will assist in

maintaining the production goal limits for the Carmel Valley Basin and assist with
the continuation -of river flows to the Lagoon.

Cal-Am has developed an acceptable conservative agreement with the U. S. Fish and
Wildlife and National Marine Fisheries for the protection of the red-legged frog and
the steelhead trout for operation in the Carmel Valley Basin during the water year

- 1998-1999. Also, in cooperation with the MPWMD, the Company will be preparing

a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCPF) for long-term production of' the species in the
Carmel RIVEI‘
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SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10
‘Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO.
Cal-Am shall satisfy the water demands of its customers by extracting water ﬁom, its most
downstream wells 1o the maximum practicable extent, without degrading water quality or
significantly affecting the operation of other wells.

RESPONSE No. 5:

Cal-Am is making a part of this quarter!y report the requirement to provide

monthly production data for Japuary.1999 from spec1ﬁc sub- umts in the Carmel

Valley via Carmel Valley wells.

Carmel Valley Filter Plant produced 115.4 AF, with 18.0 AF from Aqulfers No. 1
and No. 2; Water West - 27.8 AF; Aquifer No. 3 - 540.4 AF; Aquifer No. 4 - 390 AF.
Total production for the month of January was 740.6 AF. However, applying an
adjustment of 3.6 AF for the Begonia Iron Removal Plant Backwash, brings the net
production to 737.0 AF. See charts in exhibit attached to Condition 3(b) for det'ul

Cal-Am, MPWMD and CDF&G have entered into a Memo of Agreement for the
period May 1998 through December 1998 which establishes the releases that will be
made through the reservoir system into the Carmel River and the diversion of
surface water through Cal-Am's Carmel Valley Filter Plant. This document has

_been approved and executed by all parties and adopted by the MPWMD's board of
directors as part of the overall water supply strategy. The MPWMD, the CDF&G
and Cal-Am continue to meet quarterly to review flows and river conditions.

We will meet with the District and Fish and Game in late April to establish the
MOA for 1999. At that time we should have a good idea about the storage and flow
conditions for the remainder of the year. For the time being we rely on the
quarterly meetings with these agencies such as the one scheduled for March 4.

In accordance with the terms of Order No. 98-04, on September 18, 1998, Cal-Am
forwarded a draft scope of work to State Water Resources Control Board for the
Operational Reconfiguration of the Lower Carmel Valley wells. In the submittal
Cal-Am listed components of the proposed work and indicated that it would take
approximately six weeks after receipt of your comments to work and indicated that
it would take approximately six weeks after receipt of your comments to award a
contract. On a January 4, 1999, Cal-Am received the SWRCB’s response to the
draft. - -

Since receipt of the SWRCB’s response, Cal-Am has been working with the
proposed consultants to prepare the required report. '



CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER COMPANY |
Monterey Division 443 :

CARMEL VALLEY WELLS
Production Water Year (AF)
1998-99
Date CVFP | Aguifer 1 Aquifer 2 | Water West | Aquifer 3 Aguifer 4 Total BIRP Net :
: Production | Backwash | Production |

8654

Jan1ésa 145.4 18.3 0.0 1.7 591.5 2143 981.2 (0.6 980.6|
Feb 1909
Feb 1998 0.5 26.3 | 0.0 12.4 661.6 72| 708.0 (1.9]  706.1
Mar 1999 | g
| ar 1008 190.0  65 18.7 45.9 7220 0.0 9831 0.6 083.7
;ﬁpr 1999‘ | | :
Apr 1998 2.0 14.1 " 57.1 100.9 292.5 0.0 556.6 (1.4 5552§
[IMay 1999 - | | .
May 1998 233.9 0.0 4.3 42.1 358.0 0.0 638.3 (1.5 63&8?
Jun 1999 “
Jun 1998 157.3 |- 00| 00| 1{9 486.0 63.1 718.3 0.5 7183E
Jul 1999 | | | E
Jul 1998 154.6 0.0 0.0 10.6 473.4 237.5 876.1 (2.7 87&4ﬁ
Aug 1999 | d
Aug 1998 150.0 0.0 0.0 10.5 632.1 1910 083.6 (4.0 9796i
Sep 1999- :
Sep 1998 150.7 0.0] 16.1 9.1 821.4 180.8 1,178.1 (C.6) m1775§
Total 609.8 8.8 755 T47.7 15163 | 7730 2,889.8 @8 2,886.05_?
‘ !

Figures Shaded - 98/89 Water Year



CARMEL VALLEY WELLS
Production Water Year - '
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1199899 |
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2/24/99

SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10 :
Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO. 6

Cal-Am shall conduct a reconnaissance level study of the feasibility, benefits, and costs
of supplying water to the Carmel Valley Village Filter Plant from iis more nearby wells
downstream of the plant. The objective of supplying water from the wells is to maintain
surface flow in the stream as far downstream as possible by releasing water from San |
Clemente Dam for maintenance of fish habitat.  The resulls of the study and
recommendations shall be provided to the District and DF&G for contment.

RESPONSE NO. 6:

In accordance with the terms of Order No. 98-04, on September 18, 1998, Cal-Am

- forwarded a draft scope of work to StateWater Resources Control Board for the =

Operational reconfiguration of the LowerCarmel Valley Wells. In that submittal
Cal-Am listed components of the proposed work and indicated that it would take
approximately six weeks after receipt of your comments to award a contract. On
January 4, 1999, Cal-Al received the SWRCB’s response fo the draft.

Since receipt of the SWRCB’s response, Cal-Am has been working with the
proposed consultants to prepare the required report.



2/24/99

SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10
Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO. 7

Cal-Am shall evaluate the feasibility of bypassing early storm runoff at Los Padres and
San Clemente Dams to recharge the sublerranean stream below San Clemente Dam in
order 1o resiore surface water flows in the river at an earlier date. The resulls of the
study and recommendations shall be provided o the District and CDF&G for comment.

RESPONSE NO. 7:

Cal-Am eatered into a contract with MPWMD to complete the Bypassing Early
Storm Runoff Feasibility Study. This study was initiated under contract on July 11,
1996. Although anticipating completion of thls work at an earlier date, The District
has not been able to do so for various reasons.

The District had planned to have the final report completed by February 1, 1999;
however, demands created by the S.E.LR. for the Carmel River Dam and Reservoir
Project has resulted in another delay. The District has agreed to contract out some
of the plotting work that needs to be done to complete the Passage study The new
goal is to have the final reports to Cal-Am in M'ly 1999.



| \\‘;\ , Caﬁfofnia-Ameﬁcan Water Company

- ‘ ' Monterey Division
50 Ragsdale Dr., Suite 100, P.O. Box 951 ¢ Monterey, CA 93942—0951

Judith L. Almond
Manager

February 22, 1999

Ms. Katherine Mrowka

Senior Hearings Specialist

State Water Resources Control Board -
Division of Water Rights

P. O. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95814-2000

RE: SWRCB Order No. WR 95-10
Condition Nos. 7 and 8

Dear Ms. Mrowka:

“This is a follow—up to our conversation on Thursday, February 18, regarding the status
. oftwo studies: Bypassing Early Storm Runoff Feasibility Study, Condition No 7, and Modifying
Cntlcal Stream Reaches Feasibility Study, Condition No. 8.

S I have been informed by Darby Fuerst general manager for the Monterey Peninsula

Water Management District (the agency Cal-Am contracted with to perform the studies) that

because of several demands on his agency the studies are being delayed once again. Mr. Fuerst

assured. me that the District’s goal is to have the studies finalized by May 1999 so that they can be

a part' of Cal-Am’s second quarterly report to the State. To accomplish this the District has

. agreed to contract out some of the plotting work that needs to be done to complete the Passage
study.

I regret the need to motify you of yet another delay; however, I do recognize the
significant time required of Mr. Fuerst and his staff to complete and circulate the Supplement
Environmental Report for Cal-Am’s Carmel River Dam and Reservoir Project. I know they
appreciate, as I do, the extension of time granted to complete the twe studies. Please feel free to
contact me direct, should you have any additional questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

/ZZéJ/ e '-’/

dith L. Almond

JLA/mh _
(ol D. Fuerst, MPWMD

Administration Customer Service ) Fax
(831) 646-3201 (831) 646-3200 (831) 375-4367




2/24/99

~* SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10
-Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO. 8

Cal-Am shall conduct a study of the feasibility, benefits, and cosis of modifving critical
stream reaches o facilifate the passage of fish. The study shall be designed and carried
out in consultation with DF&G and the Disirict.  The results of the study and
recommendations shall be provided to the District and DF&G for comment.

RESPONSE NO. 8:

Cal-Am entered into a contract on July 11, 1998 with MPWMD to perform a study,
Modifying Critical Stream Reaches Feasibility Study, within the Carmel River. The
District has done a number of preliminary activities. However, this work has not
been completed. :

The District had planned to have the final report completed by February i, 1999
however, demands created by the S.E.LR. for the Carmel River Dam and Reservoir

Project has resulted in another delay. The District has agreed to contract out some

of the plotting work that needs to be done to complete the Passage study The new
goal is to have the ﬁnal reports to Cal-Am in May 1999,



| \.\-‘\\ ~ Chlifornia-Anerican Water Company

Monterey Division
50 Ragsdale Dr., Suite 100, P.O. Box 951 » Monterey, CA 93942-0951

judith L. Almond

Manager

February 22, 1999

Mzs. Katherine Mrowka

Senior Hearings Specialist

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Rights

P. O. Box 2000 ‘

Sacramento, CA 95814-2000

RE: SWRCB.Order No. WR 95-10
Condition Nos. 7and 8

Dear Ms. Mrowka:

This is a follow-up to our conversation on Thursday, February 18, regarding the status
- of two studies: Bypassing Early Storm Runoff Feasibility Study, Condition No. 7, and Modifying
Critical Stream Reaches Feasibility Study, Condition No. 8.

I have been informed by Darby Fuerst, general manager for the Monterey Peninsula
Water Management District (the agency Cal-Am contracted with to perform the studies) that

because of several demands on his agency the studies are being delayed once again. Mr. Fuerst

assured me that the District’s goal is to have the studies finalized by May 1999 so that they can be
a part of Cal-Am’s second quarterly report to the State. To accomplish this the District has
agreed to contract out some of the plotting work that needs to be done to complete the Passage
study. ' -

T regret the need to notify you of vet another delay; however, I do recognize the
significant .time required of Mr. Fuerst and his staff to complete and circulate the Supplement
Environmental Report for Cal-Am’s Carmel River Dam and Reservoir Project. I know they
appreciate, as I do, the extension of time granted to complete the two studies. Please feel free to
contact me direct, should you have any additional questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

“

@y / - /
VALl

Vi

N

dith L. Almond

JLA/mh
ce: D. Fuerst, MPWMD

Administration ' Customer Service _ Fax 7
(831) 646-3201 , (831) 646-3200 (831) 375-4367



2/24/99

SWRCB - ORDER NO. WR 95-10
Quarterly Report - November 1998/January 1999

ORDER CONDITION NO. 12

Within 90 days of the date of this order, Cal-Am shall submit for the app; ovaf of the
Chief, Dzvzszon of Water Rights:

A{a) A compliance plan detailing the specific actions which will be faken to comply

with condition 2 and the dates by which those actions will be accomplished;
(b) An urban water conservation plan;
(c) An irrigation management plan.

RESPONSE 12(a):

The California Public Utilities Commission held a prehearing conference on June

22, 1998 with Commissioner Dugue and ALJ Steve Kotz in attendance. After much-

" public comment and input, Cal-Am was directed to prepare a Plan B supplemental
to its current application for the Carmel River Dam and Reservoir Project to
provide a list of alternatives that would be a fallback measure if the reservoir project
is not approved.

On November 16, 1998 the MPWMD releaséd the Draft SEIR for the Carmel River
Dam and Reservoir Project. The SEIR included evaluations of alternative or
contingency plans.' ' :

On November 17, 1998 a prehearing conference was held with Commlssmner Duque
and ALJ Steve Kotz. Cal-Am submitted its Plan B to the Commission at their
hearing. Considerable public comment was received. The Commission staff is

expected to review simultaneously the SEIR and the Dam Project, while developing.

~ a contingency plan, or Plan B. The directive to the Commission is defined by
Keeley Bill AB-1182.

During the months of November and December 1998 the MPWMD held six public
““workshops to describe the scope of the Project. On January 6, 1999 the MPWMD
held two Public Hearings to receive comments. The commend period closed
January 15, 1999, ' '
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EIR supports
Carmel River

Report says other
possible projects -
hot as feasible

S8y LARRY PARSONS
Heredd StyfMriter

California-American Water Co.'s |
- proposed $127 million dam and
reservoir on the Carmel River rep-
resent the hest water-supply option
for the Monterey Peninsula. .
That's the bottorn-line reasoning
of a new environmental study pre-
pared for the Monterey Peninsula
Water Management District on the
24,000 acrefoot project that CakAm
wants to build a halfmile dows-
stream from the existing Lo
Padres Dam. :
The draft environmental impact
report, officially received Monday
night by water board directors,
says the long-controversial dam
and reservoir is the cheapest and
most feasible answer to the Penin-
sula’s water needs, according to a

summary of the 900-page docu-
ment.

The draft EIR reviews about 70
water-supply alternatives and con-
tains detailed examinations of four
alternatives that would aflow Cal-
Am to comply with a 1595 state
order to reduce Carmel River
pumping,

While the draft EIR, which has
cost'Cal-Am about $260,000, does- -
't come right out and say the dam-
reservoir is the best project, it ques-
tions the workability of the other
leading alternatives.

The four alternatives examined
are a 10.5 million-gallon-a-day
desalination plant in Marina or
Moss Landing, and three smaller-
sized desalination plants that would
be used in conjunction with other
water-supply efforts, including Sea-
side-area injection wells, dredging
the existing Los Padres Reservoir,
and intensified water conservation
and reclaimed-water use,

“Despite their potential benefits,

(the alternatives) are of questionable

" feasibility” because of high costs,
uncertain sites and other factors, the
EIR summary says. -

The 286-acre reservoir Cal-Am
wants to create by building a 282-{oot
high dam would be physically the
same as the New Los Padres Dam

project once proposed by the water.

disirict. After district voters rejected
the project in a 1995 election, Cal-Am
moved ahead with plans for a “no-
growth” version of the same proiect.

Monday’s release of the draft EIR
—technically an addition o previous
environmental studies on the water
district's version of the proposed dam

m‘a[

Tuesday, November T7, 1998

— starts the clock on a formal public
comment period. After receiving
comments, water district directors
are expected to formally approve the
EIR in mid-1999. :

The draft EIR says the dam-reser-
voir would improve drought protec-

. tion for Cal-Am's existing customers

and enhance the Carmel River below
the dam by providing enough water
releases to keep the river flowing
most of the ime. .

It also would enable Cal-Am to
coniply with a 1995 state ruling that
Cal-Am doesn’t have legal rights to

nearly 70 percent of the water it now

pumps from the Carmel River,

According to the summary, the
costs of building the dam would add
about $20 or $21 to a Cal-Am resi-
dential customer's average monthly
bill from 2006 to 2011, The four alter
native projects would be more expen-
sive. They would increase average
residential monthly bills by 841 to
$43, said the EIR summary.

Although Cal-Am isn't seeking per-

mission to-use the dam-reservoir to
provide water for new development,
the project could indirectly free
another 799 acre-feet of water for
new construction or remodels, the
summary said. ’

That amount of water, said the
summary, woukdn't be enough to
meet the estimated water needs for
existing legal lots of record and pro-
jected remodels on the Peninsula,

And the 799 acre-leet represents
“less than 15 percent of ‘buildout’
(maximum growth potential for the
community),” the summary says.

Water district officials have sched-
uled three afternocn-evening work-
shops in early December on the draft
EIR in Seaside, Monterey and
Carme! Valley,

»The Seaside meetings will be
Dec. 2 at 1 p.m. at Seaside City Hall

. and at 7 p.m. at Martin Luther King

Middle School.

»The Montersy meetings will be
at 3 p.m. and 7 p.m. Dec, 3 at the
Mounterey Elks Lodge.

»The Carmel Valley meetings will
be at 3 pao. and 7 pam, Dec. 10 at the
Carmel Valley Community Youth
Center. '



Form 23 NEWSPAPER CLIPPINGS
(REV. 3/10/95) ' '
California-American Water Company — Monterey Division

DATED  November 20-26, 1998 PAGE NO. 1 of 2

PLANT NAME
CLIPPING FROM

The Carmel Pine Cone

Sleepy Hollow may pay price |
o fﬁor-e‘arthquak’e Safez_'yat dam

~. By KIRSTIE WIIDE

* ADELE MARGOLIS likes Siecpy
- Hollow just the way it is: very small, very
. upscale and most. of all — sleepy. But she

'SLE,EPY. R

and her neighbors are aghast at news that -
they will have to endure two years of dusty, {
noisy-gravel trucks rumbling right through -
their neighborhood, so the rest of the valley -
- can be safe if;an earthquake Tuptures the

- San Clemente Dam.

The State of California ordered Cal-
+ ifornia-American Water Co, to seismically
. Tetrofit the dam almost 10 years ago, The’
Oraft Environmental Impact Report for the
roject is being circulated to governmental
agencies for comment right now, and the
- - document will be released to the public:

See SLEEPY page 64"

From page IA

during the week of December 10.
In order to “get out in front of the EIR,” Cal-Am’s new
general manager, J udy Almond, went to the Sleepy Hollow

Homeowhers’ - Association. annual meeting earlier this.

month to"explain thé project. She told them that Cal-Am

has mandated the’ project; it has to go forward; Cal-Am

doesn’t have an option to ignore a dam that is not earth-

quake-safe, She and project manager Marc Lucca gave res-
_ idents the bad news: : C

B Start date is during the year 2000, when trudks will

bring gravel through Sleepy Hollow to improve the Cal-
A access road -which connects the subdivision to the San
Clemente Dam. The phase 1 road project will take about
- five months. - B :

B After-the winter rains are finished, Phase 2 of the pro-
ject in 2001 will really rattle the windows in Sleepy

Hollow. One gravel truck every hour, five’ days a week for

another five months will deliver crushed rock to the dam,
 Lucca told The Pine Cope that when he started

researching the logistics of the seismic retrofit of the dam, .

he said “Under no circunistances do I want to drive through
. Sleepy Hollow.” . : ‘

He'had an aiternative: an existing road thaf roughly par-

allel’s the Sleepy Hollow road, but which does not connect

directly to Carmel Valley Road. So why not just extend that

road the 500 feet necessary to provide construction access
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- The Herald

DATED

December 1, 1998

PAGENO. 1

' Lawsuit challenges water-credit transfer plan

By LARRY PARSOHS
Herald Steff Writer

A new county law to allow the transfer of
water credits on the Peninsula and Carmel
ga]ley was challenged in a lawsuit filed Mon-
 day.

The suit contends that county superv1
sors passed-the law Sept. 29 without weigh-
ing potential effects to the overdrawn
Carmel River. It also alleges that county offi-
cials stonewalled requests for-public docu-
ments about the ordinance,

“All we're asking is if they are gomg to

make their decision, to makeitina way that -

alerts the public what their course of action
is,” said Michael Stamp, one of three attor-

neys who filed the suit in Monterey Courty -

Superior Court.

The suit seeks a court order to invalidate -

the ordinance, which the supervisors
passed on a 4-1 vote. The law allows the
transfer of water credits in unincorporated
areas of the Monterey Peninsula Water
Management District among owners of
commercial, residential or industrial prop-
erties. :

At the time, board Chairman Dave Potter

said the measure would allow water for peo-:
- ple who have been waiting for years to build

i';‘. home or add a baﬂ:{room in Carmel Val-
€Y.

In the1r suit, the plamtdfs — Monterey
resident Ed Leeper, Carmel Valley resident
Patricia Bernardi and the groups Save Qur
Peninsula Commitiee and Save Our Carmel
River — are asking the court to throw out
the law and order the county to turn over
documents related to it.

~ Potter and County Counsel Doug Holland
said they couldn’t comment because they

‘had not seen the suit.

- “My only observation is I don’t recall see-
ing them at the public hearing” wheré the
plaintiffs could have raised their objections, -

“Potter said. “That Would have saved every-

one a lot of money.”

In the suit, the plaintiffs contend the
exchange of water credits would “encour-
dgé a commercial market in ‘paper water,
thereby encouraging more developmnent . .

. at the expense of the Carmel River.”

Potter said he didn't think the county has

-approved any credit transfers under the law.

Stamp said the credit transfers could
result in “tons and tons of water” being-
freed for development “that we'd like to see
flowing down the river.”
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Water board delays
rationing decision

By JUDIE MARKS
Hereld SigfMWriter

Concerns about the confiden-
tality of a census that would be
taken for future water rationing
on the Monterey Peninsula
caused a decision on the whole
-water conservation and rationing
ordinance to be put off Monday
night, '

With only five of the seven
members of the Monterey Penin-
sula Water Management District
board present, the vote was to
bring the proposed ordinance
back for final approval again next
month. - |

“I don't think people quite got
the message yet that we are out
of water,” said board member Jim

~ Hughes, who seconded the
motion to put the decision off,
“even as he said he was ready to
vote in favor of it. |

“Hopefully we will have the full
board next time.” '

Board members Richard Ely

and Dave Potter were absent
from the meeting in the Monterey

E “1 don’t think people

| quite got the message
E yet that we are out

E of waten”

© Jim Hughes
¥ water board member

City Council chambers; four votes |

were needed to pass the ordi-
nance. .-

But several speakers assafled

the board, calling for removal of
the provision from the ordinance.

Michael Waxer of Carmel
called the census a “permanent
lifestyle change” and said-it was
his understanding that if the ordi-
nance called for the census data
to be made available to the water
district by the California-Ameri-
can Water Co., it would become
public record, -

“Anyone who asks for it would
be able to get the information,” he
said. :

Please see Water page A9

December 15, 1958

Watepr

From page A1

. Earlier, Stephanie Locke, water

.demand manager for the water dis-

trict, told the board that among the

changes made in the ordinance since

the last public hearing was one that

part-b:me residents and parents with

parttime custody of children could”

gourtlst’ as “fractional permanent resi
ents,” .

But Eric Miller of Carmel Valley, |

wpo told the board that he and his
wife have a new baby, argued that the
proposed ordinance “intrudes on my
privacy” because inlaws and other
visitors who come to stay with them
for any length of time wotld have to
be reported. “] think i's a dangerous
" precedent” .

Alen Williarns of Carme] said the

"proposed ordinance is “a convoluted

plan that reeks of Gestapo control®
and would pit neighbor against
neighbor. ’

Water board chairman Robert

Ernstconceded that he, too, had con-
cerns about the civil liberties issue,

PAGE NO.
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State nixes desalination plan

Water agency says Sand
City’s reclaimed water
would go to Carmel River

By LARRY PARSONS
Herald Staff Writer

State water ofﬁcials have dealt
Sand City a major setback in its
-desire to build its own desalination

plant.

Rather than allowing desalinated
water produced by the plant to be
used for new coastal resorts in Sand
City, state officials say, any new
weter would have to go toward the
overpurnped Carmel River,

That's the ruling Sand City offi-
cials have received from the state
‘Water Resources Control Board.

‘Tt wasn’t what we wanted,” said
Sand City Manager Kelly Morgan
on Wedne,sday “We have to assess

what we are going to do now. We're
not sure yet.” )
With virtually no water available
for ambitious development plans
that include three hotels, condo-

" miniums and conference facﬂmes

Sangd City is looking at achlevmg
water independence by building 2
desalination plant.

Before plunging into the project;
city officials wanted a key interpre-
tation from: the state water board on
how water produced by the plant
could be used. ,

In a Dec. 15 letter to Morgan,
state water board Executive Direc-
tor Walt Pettit said water from the
plant would be subject to a 1995
state order that commanded Cali-
iornia-American. Water Co. to
sharply reduce its pimping from
the Carmel River.

Sand City

Freaw page B1

Cal—Am is seek‘mg permission to
build a $127 million dam on the
Carmel River to supply existing
Peninsula and Carmel Valley cus-
forners.

Sand City officials estimated
they could build a desalination
plant that would produce 750 acre-
feet a year for about S1G millior.

They say the plant could pro-
duce enough waler to satisfy their
¢ity's growth and provide some

water {or other Peninsula jurisdic-

tions and help reduce overpump-
ing Carniel] River.

Their plans call {for splitting up
the water produced and saved by
the desalination plant this way:

> 150 acre-feet to supply exist-
ing Sand City businesses and
homes.

» 100 acre-feet for the proposed
Monterey Bay Shores Resort— a
228-room hotel, condominiums,
time shares, conference center and

retail shops on 32 acres at the

north end of Fremont Boulevard,

» 50 acre-feet for the proposed .

McDonald Coastal Resort, a 200-

room hotel on 14 acres owned by‘

the city.

. » 25 acre-feet {or the proposed
Sterling Coastal Resort, a 136-
room hotel on 7 acres west of Cost-
co.

> 75 acre-feet to redevelop

existing city areas and miscella-
[EoUus USEs.

» 150 acre-feet available to oth-
er Pegpinsula jurisdictions.

» 300 acre-feet to help Cal-Am

-reduce overpumping on Lhe

Carmel River.

“The water would of necessity be
required to offset current use of the
Carmel River diversions and would
not be available for new customers,”
Pettit said.

The only way Sand City could use
water from its desalination plant for
new development, Pettit said, would
be for the city to pull out of Cal-Am’s
distribution system. That would
require the city to either buy or

_build its own tanks and pipes to

store and deliver water.

“We were hoping we wouldn’t
have to do that,” Morgan said.
“Now, we have to think about it and
see what avenues we have on water.

Maybe wait and see how the new

dam does. .. This is certainly going
to delay it for awhile.”

Plecse see Sand Oity page B3
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Jury: No

Teason to

halt dam

Cites Instances of
other U.S. communities
reguiating growth

By JUDIE MARKS
Herald Stqff Writer

BHolding batk growth is not a
valid reason to block a new Los
Padres dam, the Monterey County
grand jury concluded in its study,
released Monday, of the Monterey
Peninsula water issue.

“The, water supply issue should
stand or [all on its own merits or
weaknesses, totally removed from

. the issue of contro]]mg growth,” the
. report said, -
When that question is removed

from consideration, the report stat-

ed, “then the water problem

becomes easier to solve.”

The gra.nd jury noted that many
communities throughout the
nation, including Boulder, Colo.,
have regulated growth through
master plans that were upheld by
the courts when challenged. -

It also noted that the Monterey
Peninsula Water Management Dis-
trict considered more than 60 altet-
natives to solving the area’s water
problems before seftling on Ule plan
for a darm. :

Judy Almond, general manager of
the California-American Water Co.,
said she was encouraged that the
grand jury “recognized the need to
do something.”

The grand jury, Almond said, also
recognized that the dam would not
have deirimental effects on wine-
grape growing in the area and that

Plectse see Water page AB

Mi

Water For Us -

A Dam Rational Solution

ion ment -

We advocate building a dam and reservoir to
ensure a secure water supply for our area

. Carmel River.

. over the long term, meets all the :

" proposed by the water manegement i
dlSti’lCt and approved iﬁ’#

Water

Frompage A1

it would benefit the steelhead ﬁshery
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“Clearly we do believe the dam,
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1987
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Darby Fuerst, general manager o
the water management district, not
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{(environmenta) impact report).”- -
But Sean Flavin, a lawyer and
Cachagua Valley property owner,
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that was new, -
“They talk as Lhough nothing is
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said. We're pleased that the findings.:: milli
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Jury: No
reason to
halt dam

Cites instances of
- other U.S. communities
regulating growth

By JUDIE MARKS
Herald Stgff Witer

Holding back growth is not a
valid reason to block a new Los
Padres dam, the Monterey County
grand jury concluded in its study,
released Monday, of the Monterey
Peninsula water issue,

“The water supply issue should
stand or fall on its own merits or
weaknesses, totally removed from
the issue of controlling growth,” the
report said. . ‘ .

When that question is removed
from consideration, the report stat-
ed, “then the water problem
becomes easier to solve,”

The grand jury noted that many
communities throughout the
nation, including Boulder, Colo.,
have regulated growth through
master plans that were upheld by
the courts when challenged.

It also noted that the Monterey
Peninsula Water Management Dis-
trict considered more than 60 alter
natives to solving the area’s water
prablems before settling on ihe plan
for a dam,

Tudy Almond, general manager of
the California-American Water Co.,
said she was encouraged that the
grand jury “recognized the need to
do something.”

The grand jury, Almond said, also
recognized that the dam would not
have detrimental effects on wine-
grape growing in the area and that

Please see Water page AR

Water

Fron: page A1

it would benefit the steelhead fishery
by assuring a constant flow in the
Carmel River.

“Clearly we do believe the dam,-

over the long term, meets all the
objectives,” she said. -

The water company is seeking
state permission to go ahead with

- building the dam that originally was

proposed by the water management
district and approved by voters in
1987,

In 1995, however, the voters reject-

ed a bond issue to finance the dam. - -

' Darby Fuerst, general manager of
the water management district, not-
ed that he met with a subcommittee
of the grand jury several times.

The report, Fuerst said, “reiterates
and confirms a lot of things we have

- said. We're pleased that the findings -
. are consistent with what we conclud-

ed in the draft supplemental EIR
(environmental impact report).”

But Sean Flavin, a lawyer and
Cachagua Valley property owner,
said he didn't see much in the report
that was new. i ‘

“I'hey talk as though nothing is

being done,” Flavin said, pointing out
that the question of a dam or some
alternative solution is now before the
state Public Utilites Commission,

“There's no express train to get
you through that process,” he said.
“It will probably be a couple of years
before we have a final decision.”

Two inaccuracies in the grand jury
report were pointed out by water dis-
trict and Cal:-Am officials. . -

» The new Los Padres dam has

been designed to hold only 24,000
acrefeet of water, not the 31,000 acre-
feet mentioned in the report.

» It is the state Water Resources
Control Board that mandated reduc-
tions in the amount of water being
taken from the Carmel River, not the
state PUC.

The report points out that a new
dam would cost an estimated $127
million. That would result in an

increase of $18 a month on the typi- -

cal water customer’s bill, it said,
“‘making the district’s water perhaps
the most expensive in the state,”
Nevertheless, the grand jury
report states that the alternatives are

* likely to cost more, and concludes:

“Time is running out.”
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Grand jury’s view: Carmel Rlver has plenty
of water for thlrsty Monterey Penmsula S

| Araﬁcml shortage not the way’
to control growth jurors say

« By PAUL MILER

THE MONTEREY COUNTY., Grand
. Jury this week attempted to answer one of

the ubrqmtous «questions;about water on the
_ Peninsala: “Jf there’s .a; shortage awhy. are

hew deve]opment projects stxll bemg‘
g appfoved'?” ' ‘
. The. jurors’* answer. is that 56 water
shortage exists.
" “There is adequate water avallable from

the Carmel River to sansfy the needs of the .

area = vincluding énvironmental preserva-
tion,” the Grand Jury sald m__ its 1998
report, .

storagc capabrllty?

Many oppose a new dam — which
would cost__$12.7,miuion ~— by contending
that “if sufficient water is made available,
this in itself will increase development,”
the report says,

. But-the Grand Jury. argues that mauy.
commumues in the; United. States “which,
‘have cyirtually .unlimited : water . supplies; .
" Have. been “able:-to. ‘regulate’ their growth -

through implemhentation.of and adherence

‘to’ master [deve[opmcnt] plans - through

local control.”
Boulder, Colorado, is a good example

" according to the jurors, of a city that.has
.':;_._successfuﬂy controlled growth withiout
"~ depriving residents of ‘an’ adequate’ water

supply or any. other essentxal mun1c1pal ser-

o v1ces

* Fuerst said his agency st — and does

“We haven’t’zllocated any new water

-since 1993, éxcept for the a small aimount

for the new-cancer wing at CHOMEP”
Fuerst said. “We defer totallyto the Board.
of Supervrsors and:the various c1ty councils
for decxslon-makmg about zomng and. L per-

lmlts  fresaid.

nie-of the bi ':P_ro.]octs that’ havc baen
appioved Radtheir u"rﬁ"i'ndelaendent watér

'supply, Fuefs‘t’.sazd <Dther-~projects . are’

aunder. *oonstructionwthat» WETE - approved
years ago. cyL L lE 7

. The-Grand-Jy ury sald the publlc is under—
standat;’iy confused about the local water
srtuatlon.,

- “The probiem is, as: long as water comes i
out of ‘the. tap when ; iybu. turn it‘on, most
people aren’t going to get excited about the
water supply problem * Farina said. -

But “time is quickly running out for a

Darby Fuerst head of the Monterey :
‘eninsula Water Management District said
4L concurs with the Grand J ury ’s ﬁndmgs

“On average, ‘Ufoic ‘o
plénty of water in ‘the' -
' Carmel River for munic--
ipal uses while still’

malntalnmg minimum

stream-flow - tequire-

ments,” Fuerst said.
A former member of

i the water board, Fran

Farina,, .also agreed

. wholeheartedly that —

except in drought years

" — plenty of water flows

dowii the Carmel River

. to supply the needs of
people and the environ-

. ment.
MIPs an accurate
statement . . . we don’t

have a water shortage,”

.Farina said.

Why, then, have tens

;of thousands of Cal:Am .
“customérs been fold fo
[ reduce water use right
affer a year of record-

" breaking rainfall?

growth,

I “There” dré. Tinade-
| quate facilities to store
:enough water t0 meet
-the needs of the current
- population,” the Grand
« Jury report says.

“We have enough

water but what we lack

: ’ is the capacity to store

| it,” Farina said. _
' According to water
| officials, the

Cal-Am customers is

: about 15,000 acre-feet a:

year.

(An acre foot is-

325,850. gallons —
encugh fo cover a one-
acre area with a foot of
water.) -
And according to the
. grand jurors, “during ihe
" rainy season of 1997-
: 1998 over 100,060 acre-
! feet of water flowed into
the ocean” from the
Carmel River — enough
to supply the entire area
for more than six years.

- not want to be — in charge of  controlling

total .,

| amount of water used by~ -

k) ury. report says

But witholif a way fo’

! store some of that water

' to keep the taps running--

even during dry years,
the Grand Jury wamed
that the state could order
Cal-Am customers to

household. Such drastic

E cutbacks would make it

“virtually impossiblé for
households to
function,” the Grand
Jury wamned.

Why hasn’t some-

thing been done to awg-

ment Cal-Am’s “watert

cut their water use to.
100 gallons per day per.

.

solufion {0 the water problem,” the Grand

"~£u IS -
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i Sult over -
Sept Ranch
approval
| Thz SIERRA CLUB'
and a group calling itself
Save our Carmel Rjver:
1 filed a lawsuit in Monterey —
l County Superior Court this ° Distribute:
: week challenging Mon- 1. Almond
* terey County’s approval of Y D. Armanasco
. the September Ranch sub- L. Banka
 division. J. Bajari,
The suit alleges that thc A. Borrego
109-unit - project was i L. Dossman
| okayed without adequate ' G. Haas
i environmental review, M, Jglesias
“Stripping water from M. Lucca
. one property -so that ‘more K. Schuck
- water can be used on D. Stephenson
another property is ‘a dan- L. Silva
- gerous precedent that could L. Weiss
seriously damage agricul- Bulletin Boards

ture throughout the coun-

ty,” Fran Farina of Save our

- Carmei River said. :
+ The board of supervi-

sors approved the ranch on
. a3 -2 vote last month.

Regional - Execs
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malrze comments

Ion Carmel Rrver Dam

By TAWAARA GRIPFI

 study of.the proposed Carmel River Dam
and Reservoit Project, the Carmel City

12. v
In-a draft lcttcr ta the Monterey

‘traffic-and possible growth-inducing effects
of the new water supply made available by
the 282-foot high dam and 24 (}00 acre foot
reservoir.

Carmel Assistant Planner Chrp Reng —
who prepared the city’s response to the
idam’s'supplemental environmental impact
renort (SEIR) — called the issues relative-

imor in comparison to the overall ben-
e of the dam.

City officials are concerned about an
.estrmatad 799 acre-feet of water which
‘could be made available for development
by ‘the proposed dam. According to- the

SEIR, the dam would provide drought pIO- .

tection that could free up the addrtronal
‘water,

The city is a.skrng for thc SEIR {0

include a “detailed discussion™ of the steps

‘the water district would be required tg fol-.
low in allocatmg the addifional water for
new constriiction and remodels. )
“What we’re-concerned about is, OK, if
water is for sale, exactly whai are the
restrictions on the water?” said Carmel
Mayor Ken White. '
- Henrietta Stern, project manager for the
water management cistrict, said that before

any water can be allotted a new EIR would

be required to examine the impacts of the
799 acre-feet. A new water allocation pro-
gram would require adoption of -a formal
crdinance, Stern said.

In April, 1994, the council unanimously
' yoted to support the New Los Padres:dam
on the Carme] River. The current cotincil
has not taken a stance on the “no growth”

; 1el River Dam, which is essentrally the
4 project.

" “frye said alf zlong that I want. -water
source for lots of record, remodeling of
small homes in.town and a large reserve so
that we don’t ever have to go intd
ratnomng," White said.

| 'WITH THE Jan. 15 deadline near for
icomments on theé newest environmental

Councrl will finalize 1ts oomments on Jan

Peninsula Water Management District, the. '
{oity Taises concerns about ‘construction -

.study-the potential impact-of traffic going-,
through - Carmel — motorists - trying to

: avoid the back-up of construction trucks at

: the Carmel Valley Road arld nghway 1
! intersection.’ -

' -here “know there’s going to be'a problem, ;

“Usually when people ‘whd live -atou.
they’II shortcut-through our city instedd of ‘
taking time to follow a truck up 4 iitig
Rerig said. i

" addressed,” Stem said. “I anticipate’ we'll |
‘be evaluating different kinds of optiops. 8
-avoid ; the Carmel - Valley Road “and
-Hrghway 1 optron T
-The: city will also ‘be- askifig that ‘the -
SEIR include a detailed study of possrble
dam failure as well as a map showing what
areas could be affected by fiooding..
“We could potentially have a 24-thou-
 sand-acre-foot wall of water _traveling
down the valley,” Rerig said, - -t
" An in-depth study of the dam’s safety”

_* isn’t something that is required by the EIR,

 but would instead be addressed during'the

dam’s final design process at the-state tevel,
Stern said. The division of safety on dams
"is “much more ngorous than the typrcal .

EIR,” Stern said. .~ .
i Inthe letier to the water district, the city

: is also asking for-assurances about the pro-

' gram to prevent s sedrrnentatron in the new-

- dam.

The draft SEIR, released Nov. 13,

asserts that construction of the proposed

| dam would cause adverse impacts to traf-
* fic, air quality, noise and recreation in the
i Cachagua area.

Accordmg to the repost, the new reser-

" voir would inundate fish and wildlife habi-
tats, affecting steefhead trout and red-
i legged frogs. Cultural resources of .the
- Esselen Native American group would also
be lost or damaged.

But-loca! vintners — who sued the
iWatezr managemsnt district for an inade-
quate BIR in 1995 prompting the supple-.
mental study — would not be adversely
affected by the construction of the dam,

according to the SEIR.
While the water district drew a large
_turn-cut at its public comment review on

The crty is also’ askmg that-the SEIR . -

“While sofmea Spoke in favor of the dani;?*
~others said they still had nagging conce: =7 -
[ about 1rnpacts of the projeat, :

! ‘Esselen’ leader Tom Little Bear. Nason :

'. was concerned about the rmpact to burial

grounds and other sacred sites. “The miti-

; éatpon mea.sures recommended are not ade-

J&u‘ate “Theéy dre: too vague:. They don’t
“friclde thousands of Xears of hrstory atZ‘f";
drfferent srtes "

!

“That’ s a good questron that néeds to be 7

"the afterncon of Jan. 6, fewer than a dozen
people spoke up about the EIR.

T

Please note comment regard-
ing lots of record and
remodels. I am hearing mor
and more comments in favor
of this. We need to find a
way to separate the "no
grow" from "old" growth;
i.e., lots of record, etc.

J. Almond
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CARMEL VALLEY

Church’s Wa,ter pé.

for expansmn delayed

Wednesday sought by the First Bap-

tist Church of Carmel Valley to adda

new gym-and youth cenfer.” - -
County planning commissioners

‘delayed action untll March in order

to get more answers {0 questions

" about water for the church proje?t 2

, The church now gets.its. water-.
“from two sources — a hookup to the

-California-American Water Co. sys-

tem and a well used to n'ngate land-
~ scaping. :

With no more. Water muned.lately
available from Cal-Am’s system, the
church wants to use-its well to-serve

Hl. the two-story, 11,977 square-foot

activities center,

But representatives of the group
‘Save Qur Carmel River (SOCR) con-
tended that would increase pumping
from the well and 'spui other projects
to take the same route, to the detri-
nient of the valley’s Iumted water sup-
plies

“This is another case of the coun-
ty approvmg prOJects assuming water
is there,” ' SOCR member Patri
cia Bernar . “You're gomg to see

W ter b1 - :
iy concems OCked 2 perrmt -church represgntaf:wes saifl sing

-~ more and I0TE as. ‘the' desperation

mcreases :
: ’Iho.ugh a couiitjf

the We}l to serve the church center
would cause little or'no mcrease in
pumpmg, planning’ cormmssmners
weren't convinced.

“I feel incormifortable allowmg this -

split thing to happen,” Commissionér
Carol Lacy said; referring to the

church's plan 1o use its e}ustlng Cd-
Am connection while serving the -
" new building with its well.

Commiissiorier Robert Hernandez

' said 11: would set “a terrible prece-

dent” and could encourage more

mampulatlon of the legal nghts to
water” in the valley.

In delaying action, commissioners

- told county staffers they wanted

more information on the project’s
water use and possible effects on oth-
er water users in the area. .

- Church officials said the new gym
and activity rooms would provide
space for existing youth.programs,
withotit expanding the schedule of
activities now held on Sundays, Tues-
days and Wednesdays.
approve of thie proposal, they said.

Neighbors

1
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Council alters ‘supportive’ le_tt_er
on dam to read as. neutral

By TAMARA GRIPPI

WHILE VOTING to approve '3 com-’

mént letter on the latest environmesital
study on fhe Carmel River Dam and
Reservoir Project, the Carmel City Council

 decided Jan. 12 to make certain changes to
“neutralize” the its statement on the dam. -
Deadline- for ‘submitting cominents on-
the supplemental envircnmental -impact .

report (SEIR) to the Monterey Peninsula
Water Management District is Jan. 15,

During its meeting, the council deleted a

paragraph near the end of the city’s pro-

~ posed comment letter asserting that “the

city is pleased that the proposed Carmel
River Dam_and  Reservoir Project. will
develop a legal long-term water supply and
provide adequate drought protection for
=xisting citizens of the Monterey
Jeninsula.”

The scrapped paragraph also included
statements asserting “the city is also
pleased that the proposal will restore a con-.
stant streamflow in the Carmel River envi-
ronment. This benefits fish, vegetation,
riparian habitats, as well as the overall aes-
thetic quality of region.”

Some council members
argued that the scrapped
paragraph implied that the

. city officially supported the

dam-project.

““1t seems a little simplis-
tic,” said Carmel <City
Councilwoman  Barbara
Livingston. “But there are
ne guarantees. Does the city
council really believe "all
that?” '

While the current city
council has. not taken an
official stance on the dam,
the 1994 council wvoted
unanimously to support the
Los Padres Dam, which
was cssentially the same
project. ‘

Livingston, who vated to
upport the dam in 1994,
told the council, “I have to.
tell you how much I regret
that vote. T chalk it up to
political naiveté.”

A

January 15, 1999

Other councrl members didn’t see. a'-',
need to change the letter, arguing that its
messages made sense. “I would not change ‘

a word,” said Carmel C;ty Councrlwoman
Paula Hazdovac. -

~ Hazdovac ultimately voted with the rest .
~-of the council to approve the letter with the -

chan ges.

troned whether the city’s proposed Tetter

- was sending the wrong message. “I’m very

concerned about the next-to-last para-
graph * said Linda Anderson. “In my opin-
ion, that can oniy be read as 2 statement of
total support for a 24,000- acre-foot dam on.
the Carme! River.” :

Council members were. careful to add %

paragraph at the beginning of the letter

explaining that the council hasn’t taken an
official stance on the dam since 1994,
. The council also voted to include a

- request for analysis of how the dam wouid

affect the sand at the mouth of the river.
The city’s letter — written by Carmel
Assistant Planner Chip Rerig — dsks that
the supplemental environmental impact
report include more information about 799

acre-feet of water which could be made

available for development by the proposed -

dam and how that water would be distrib-
‘uted.

The city’s. Ietter 2lso asks that the SEIR. '

study the potential 1mpact of traffic gomg-

through Carmel — motorists trying to
- avoid the back-up of construction trucks at

the Carmel Valley Road and Highway 17

intersection.

“-Some speakers at the meetmg also ques- -

PAGE NO. 1
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walter supply, Cal-Am’s proposed
project will not do this.

Hancy Isakson
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Same dindam

£ Edltor‘ﬂ :Jﬂ ..t b

-+, other than & dam. They’reﬁcheaper:rfaster' A

, " which, will.p
! and Tegal Jots'of reco

Water Management District. At ,s sulI the

safne.datm that the-voters rejected in'95;:: -
its description &s no growth is false
- -CAWSEwants to résolvethe-. : -

" Peninsula’s water problems: by means;

}._:and mll nqt declmate Ca

_Panaiysm of; alternatlves
flawed because:-,:, -
e Each of the- detazled aitematwe -
_packages include a blg desal plant,_ 5

drwmg 1p costs:A smaller desal p]ant,

- wasn’t.even Tooked at, .
o Cal-Am’s desal costs are mmleadmg
because they were jacked up 25 t0 50%

7 _above actual 1998 capltal and operatmg :
. costdata.”-

K Cal-Am ),ed unportatmn of water ﬂom

- the Central Valiey 10 unnecessary .
artificial constramts This highly viable
alternative was-examined in'a ost '
CUrsory manner.
» Cal-Am cites many. nckety reasons
why they did not apply for additional
water rights from the State Water .
Resources Control Board rather than " -
vigorously applying for such rights just
like the state board said they-could..” -

The adverse construction traffic

impacts have been grievously :
understated by Cal-Am. Not only the
proposed Cal-Am dam project but. the
proposed San Clemente Dam retrofit
project and the Hatton Canyon project
may all go forward at the same time. No

“analysis of the combined traffic
occurred. Ten year old traffic data was
used as well. The shortened Cal-Am
project will add massive amounts of

. heavy constructioni traffic on Highway 1 .

and Carme! Valley Road all day, each _
day, for 6 days a week. Traffic jams will
e unprécedented. Maybe that’s justto -
soften us up for the growth and u*afﬁc to
~ follow. :
. CAWS
John Brennan and Charity Crane

TheSun - DATED _January 21, 1988 PAGE NO.
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Preferable water solutzons
;.Dear Editor; -
" Two: weeks an amcle by Judy Almond
. .the ‘new manager of Cal-Am_ Water
‘Company in Monterey, entitled. “First
“Person,” was publxshed in the Pine Cone
As Ms! Almond 15 a newcomer to this area,
‘and in spite of the fact she has been a paid:’
employee of Cal-Am for 21 years, 1 will-
' assume she is uninformed when she statés
. Cal-Ani has a commitment: to the environ-
‘g-‘ment and. i i8 unaware of thelr awful record i
N 'J A
- here. Ms. Almonds gently endorses the dam ‘
- project, and dénies alternatives are prefer-
able along the lines of -the Cal-Am,
Monterey Peninsula Water Management
District hype we' have been fed unsuccess-
fully for years. .
. Certainly she is umnformed if she thlnks
the-SEIR for the propased Los Padres dam
" preject is an honest or accurate document.
It neither describes .the project area the
severe adverse impacts of the pro_]ect with
any aftempt at acCuracy.
) Ms. Almond is correct when she states
- the dam project has created a deep division”

in the community. Those who have studied - Distritute:
the. project realize there are serious impacts 1. Almend

- affecting the surrounding countryside, D. Armanasco
roads and tommunities. Those who have L. Banka
not yell “just build it.” Those who care real- _ J. Bajari
ize the community in Cachagua where the - ' A. Borrego
project is proposed will suffer from envi- || L. Dossman
ronmental desecration, health hazards, ’ ' |l G, Haas
blasting, smoke, dust, traffic, loss of peace- M. Iglesias
and-quiet and property values for the bene- M. Lucca
fit of Cal-Am Water Company and develop- . K. Schuck
ment in town. Cachagua residents would D. Stephenson
derive no benefit from the dam. Is this a . L. Sihia
democracy we live in or a dictatorship run ) L. We}ss
by corporate money? . : ]3ull.e{111 Boards

Believe me, by the time a dam is buil n{f Regional - Execs

ever) it will have gone through numerous ‘ Cali Center

tawsuits including a question of the legality

- of destruclion of an entire community,

Alternalives are a much preferable solution

lo the area’s water problerns, and caa be
built much fasler than a dam!

Charity Crane
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: Ser\nce (NMFS) has'c comc out’ agamst
"~ the pmject

o gina lettcr to the Montercy Pemnsula

& Water Management District, which is

-serving as the lead agency-for the supple-

" miental environmental study, NMFS
Supervisor Patrick Rutten of the
Protected Resources Division writes
that, “[the dam] will not improve habitat
nearly as much as the [draft environmen-
tal impact report] claims and the project
has potential to cause serious problems,
many of which are uncertain and diffi-

. cultto predict or foresse, We need to .

* caution all those involved that the pro-

jected water yield likely will not be as

large as predicted and that project water’

rights will be junior to environmental

impacts that are likely to be more

| “adverse than predicted.” :

i Theletter also calls into question the

. ability to successfully move steelhead -
trout around and above the dam.
- “While the letter doesn’t say you can’t -
build the dam, it creates a hurdle for the
dam that may be insurmountable,” said
Sierra Club Ventana Chapter Chair.
Gillian Taylor in a prepared statement.
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RE ARE 259,999,99
. WHERE THIS CAJ

Pebbic Beach Campany 3s the
Montarey Peninaula's fap kntfer recucler

Qur breking $34 million in
Facility bonds built the wastewaier
reclemation plant, recycling morz
than 260 million gallana in 1997,

We'rc glad to vac some of this
s.wings‘ at our pr;:pcrty. but the
mayority will always be there for
others. Our new plans e far fear

waler than maximum zoring allows.

“WATER 18
TOO IMPORTANT TO
ONLY USE CNCE.”

Tt Hortan, Vice PresiBent, Retsnree
Management, Pebble Bearb Company

REVISED PERBLE BEACH

- PROJECT PROPOSAL

*Reduee Dority 65%—216 homes and
a golf courae innlead of 889 homen that

maximum zoning new allows,

" *Recyelcd Water on New Golf Couraem

mandatary reclrimed water, ol drinking
wter, for nearly aH erigation,
s New Water Rights for xnything we

build. Wz munt live within our current

"wader righta just ike you da, Perind,

“Desalination Plant and Stapage—
financed by us 10 benefit the eniire
cammunity, This means even leas
drinking warer sansumed by o and
stbers—and mare sater available for

Peninanls residents,

Trteligent water use i cae gooi rcason the Dl Afonte Forsst Property Gunses Boar endsrots onr plan,
V%% bape you will join our viion far the fature, We think ith the right thing te do. For everyone,

=%

Pebble Beach Compa.njr
Protecting nature makes good scnse.

www.pehblebeach.cam
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Economist warns
of end to expansion

" Biannual conference
touches on local, state
and national economies

By ALBERY . BAGCIORINI -
Herald Business Editor

California’s chief economist says
he's looking at the outlook for the next
year and a half with “trepidation.”

“It's scary,” said Ted. Gilbison, chief
economist for the stite Finance
Department. The international reces-
sion, an overvalued stock market, the
Year 2000 problem and the possibility.
of higher interest rates could finally

~ bring an end to the country’s longest
. peacetime expansion. :

Gibson and other speakers dis-
“cussed the economy and the forecast
for Monterey County at a conference
of about 100 people Wednesday at the
Inn at Spanish Bay. The hiannual con-
ference is organized by Stephen A.

Economy

From page D1

Nukes & Assodates a San Iilis Obis-

po consulting firm.
. The conference, said county Super
visor Edith J ohnsen, isareportcard.”

It enables people to look for trends, .
frame issues and meet the challenges

‘of the day. .

Johnsen noted that the county suf-
fers an increasing imbalance between
where people live and work, creafing
traffic and other problems. “People
want to worl,” she said, “and they'll go
where the jobs are.”

Gibson said “the U.S. and Western
Europe are doing fine, but it's hard to

find anofher part of the world not in ~

recession.”

The Japanese recession will likely
continue, he sald, the rest of Asia can’t
recover without Japan, and China

_could fall into recession too. The Latin
American recession could spread,
causing Mexico, which has become

the United States' No. 1 export mar

for job and population growth,

" increases in retail sales and tourism

fornia is seeing good job growth and '
commercial construction, but we're

“not building the housmg to take
care of the job growth.”

Only 127,000 new housing units
were built last year, compared to an
annual rate of 200,000 in the late
1980s, he said.

There are still pains to be made in
high technology, Gibson said, and
there is still 2 ready pool of labor in
Southern California and the Central
Valley.

Lack of water and infrastructure
continue as problems for Monterey
County, said conference organizer
Nukes.

For the next two years, the trends

will continue upward, -
Nukes’ other ob§ervaliops includ-

» Agriculture and tourism, the
county’s biggest industries, will fluc--
tuate due to weather, demand ‘and
the economy.

» The county, “starved” for retail
outlets, has been satisfied with the
expansion of stores in Seaside, Sand
City and North Salinas. The new Sali-
nas auto mall is expected to win back
husiness now going to Gilroy:

» Some of the retail expansion
has aided the construction business,
which is also beneﬁtmg from the
expansion of the wine' industry in -
South County.

ket, to collapse. . -

‘Stock market valuations compare fo
those of 1928-29, just before the Great
Depression, Gibson said, Americans
aren't saving money and consumer
spending, which drives two-thirds of
the economy, is being fueled by gains

in the stock market. . o
If corporate profits are disappointing
‘in 1999, Gibson said, “the market

could react wildly.”

Gibson had his own take on Feder-
al Reserve Board Chairman Alan
Greenspan's comments fo.the House
‘Ways and Means Commitiee earlier
Wednesday. Greenspan suggested
stock prices are too high compared to
corporate profit growth.

Gibson saw the “implied threat” of

‘higher interest rates, which would

bring about a stock market correction.
On the plus side, Gibson said, Cali-
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 Congratulations
Peninsula Residenis-

Together We Reached Our
1998 Conservation Goals!

our hard work conserving ‘water

during 1998 paid off. Together,
we were able 1o stay within our
reduced allotment of water from the
State Water Rescurces Control Board in
1998, Until we find a long-term
solution for our water supply, we will
centinue to work together on a
vigorous conservation program.

“Thanks to your efforts . As you are well aware, Cal-Am has
we were successful in been working harl to conserve water
1998. Let's keep up  during the last couple of years and has
the good work.” been reaching out to the community to
implement conservation measures
mandated by an order from the State
Water Resources Control Board, The
goal was ambitious, but in 1998 we
macie it together. We can't rest on our laurels... . WE MUST KEEP
UP THE GOOD WORK! Remember, the manclatory conservation
measures are still in effect. :

Judith L, Almond
Manager

Water conservation 1s just one way Cal-Am works with you
. to protect our natural resources.

www. Calamwater.com
monterey@calamwater.com

(831) 646-3200

% California-American Water Company ((%

Penimsulat's parimer in protecting the environoment since 1882 =y

“Use Water
Wisely”
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