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GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Executive Summary

Executive Summary

Introduction

Integrated regional water management (IRWM) is an approach to water resource management in
California that is being strongly promoted by the State as a way to increase regional self-sufficiency.
IRWM offers an approach for managing the uncertainties that lie ahead, particularly in light of climate
change. The IRWM planning process brings together water and natural resource managers, along with
other community stakeholders, to collaboratively plan for and ensure the region’s continued water supply
reliability, improved water quality, flood management, and healthy functioning ecosystems—allowing for
creative new solutions and greater efficiencies. This IRWM Plan has been developed for the Greater
Monterey County IRWM region to fulfill the goals of IRWM planning in this region and to provide
eligibility for State IRWM grant funds.

Section A: Governance

The Greater Monterey County Regional Water Management Group (RWMG) is the group responsible for
development of this IRWM Plan. The Greater Monterey County RWMG consists of 18 organizations
including government agencies, nonprofit organizations, educational organizations, water service
districts, private water companies, and organizations representing agricultural, environmental, and
community interests:

* Big Sur Land Trust

» California State University Monterey Bay

= California Water Service Company

»  Castroville Community Services District

= City of Salinas

= City of Soledad

= Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine Research Reserve
* Environmental Justice Coalition for Water

= Marina Coast Water District

* Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary

*  Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office
=  Monterey County Resource Management Agency

= Monterey County Water Resources Agency

=  Monterey One Water

* Moss Landing Marine Laboratories

= Resource Conservation District of Monterey County
» Rural Community Assistance Corporation

= San Jerardo Cooperative, Inc.

Members of the RWMG have entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to acknowledge
cooperative efforts in the planning region and to form an institutional structure to develop and implement
an IRWM Plan. The IRWM Plan is intended to be a long-term planning document with a minimum 20-
year planning horizon. As such, the Plan will need to undergo periodic updates and revisions to reflect
changing conditions. RWMG membership and governance processes may evolve over time.
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Section B: Greater Monterey County Region Description

The Greater Monterey County IRWM region lies entirely within the Central Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board district and is part of the IRWM Central Coast Funding Area. Adjacent IRWM
regions include:

= Pajaro River Watershed IRWM region

*  Monterey Peninsula, Carmel Bay, and South Monterey Bay IRWM region

= San Luis Obispo County IRWM region

Together these four regions, plus the Northern Santa Cruz County and the Santa Barbara County IRWM
regions, form the Central Coast IRWM Funding Area.

The Greater Monterey County IRWM region
includes the entirety of Monterey County
exclusive of the Pajaro River Watershed
IRWM region and the Monterey Peninsula,
Carmel Bay, and South Monterey Bay
IRWM region established under Proposition
50. The Greater Monterey County IRWM
region also includes a small portion of San
Benito County where the Salinas River

watershed extends outside of Monterey Ware Sanchary Soundary
County. Generally, the region includes the
entire Salinas River watershed north of the
San Luis Obispo County line, all of the

Gabilan and Bolsa Nueva watersheds in the N
northern part of the county, and all of the qu,
coastal watersheds of the Big Sur coastal "
region within Monterey County. °

O

L

Areas within Monterey County that are not
represented in this IRWM Plan (but that are
. : . Central Coast IRWMP Regions
represepted in other IRWM Plans) 1nclud§. N B Greer ontrey Coumy —— oacs
the Pajaro River watershed, represented in [ T [] Monterey Peninsula, Camel RWQCB 3 boundary

the Pajaro River Watershed IRWM Plan; and o216, 2008 I o St Oz Gty D‘V;;'"‘Vl =
the Carmel River watershed, the San Jose N P £ stind

. . 0 15 30 60 Miles - $San Luis Obispo County
Creek watershed, areas overlying the Seaside e [ sarta Barbara County
Groundwater Basin, and all areas within the
Monterey Peninsula Water Management District jurisdictional boundary (including the Monterey
Peninsula cities of Carmel-by-the-Sea, Del Rey Oaks, Pacific Grove, Monterey, Sand City, and Seaside),
which are represented in the Monterey Peninsula, Carmel Bay, and South Monterey Bay IRWM Plan.

This chapter provides an overview of the watersheds, significant environmental resources, and water
systems in the region, including surface waters, groundwater, reclaimed water, desalination, floodwater,
and water supply infrastructure. These systems are integrally interconnected. The Greater Monterey
County IRWM region receives no “imported” water, that is, no water from the State Water Project or
from any other water source imported from outside of its boundaries (except for water from the Salinas
River, which flows naturally from San Luis Obispo County). Therefore, maintaining the region’s water
systems is absolutely critical for ensuring the health, prosperity, and long-term sustainability of local
communities in the region.
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The Greater Monterey County IRWM region includes six major watersheds (or portions thereof). The
Salinas River watershed is by far the largest watershed in the region, encompassing an area of
approximately 3,950 square miles within Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties. The significant
surface waters of the Greater Monterey County IRWM region include the Salinas River in the Salinas
Valley and its tributaries, the largest of which are the Arroyo Seco, San Antonio, and Nacimiento Rivers;
the San Antonio and Nacimiento Reservoirs; the numerous rivers originating in the Santa Lucia
Mountains along the Big Sur coast; Elkhorn Slough and Moro Cojo Slough; Monterey Bay, and the
coastal waters of the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. The Nacimiento and San Antonio
Reservoirs are considered the most prominent elements of the region’s water infrastructure. The
Nacimiento Reservoir yields on average about 62 percent of the total water in the Salinas River system,
while the San Antonio Reservoir yields on average about 13 percent of the total water in the Salinas River
system.

Groundwater is the main source of water for most water users in the planning region with the exception of
residents along the Big Sur coast, who depend entirely on surface water and shallow wells for their water
supply, and of residents in an area near Greenfield in the Salinas Valley, who have a diversion from the
Arroyo Seco River. The largest groundwater basin in the planning region is the Salinas Valley
Groundwater Basin. The basin consists of one large hydrologic unit comprised of eight sub-basins.
According to the 2015 MCWRA Ground Water Extraction Data Summary Report, total groundwater
pumping from the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin in the 2015 reporting year was 514,714 acre feet
(AF). Agricultural pumping accounted for 93 percent of total groundwater pumping and urban uses
accounted for the remaining 7 percent of the reported extractions. Groundwater recharge in the Salinas
Valley is principally from infiltration from the Salinas River, Arroyo Seco, and to a much less extent,
other tributaries to the Salinas River, and from deep percolation of rainfall. It is estimated that stream
recharge accounts for approximately half of the total basin recharge.

The chapter also describes internal boundaries within the Greater Monterey County region, including
political boundaries; service areas of individual water, wastewater, and flood control districts; and service
areas of land use agencies. The Greater Monterey County IRWM region includes six incorporated cities,
which comprise 69 percent of the region’s population: Salinas, Soledad, Marina, Greenfield, King City,
and Gonzales. Unincorporated communities include: Prunedale, Castroville, and the significantly smaller
communities of Moss Landing, Las Lomas, Spreckels, Chualar, San Lucas, San Ardo, Lockwood,
Bradley, and Parkfield. Along the Big Sur coast, unincorporated communities include: Big Sur, Lucia,
and Gorda. Military areas in the region include Fort Hunter Liggett, a United States Army Reserve
command post encompassing 165,000 acres on the eastern side of the Santa Lucia Mountains, and Camp
Roberts, a National Guard training base located in southern Monterey County and northern San Luis
Obispo County, encompassing approximately 17,000 acres within Monterey County.

Water supply in the region is managed by several agencies, both public and private. Monterey County
Water Resource Agency (MCWRA), formed in 1947, is the primary water management agency for
Monterey County and is responsible for managing, protecting, and enhancing water supply and water
quality, as well as providing flood protection, in the County.

Major water suppliers in the region include California Water Service Company, California American
Water Company, Alco Water Service Company, Marina Coast Water District, Castroville Community
Services District, and the municipalities of Gonzales, Greenfield, Soledad, and King City. The U.S. Army
and California State Parks supply water for use on their properties. The majority of residents and
businesses in the Big Sur coastal region obtain water from private wells and springs.

The Water Supply and Water Demand section describes historic land use, population, and water use
trends in the region, and projected water demand over a 25-year planning horizon based on projected land
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use and population trends. Most of the urban development in the region has occurred in the cities of
Salinas, Soledad, Gonzales, Greenfield, and King City. Over the next 20 years, population in the Big Sur
coastal region is expected to remain relatively stable; however, continuous growth is expected in the cities
of Gonzales, Greenfield, Salinas, King City, and Soledad.

The primary land use in Monterey County is agriculture, representing about 56 percent of the total land
area and occupying more than 1.4 million acres of land. The second largest land use consists of public and
quasi-public uses (such as parks, recreational, community, and military facilities), comprising about 23
percent of the total land area. Only 5 percent of the county has been developed with residential, industrial,
and commercial uses.

Water use in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin has significantly outpaced water supply over the past
several decades, resulting in overextraction and seawater intrusion. Conditions are expected to improve
somewhat by 2030, at least in terms of basin overdraft. However, seawater intrusion is expected to
worsen, particularly with increasing impacts of climate change. The IRWM Plan promotes projects that
address specific infrastructure needs as well as overall water supply reliability for the region.

The chapter also describes current water quality conditions in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region
for surface and groundwater, regional water quality goals and objectives, and current efforts to protect
and improve water quality in the IRWM planning region. The quality of surface waters in the region is
greatly influenced by land use practices. Primary causes of pollutants to surface waters include urban
runoff, agricultural runoff, erosion and sedimentation, and septic systems. Erosion is a widespread
problem in Monterey County. Two major water quality problems affecting the Salinas Valley
Groundwater Basin are nitrate contamination and seawater intrusion. Nitrate contamination is due
primarily to use of nitrogen-based synthetic fertilizers for irrigated agriculture, and commonly occurs in
the unconfined and semi-confined aquifers that underlie areas of intense agricultural activity. Seawater
intrusion was first observed in a few wells in the Castroville area in 1932. As of 2017, seawater has
intruded approximately 7.5 miles inland in the 180-Foot Aquifer and 4.5 miles inland in the 400-Foot
Aquifer. As a result of seawater intrusion, urban and agricultural supply wells have been abandoned,
destroyed, and relocated.

Within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, 31 water bodies have been determined by the
RWQCB to be impaired under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act. The water bodies in the lower
Salinas Valley have some of the worst pollutant impairments on the Central Coast. The Lower Salinas
River has the most pollutant impairments identified on the 303(d) list of any other water body on the
Central Coast, with 19 impairments.

Section C: Flood Management

This chapter describes the current framework for flood management in the Greater Monterey County
IRWM region and identifies the potential for integrated flood management. Historic records from 1911-
2007 show flooding and flood damage to have occurred on a fairly regular basis (every few years) within
Monterey County. The agency with primary responsibility for floodplain management in Monterey
County is the Monterey County Water Resources Agency (MCWRA). Flood control also falls under the
authority of municipalities throughout the region, which are responsible for storm drain maintenance and
surface water disposal. The Nacimiento and San Antonio Dams, constructed in 1957 and 1967
respectively, dams were constructed to control floodwaters and to release water into the Salinas River for
percolation to underground aquifers throughout the summer.
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Section D: Goals and Objectives

This chapter includes a description of the process for identifying the goals and objectives for the Greater
Monterey County IRWM planning region, the list of approved goals and objectives, a matrix used to
measure progress toward achieving each of the objectives, and an explanation of why the Greater
Monterey County RWMG chose not to prioritize objectives. Below are the goals and objectives for this
IRWM Plan:

WATER SUPPLY Goal: Improve water supply reliability and protect groundwater and surface water
supplies.

WATER SUPPLY Objectives:

Increase groundwater recharge and protect groundwater recharge areas.

Optimize the use of groundwater storage with infrastructure enhancements and improved
operational techniques.

Increase and optimize water storage and conveyance capacity through construction, repair,
replacement, and augmentation of infrastructure.

Diversify water supply sources, including but not limited to the use of recycled water.

Maximize water conservation programs.

Capture and manage stormwater runoff.

Optimize conjunctive use where appropriate.

Support research and monitoring to better understand identified water supply needs.

Support the creation of water supply certainties for local production of agricultural products.
Promote public education about water supply issues and needs.

Promote planning efforts to provide emergency drinking water to communities in the region in
the event of a disaster.

WATER QUALITY Goal: Protect and improve surface, groundwater, estuarine, and coastal water
quality, and ensure the provision of high-quality, potable, affordable drinking water for all communities
in the region.

WATER QUALITY Objectives:

Promote practices necessary to meet, or where practicable, exceed all applicable water quality
regulatory standards (for drinking water, surface and groundwater quality).

Promote projects to prevent seawater intrusion.

Incorporate or promote principles of low impact development where feasible, appropriate, and
cost effective.

Protect surface waters and groundwater basins from contamination and the threat of
contamination.

Support research and pilot projects for the co-management of food safety and water quality
protection.

Improve septic systems, sewer system infrastructure, wastewater treatment systems, and manure
management programs to prevent water quality contamination.

Support research and other efforts on salinity management.

Support monitoring to better understand major sources of erosion, and implement a
comprehensive erosion control program.

Promote programs and projects to reduce the quantity and improve the quality of urban and
agricultural runoff and/or mitigate their effects in surface waters, groundwater, and the marine
environment.
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Promote regional monitoring and analysis to better understand water quality conditions.

Support research and utilization of emerging technologies (enzymes, etc.) to develop effective
water pollution prevention and mitigation measures, and source tracking.

Promote public education about water quality issues and needs.

FLOOD PROTECTION AND FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT Goal: Develop, fund, and
implement integrated watershed approaches to flood management through collaborative and community
supported processes.

FLOOD PROTECTION AND FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT Objectives:

Promote projects and practices to protect infrastructure and property from flood damage.

Improve flood management infrastructure and operational techniques/strategies.

Implement flood management projects that provide multiple benefits such as public safety,
habitat protection, recreation, agriculture, and economic development.

Develop and implement projects to protect, restore, and enhance the natural ecological and
hydrological functions of rivers, creeks, streams, and their floodplains.

Support research and monitoring efforts to understand the effects of flooding on transport and
persistence of pathogens in food crop production areas.

Support management of flood waters so that they do not contaminate fresh produce in the field.
Promote public education about local flood management issues and needs.

ENVIRONMENT Goal: Protect, enhance, and restore the region’s ecological resources while
respecting the rights of private property owners.

ENVIRONMENT Objectives:

Support science-based projects to protect, improve, enhance, and/or restore the region’s
ecological resources, while providing opportunities for public access and recreation where
appropriate.

Protect and enhance state and federally listed species and their habitats.

Minimize adverse environmental impacts of water resource management projects.

Support applied research and monitoring to better understand environmental conditions,
environmental water needs, and the impacts of water-related projects on environmental resources.
Implement fish-friendly stream and river corridor restoration projects.

Reduce adverse impacts of sedimentation into streams, particularly from roads and non-point
sources.

Promote efforts to prevent, control, reduce, and/or eradicate high priority invasive species.
Promote native drought-tolerant plantings in municipal and residential landscaping.

Consider opportunities to purchase fee title or conservation easements on lands from willing
sellers that provide integrated water resource management benefits. Ensure adequate funding and
infrastructure to manage properties and/or monitor easements.

Support research and monitoring efforts to understand the effects of wildfire events on water
resources.

REGIONAL COMMUNICATION AND COOPERATION Goal: Promote regional communication,
cooperation, and education regarding water resource management.

REGIONAL COMMUNICATION AND COOPERATION Objectives:

Facilitate dialogue and reduce inconsistencies in water management strategies/regulations
between local, regional, state, and federal entities.
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Promote dialogue between federal and state regulators and small water system managers to
facilitate water quality regulation compliance.

Foster collaboration between regional entities to minimize and resolve potential conflicts and to
obtain support for responsible water supply solutions and improved water quality.

Build relationships with federal, state, and local regulatory agencies and other water agencies to
facilitate the permitting, planning, and implementation of water-related projects.

Increase stakeholder input and public education about the need, complexity, and cost of
strategies, programs, plans, and projects to improve water supply, water quality, flood
management, coastal conservation, and environmental protection.

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES Goal: Ensure the provision of high-quality, potable, affordable
water and healthy conditions for disadvantaged communities (DACs).

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES Objectives:

Seek funding opportunities to ensure all communities have a water system with adequate, safe,
high-quality drinking water.

Seek funding opportunities to ensure all communities have adequate wastewater treatment.
Ensure that DACs are adequately protected from flooding and the impacts of poor surface and
groundwater quality.

Provide support for the participation of DACs in the development, implementation, monitoring,
and long-term maintenance of water resource management projects.

Promote public education in DACs about water resource protection, pollution prevention,
conservation, water quality, and watershed health.

CLIMATE CHANGE Goal: Adapt the region’s water management approach to deal with impacts of
climate change using science-based approaches, and minimize the regional causal effects.

CLIMATE CHANGE Objectives:

Plan for potential impacts of future climate change.

Support increased monitoring and research to obtain greater understanding of long-term impacts
of climate change in the Greater Monterey County region.

Support efforts to research alternative energy and to diversify energy sources appropriate for the
region.

Seek long-term solutions to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) producing energy use.

Seek long-term solutions to maintain and protect existing pristine natural resources from the
impacts of climate change.

Support research and/or implementation of land-based efforts such as carbon-sequestration on
working lands and wildlands in the Greater Monterey County region.

Promote public education about impacts of climate change, particularly as it relates to water
resource management in the Greater Monterey County region.

Section E: Resource Management Strategies

The IRWM Program requires RWMGs to consider certain resource management strategies for potential
use in their regions and for possible inclusion in their IRWM Plans. This chapter describes the 40 regional
water management strategies chosen for the IRWM Plan.
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Section F: Project Review Process

All projects submitted for inclusion in the IRWM Plan must undergo a thorough review process before
they can be formally adopted into the Plan. With each new project solicitation for the IRWM Plan, a
Project Review Committee, comprised of RWMG members, is convened to review each of the projects.
The result of the project review process is a ranked project list, vetted and approved by the RWMG. Table
F-1 shows the categories and the maximum number of points that a project can achieve per the project
prioritization process:

Table F-1: Project Ranking - Summary of Points

Maximum
Potential
Criteria Explanation of Scoring Points
Addresses Goals and Objectives For each goal category (there are 7 goals): 28

4 = strongly addresses that goal category
2 = moderately addresses

0 = slightly addresses or does not address
Addresses RMS 4 points = 11 or more RMS 4
2 points =5 — 10 RMS
0 points =0 — 4 RMS

Contributes to climate change 2 points = fully addresses 2
adaptation 1 point = partially addresses

0 points = inadequate consideration
Contributes to reduction in GHG 2 points = fully addresses 2
emissions, compared with project 1 point = partially addresses
alternatives 0 points = inadequate consideration
TOTAL 36

Section G: Projects

This chapter provides, as an example, the list of projects included in the IRWM Plan through 2012. The
most current Project List is posted on the website: www.greatermontereyirwmp.org/projects.

Section H: Impacts and Benefits

This chapter describes the anticipated benefits and potential impacts that will result from the
implementation of this IRWM Plan, both on a project-specific level and in terms of how the projects will
help achieve regional goals. The chapter includes detailed tables that summarize the impacts and benefits
anticipated from each of the IRWM Plan projects, as described by the project proponents themselves.

Section I: Integration
The intent of the Integration standard in the IRWM Program Guidelines is to ensure that RWMGs

intentionally create a system where integration can occur. This section discusses three types of
integration: 1) stakeholder/institutional integration, 2) resource integration, and 3) project integration.
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Section J: Plan Performance and Monitoring

This chapter describes the process for tracking progress toward meeting IRWM Plan objectives. Project
implementation is tracked using the “Conservation Action Tracker” database, a data system for tracking
land-use management improvements in the Central Coast region.

Section K: Data Management

The Data Management chapter describes how data from IRWM-funded projects is stored, validated, and
shared in the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region. The intent and design of the Greater
Monterey County IRWM Plan data management system focuses on a localized approach to data
collection and management with uploading of data into statewide databases.

Section L: Finance

This chapter summarizes the anticipated and potential sources of funding to support the projects and
programs included in the IRWM Plan, and describes how the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning
process will continue to be supported into the future.

Section M: Technical Analysis

This IRWM Plan was developed almost entirely from existing plans, reports, and studies. This chapter
describes the technical information, methods, and analyses used by the RWMG for developing this Plan.

Section N: Relation to Local Water Planning

This chapter describes how the IRWM Plan incorporates local water plans, including: groundwater
management plans and studies, urban water management plans, flood management plans, watershed
management plans, storm water management plans, emergency response and disaster plans, county and
city general plans, and other local plans related to water resource management.

Section O: Relation to Local Land Use Planning

The effort to link land use decisions and water management decisions remains an area of challenge in the
Greater Monterey County IRWM region as it does in many other regions of the state. This chapter
provides examples of how water resource managers currently communicate with land use planners in the
Greater Monterey County IRWM region, and provides suggestions for improving coordination.

Section P: Stakeholder Involvement

The Stakeholder Involvement chapter describes the protocols used for stakeholder involvement in the
Greater Monterey County IRWM region, including the process used to identify stakeholders, the process
used to communicate with stakeholders, special outreach to disadvantaged communities and Native
American tribes, and how stakeholders can participate in the IRWM planning process.

Special effort has been made to encourage the participation of disadvantaged communities (DACs) in the
Greater Monterey County IRWM planning process and to ensure that their water resource needs are
considered and addressed. DACs are defined as communities with annual median household incomes
(MHI) that are less than 80 percent of the statewide MHI (the California MHI was $61,818 in 2015,
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according to the American Community Survey [ACS]). Based on 2015 ACS data, eight US Census places
within the IRWM region are defined as disadvantaged, along with numerous census tracts and block
groups. In all, 36 percent of the population within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region is defined
as being disadvantaged, according to 2015 ACS data at the block group level. The chapter describes
recent efforts on the part of the RWMG to identify DACs in the planning region and evaluate their
drinking water and wastewater needs.

Section Q: Coordination

The intent of the Coordination standard in the IRWM Program Guidelines is to ensure that RWMGs
coordinate their activities with local agencies and stakeholders; are aware of adjacent planning efforts and
are coordinating with adjacent RWMGs; and are aware of state, federal, and local agency resources and
roles in the implementation of their plans and projects. This chapter describes how the IRWM planning
effort in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region addresses that standard.

Section R: Climate Change

The intent of the Climate Change standard in the IRWM Program Guidelines is to ensure that IRWM
Plans describe, consider, and address the effects of climate change on their regions and disclose, consider,
and reduce when possible greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions when developing and implementing projects.
This chapter describes the anticipated impacts of climate change for the Greater Monterey County region,
including a vulnerability analysis and risk assessment, and offers preliminary adaptation measures and
climate change mitigation and GHG reduction strategies for the planning region. These strategies will be
refined as more climate change data, and more refined analysis tools, become available.

The chapter summarizes potential vulnerabilities in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region due to
climate change impacts, which include (among others) higher temperatures, changes in rainfall patterns,
higher flow rates leading to increased erosion and flooding, more frequent and more severe droughts, sea
level rise, increased coastal erosion, increased coastal inundation, and increased seawater intrusion. The
RWMG conducted an initial climate impact risk assessment to help water resource managers evaluate
these risks and to consider potential adaptation measures. The climate risk analyses and priority impact
assessment indicate the following climate risks to be top priority for the RWMG and other water
managers in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region for considering how to adapt the region’s water
management systems for climate change impacts:

»  Decreased water supply due to changes in precipitation, more frequent and severe droughts,
increased surface and groundwater consumption, and increased seawater intrusion (due to sea
level rise affecting coastal aquifers).

» Increased flooding and erosion of creeks and rivers due to more intense storm events (higher
river flow rates), and overburdening of conveyance systems, levees, and culverts.

= Coastal inundation of urban development and other land uses, and impacts to river and
wetland ecosystems due to changes in rainfall patterns, storm intensity, storm surges (due to
increased storm intensity) and sea level rise.

The chapter provides an initial adaptation strategy for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region,
discusses the region’s adaptive capacity, and describes possible strategies to reduce vulnerabilities,
including specific assets that lie within various future climate hazard zones according to climate scenarios
for the years 2018-2030, 2030-2060, and 2060-2100. The chapter also discusses greenhouse gas
emissions reduction strategies.

ES-10



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Introduction

Introduction

Integrated regional water management is a relatively new approach to water resource management in
California. It is an approach that is being strongly promoted by State water managers and legislators as a
way to increase regional self-sufficiency, encouraging local water resource managers to take a proactive,
leadership role in solving water management problems on a local level through collaborative regional
planning. This regional approach is considered absolutely necessary in order for water managers to be
able to cope with the impending water management challenges ahead.

The California Water Plan is the State’s blueprint for managing water resources. Updated every five
years, the California Water Plan provides a framework for water managers, legislators, and the public to
consider options and make decisions regarding California’s water future. The California Water Plan
Update 2009 identifies the most pressing water management issues and challenges faced statewide, and
provides recommendations (in the form of 13 objectives and over 115 related actions) to help ensure
California’s sustainable water use and reliable water supplies through the year 2050 and on for future
generations. The authors of California Water Plan Update 2009 wrote with a certain sense of urgency:

California is facing one of the most significant water crises in its history... We must
adapt and evolve California’s water systems more quickly and effectively to keep pace
with ever changing conditions now and in the future. Population is growing while
available water supplies are static and even decreasing. Climate change, as evidenced by
changes in snowpack, river flows, and sea levels, is profoundly impacting our water
resources. The Delta and other watersheds and ecosystems continue to decline. The
state’s current water and flood management systems are increasingly challenged by legal
remedies and regulatory protections, with economic and societal consequences. The
entire system—water and flood management, watersheds, and ecosystems—has lost its
resilience and is changing in undesirable ways. (vol. 1, p. 2-5 and p. 2-26)

Planning for and adapting to the effects of climate change, in particular, “will be among the most
significant challenges facing water and flood managers this century” (DWR 2009b, vol. 1, p. 2-9). While
the exact conditions of future climate change remain uncertain, the effects of climate change on
hydrology (snowpack, river flows), storm intensity, temperature, winds, and sea levels are already evident
in California. The average early spring snowpack in the Sierra Nevada decreased by about 10 percent
during the last century, a loss of 1.5 million acre-feet of snowpack storage, and sea level rose 7 inches
along California’s coast (vol. 1, p. 4-36). The authors conclude: “For more than 200 years, California
water and flood management systems have provided the foundation for the state’s economic vitality,
providing water supply, sanitation, electricity, recreation, and flood protection. However, the climate
patterns that these systems were designed for are different now and may continue to change at an
accelerated pace. These changes collectively result in significant uncertainty and peril to water supplies
and quality, ecosystems, and flood protection; and our water systems cannot be operated as they were
originally designed” (vol. 1, p. 2-9).

Integrated regional water management offers an approach for managing the uncertainties that lie ahead.
While the traditional approach to water resource management has typically involved separate and distinct
agencies managing different aspects of the water system, i.e., water supply, water quality, flood
management, and natural resources, integrated regional water management considers the hydrologic
system as a whole. The IRWM planning process brings together water and natural resource managers,
along with other community stakeholders, to collaboratively plan for and ensure the region’s continued
water supply reliability, improved water quality, flood management, and healthy functioning
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ecosystems—allowing for creative new solutions, greater efficiencies, and an increased promise of long-
term success.

In 2008 the Association of California Water Agencies (ACWA) developed a set of policy principles for
environmental and economic sustainability, including the following five overriding principles (DWR
2009b, vol. 1, p. 5-21):

= Reliable, adequate water supplies and a healthy ecosystem must be primary co-equal goals for
sustainable water management.

= Sustainable solutions will require comprehensive programs that combine substantial investments
in ecosystem enhancement and water supply infrastructure.

* Providing reliable, high quality water supplies remains the primary mission of ACWA’s public
agency members.

»  Water investment and management decisions must recognize that investing in an environmentally
sustainable system serves the economic interests of water users statewide.

* New investments are required to progress toward sustainability and adapt to changing
environmental conditions like climate change.

The ACWA developed these principles because “ACWA member agencies believe that California’s water
policies today are unsustainable” (DWR 2009b, vol. 1, p. 5-21). The IRWM planning approach represents
an effort to make California’s water policies more sustainable. IRWM planning recognizes the critical
link between water supply reliability and healthy ecosystems, and seeks to manage these systems in a way
that is adaptive to changing conditions and sustainable for future generations.

LEGISLATIVE BACKGROUND

California voters have passed several statewide bond measures providing billions of dollars to support
local and regional water management activities. In November of 2002, California voters passed
Proposition 50 (the “Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and Beach Protection Act”),
approving the IRWM Program, administered jointly by the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) and the Department of Water Resources (DWR). The purpose of the IRWM Program is to
“encourage integrated regional strategies for management of water resources and to provide funding,
through competitive grants, for projects that protect communities from drought, protect and improve
water quality, and improve local water security by reducing dependence on imported water.” Proposition
50 authorized $500 million in grant funds for IRWM projects.

In November 2006, California voters passed Proposition 84, the “Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and
Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Act of 2006.” Administered by DWR, Proposition
84 included an additional $1 billion in funding for the IRWM Grant Program. Of that $1 billion, $52
million was allocated specifically for projects within the Central Coast Funding Area. Proposition 1E, the
“Disaster Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bond Act of 2006,” was also passed in 2006, authorizing
$4.09 billion in State bonds to rebuild and repair California’s most vulnerable flood control structures to
protect homes and prevent loss of life from flood-related disasters; and to protect California’s drinking
water supply system by rebuilding delta levees that are vulnerable to earthquakes and storms.

In November 2014, California voters approved Proposition 1, the Water Quality, Supply, and
Infrastructure Improvement Act of 2014. Proposition 1 authorized $510 million in IRWM funding, $43
million of which has been allocated to the Central Coast Funding Area. The Proposition 1 IRWM Grant
Program, administered by DWR, provides funding for projects that help meet the long-term water needs
of the state, including:
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e Assisting water infrastructure systems adapt to climate change;

e Providing incentives throughout each watershed to collaborate in managing the region's water
resources and setting regional priorities for water infrastructure; and

e Improving regional water self-reliance, while reducing reliance on Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta.

In order to be eligible for IRWM grant funds, a project must be contained within an adopted IRWM Plan.
According to the California Water Code §10540(c), an IRWM Plan must address at a minimum all of the
following:

1. Protection and improvement of water supply reliability, including identification of feasible
agricultural and urban water use efficiency strategies.

2. Identification and consideration of the drinking water quality of communities within the area
of the plan.

3. Protection and improvement of water quality within the area of the plan, consistent with the
relevant basin plan.

Identification of any significant threats to groundwater resources from overdraft.

Protection, restoration, and improvement of stewardship of aquatic, riparian, and watershed
resources within the region.

Protection of groundwater resources from contamination.

Identification and consideration of the water-related needs of disadvantaged communities in
the area within the boundaries of the plan.

This IRWM Plan has been developed for the Greater Monterey County region to fulfill the goals of
IRWM planning in our region, and as a prerequisite for obtaining IRWM grant funding through
Propositions 84 and 1E, and subsequently through Proposition 1, for regional planning and project
implementation. This Plan may also serve as a basis for obtaining grant funds through other sources, such
as the federal Clean Water Act Section 319 Nonpoint Source Implementation Program, the U.S. Bureau
of Reclamation’s Title XVI Program, and other federal, state, and private funding programs.

EVOLUTION OF THE GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY IRWM PLAN

To meet requirements for the Proposition 50 IRWM Grant Program, six IRWM Plans were initially
developed within the Central Coast region:

e Pajaro River Watershed IRWM Plan (May 2007)

e Monterey Peninsula, Carmel Bay and South Monterey Bay IRWM Plan (November 2007,
amended March 2009)

e Salinas Valley IRWM Functionally Equivalent Plan (May 2006, amended October 2008)
e Northern Santa Cruz County IRWM Plan (October 2005)

e San Luis Obispo County IRWM Plan (December 2005, amended July 2007)

e Santa Barbara Countywide IRWM Plan (May 2007)

The first three plans covered geographic areas within Monterey County. Together these plans represented
most of the Salinas Valley, all of the Pajaro River watershed, all of the Carmel River and San Jose Creek
watersheds, and the Monterey Peninsula. However, many key areas of Monterey County were not
represented within any of these plans, creating significant coverage voids for the purposes of IRWM
planning and project implementation. These areas include, specifically: the Big Sur coastal watersheds
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and communities on the western side of the Santa Lucia Range, from Pt. Lobos south to the San Luis
Obispo County line; the larger Salinas River watershed from the Salinas River National Wildlife Refuge
at the Pacific Ocean south to the San Luis Obispo County line and including the east and west ranges of
the valley (including a small portion of western San Benito County); and the Gabilan watershed.

In February 2008, representatives of the Central Coast IRWM regions decided that the Salinas Valley
IRWM Functionally Equivalent Plan (FEP) region should be expanded and an entirely new region created
for the purposes of IRWM planning and implementation. The proposed new region—the Greater
Monterey County IRWM region—would address IRWM plan coverage voids in Monterey County and
would bring previously underrepresented areas into the IRWM planning process, including such key areas
as the Big Sur coastal watersheds, the larger Salinas watershed, the Gabilan watershed, and parts of
northern Monterey County. The maps on the following page illustrate the change in geographic coverage
from the Salinas Valley IRWM planning region to the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region.

This IRWM Plan for the Greater Monterey County region supersedes and replaces the Salinas Valley
IRWM FEP, and meets all requirements established by Proposition 1 as specified in the 2016 Integrated
Regional Water Management Grant Program Guidelines (DWR 2016). The Greater Monterey County
IRWM Plan was formally adopted by vote of the RWMG on April 17, 2013 by the RWMG at a regularly
scheduled RWMG meeting that was open to the public. Please see Appendix A for the formal resolutions,
signed by the governing boards of each member of the RWMG, to adopt the IRWM Plan. On September
19, 2018, the RWMG voted to approve updates to the IRWM Plan to comply with 2016 IRWM Program
standards.

This IRWM Plan is intended to be a living document that will be updated and amended as needed to meet

the changing conditions in the region as well as the changing legislative standards of the State’s IRWM
Grant Program.
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Figure Intro-1: Change in geographic coverage from the Salinas Valley IRWM planning region to the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning
region:
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Section A: Governance

A.1 DESCRIPTION OF REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT GROUP

The Greater Monterey County Regional Water Management Group (RWMG) is the group responsible for
development of this Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Plan. According to California
Water Code §10539, a RWMG is “a group in which three or more local agencies, at least two of which
have statutory authority over water supply or water management, as well as those other persons who may
be necessary for the development and implementation of a plan that meets the requirements of [IRWM
planning], participate by means of a joint powers agreement, memorandum of understanding, or other
written agreement, as appropriate, that is approved by the governing bodies of those local agencies.”

Eighteen organizations currently form the Greater Monterey County RWMG. These organizations were
invited to join the RWMG based on the intention to create a diverse and inclusive RWMG with adequate
and balanced representation of water resource management issues and geographic areas in the Greater
Monterey County IRWM region. The member entities include government agencies, nonprofit
organizations, educational organizations, water service districts, private water companies, and
organizations representing agricultural, environmental, and community interests, as follows:

Big Sur Land Trust

California State University Monterey Bay

California Water Service Company

Castroville Community Services District

Central Coast Wetlands Group at Moss Landing Marine Laboratories

City of Salinas
City of Soledad

Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine Research Reserve

Environmental Justice Coalition for Water

Marina Coast Water District

Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary

Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office

Monterey County Resource Management Agency

Monterey County Water Resources Agency

Monterey One Water

Resource Conservation District of Monterey County

Rural Community Assistance Corporation

San Jerardo Cooperative, Inc.

The Greater Monterey County RWMG includes all of the agencies and organizations necessary to address
the objectives involved in the development of the IRWM Plan. Seven of the 18 RWMG organizations
have statutory authority over water supply and/or water management within the Greater Monterey County
region: Castroville Community Services District, City of Salinas, City of Soledad, Marina Coast Water
District, Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, Monterey County Water Resources Agency, and the
Monterey One Water. The following provides a brief description of each RWMG member, their
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relationship to water management issues, and if applicable, their statutory authority over water supply or
water management.

Big Sur Land Trust: The Big Sur Land Trust is a 501(c)3 non-profit organization established in 1978
whose mission it is to conserve the significant lands and waters of California’s Central Coast for all
generations. Working with private and public partners over the past 30+ years, The Big Sur Land Trust
has successfully conserved more than 30,000 acres of shoreline, wildlife habitat, streams, forests,
grasslands, rangelands and riparian corridors along the Big Sur Coast, Monterey Bay shoreline, and other
special places in Monterey County.

California State University Monterey Bay: California State University Monterey Bay is represented on
the RWMG by the Watershed Institute, a research and community action institute of the university. The
Watershed Institute consists of a coalition of researchers, restoration ecologists, educators, planners,
students, and volunteers working together to promote sustainable management of watersheds in the
Monterey Bay region and around the world. The Watershed Institute’s Central Coast Watershed Studies
Team (CCoWS) conducts watershed and ecosystem research at sites throughout the planning region,
including stormwater quality monitoring in agricultural, natural, and urban settings, water quality studies,
aquatic ecology research, and watershed assessment. The Return of the Natives Restoration Education
Project (RON), the education and outreach arm of the Watershed Institute, conducts community-based
watershed restoration projects at sites throughout the planning region.

California Water Service Company: California Water Service Group is the third-largest publicly traded
water utility in the United States. The company provides water utility services to more than two million
people in 100 cities through six operating subsidiaries (four of which are regulated by state public utility
commissions and two of which are not). The company’s largest subsidiary, California Water Service
Company (Cal Water), began providing water utility services in the Salinas area in 1962. Cal Water’s
Salinas District serves more than 130,000 people, delivering approximately 20,000 acre-feet (AF) of
groundwater per year through a system that includes 59 wells, 300 miles of main pipeline, and 8.6 million
gallons of storage capacity.

Castroville Community Services District: The Castroville Water District was formed in 1952 under the
County Water District Act for the purpose of installing and operating water supply and distribution
system facilities for the community of Castroville. In 2007, the Castroville Water District joined with
County Service Area 14 to form the Castroville Community Services District. The District provides
water, sewer, and stormwater services to the Castroville community, Monte de Lago, North Monterey
County High School and Moro Cojo subdivision, as well as recreation facilities, open space, street
lighting, private street maintenance, pest control and abatement services within the district boundaries.
The District serves more than 6,800 customers, delivering approximately 1,000 acre-feet/year (AFY) of
water, all of which comes from the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin.

Central Coast Wetlands Group at Moss Landing Marine Laboratories: Moss Landing Marine Labs,
established in 1966, hosts and administers an interdisciplinary Master of Science Degree in Marine
Science for seven California State University campuses: Fresno, East Bay, Sacramento, San Francisco,
San Jose, Monterey Bay and Stanislaus. It is the second oldest marine laboratory on Monterey Bay,
serving approximately 120 students. Since the early 1990s Moss Landing Marine Labs has participated in
the development of water quality management and wetland restoration activities that enhance coastal
resources and reduce human impacts on the marine environment. The Moss Landing Marine Lab
Restoration Group and Central Coast Wetlands Group have provided technical assistance to study these
dynamic systems. They have developed numerous habitat management and restoration plans, have
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implemented numerous restoration activities and have helped build an infrastructure of local scientists
working collaboratively to protect and restore aquatic resources within the Monterey Bay area.

City of Salinas: The City of Salinas is the largest city within Monterey County with a population of
approximately 150,000 people. The City is a compact urban community within a unique agricultural
setting, situated at the northern end of the Salinas Valley. It is also the employment center for Monterey
County, supporting approximately one-third of all jobs within the county. The City maintains storm
drains and the sewer system, and operates an industrial waste facility for the treatment and disposal of
process water from local agricultural industries and others with process water requirements. The City is
served by two public water service providers, California Water Service Company and Alco Water Service
Company. The City of Salinas is the only Phase I entity for stormwater in the Central Coast Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) region.

City of Soledad: The City of Soledad, incorporated as a general law city in 1921, is located in the
southern Salinas Valley approximately 25 miles south of the City of Salinas. The City has no common
boundaries with other municipalities and is surrounded completely by unincorporated areas of Monterey
County, most of which is agricultural land. The City has a population of about 26,000 people, an
estimated 10,000 of which live in one of the two prisons operated by the State Department of Corrections
(although they are not contiguous with the rest of the City, the prisons are inside the City limits). The City
of Soledad provides a broad range of public facilities and services. The Public Works Department, Water
Quality Control Division is responsible for operation and maintenance of the City's water wells and water
distribution system, sanitary sewer system and brand new Water Reclamation Facility, and the
City's storm drain system.

Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine Research Reserve: The National Estuarine Research Reserves
System is a network of 27 areas representing different biogeographic regions of the United States that are
protected for long-term research, water-quality monitoring, education and coastal stewardship.
Established by the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended, the reserve system is a
partnership program between the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) and the
coastal states. The Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine Research Reserve (ESNERR) is managed by the
California Department of Fish and Game (CDFQG) and is operated in partnership with NOAA. ESNERR is
located on the southeast shore of Elkhorn Slough, one of the relatively few coastal wetlands remaining in
California. The 1,400-acre reserve is a hub of activity and hosts programs that promote education,
research, and conservation in Elkhorn Slough, with 50,000 visitors annually. Portions of the slough are
managed as a State Ecological Reserve and Wildlife Management Area by the CDFG, and the beaches at
the mouth of the slough are managed for public access by California State Parks.

Environmental Justice Coalition for Water: The Environmental Justice Coalition for Water (EJCW) is
a 501(c)3 non-profit organization representing a network of more than 50 grassroots and intermediary
organizations. EJCW’s mission is to educate, empower, and nurture a community-based coalition that will
serve as a public voice and be an effective advocate of environmental justice issues in California water
policy. EJCW ensures that policy makers listen to the concerns of community members and holds policy
makers accountable for negative impacts caused by certain water policies on low-income communities
and communities of color. EJCW has worked on drinking water issues in the Salinas Valley both locally
(with communities such as Chualar and the San Jerardo Farmworkers Cooperative) and on a regional
basis partnering with community-based organizations and nonprofits such as California Rural Legal
Assistance Foundation.

Marina Coast Water District: The Marina Coast Water District (MCWD) is a county water district
formed in 1960 and authorized by Division 12 of the California Water Code. The MCWD delivers
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approximately 4,500 acre-feet per year (AFY) of potable water to 38,000-42,000 customers in the City of
Marina and the Ord Community. All of this water is from the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. The
MCWD currently delivers water to the Ord Community by contract, though they are in the process of
annexing that service area. The MCWD operates six wells and owns a desalination plant (currently idle),
which has a capacity of 300 AFY.

Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary: The Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary (MBNMS)
was designated in 1992 as a federally protected marine area offshore of California’s Central Coast. The
MBNMS encompasses 276 miles of shoreline and 6,094 square miles of ocean, covering everything
below the water’s surface from Marin County to Cambria, from the high tide mark to as far as 53 miles
offshore. MBNMS’s authority is established by the National Marine Sanctuaries Act (Title 16, Chapter
32, §§1431 et seq.) and extends to activities in coastal watersheds that drain to the Sanctuary and that
affect Sanctuary resources. Specifically, MBNMS prohibits or otherwise regulates activities that include
discharging or depositing from beyond the boundary of the Sanctuary any material or other matter that
subsequently enters the Sanctuary and injures a Sanctuary resource or quality (15 Code of Federal
Regulations [CFR] Chapter IX, Subpart M-Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary 922.132). This
authority applies throughout the entirety of the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, since all of the
region’s coastal watersheds ultimately drain to the Sanctuary. During the designation of the MBNMS,
eight key water quality agencies within the Sanctuary region entered into a Memorandum of Agreement
to provide a cooperative, ecosystem-based water quality management process to help protect the waters of
the MBNMS from non-point source pollutants. Today the MBNMS’s Water Quality Protection Program
consists of 25 federal, state and local agencies, public and private groups dedicated to protecting and
enhancing water quality in the MBNMS and its watersheds.

Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office: The mission of the Monterey County
Agricultural Commissioner is to promote and protect agriculture, the environment, and public health and
welfare, and to assure consumer and business confidence in the marketplace. Under the authority of the
California Department of Food and Agriculture (CDFA), the Agricultural Commissioner’s Office is the
local regulatory agency for a number of agricultural programs. Major programs include: plant quarantine
and export certification, pest exclusion and detection, pest eradication and management, nursery, seed,
apiary, crop statistics, fruit and vegetable standardization, and direct marketing. The Agricultural
Commissioner also enforces state weights and measures laws to protect the consumer and maintain equity
in the marketplace. Under the authority of the California Department of Pesticide Regulation, the
Agricultural Commissioner is responsible for the local enforcement of pesticide use requirements
including permitting, inspections and investigations. The Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner is
also an Accredited Certifying Agency of the National Organic Program. The Monterey County
Agricultural Commissioner provides the RWMG with expertise on a wide range of regulatory and
technical matters related to agriculture.

Monterey County Resource Management Agency: The Resource Management Agency (RMA) brings
together a range of land use and capital services, including building services, planning, public works,
facilities, and parks to ensure reasonable and safe development, plan for the future needs of the County,
manage infrastructure and county facilities, and protect natural resources. RMA joined the RWMG in
March 2016, and provides an important land use planning perspective to the RWMG’s water resources
management planning.

Monterey County Water Resources Agency: The Monterey County Water Resources Agency
(MCWRA) is responsible for managing, protecting, and enhancing water supply and water quality, as
well as providing flood protection, in the County of Monterey. MCWRA was formed under Chapter 699
of the Statutes of 1947 as the Monterey County Flood Control and Water Conservation District. In 1990
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the District was renamed the Monterey County Water Resources Agency and its mandate was updated to
provide for the control of flood and stormwaters, conservation of such waters through storage and
percolation, control of groundwater extraction, protection of water quality, reclamation of water,
exchange of water, and the construction and operation of hydroelectric power facilities. MCWRA
operates the Nacimiento and San Antonio Reservoirs for flood management and water supply
(groundwater recharge) purposes. MCWRA also operates a distribution system that delivers
approximately 13,300 AF of recycled water to approximately 12,000 acres of agricultural land in the
northern Salinas Valley. MCWRA has published a county-wide flood management plan and reviews
hydrological data, oversees structural development, and implements land use regulations to reduce the
risk of flooding. The MCWRA also performs groundwater elevation and ground and surface water quality
monitoring. MCWRA was the lead agency in developing the Salinas Valley IRWM Functionally
Equivalent Plan.

Monterey One Water: Monterey One Water (formerly known as the Monterey Regional Water Pollution
Control Agency) is a joint powers agency formed in 1972 to provide wastewater collection and treatment.
Monterey One Water member communities that lie within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region
include the Ord Community, Marina, Castroville, Moss Landing, Boronda, Salinas and some
unincorporated areas in northern Monterey County (Monterey One Water also serves the communities of
Pacific Grove, Monterey, Del Rey Oaks, Seaside, and Sand City). Monterey One Water is governed by a
Board of Directors representing each of the jurisdictions that it serves. The agency operates a regional
wastewater treatment plant located two miles north of Marina and maintains 25 pump stations connected
to the treatment plant. Monterey One Water also operates the water recycling facility at the Regional
Treatment Plant and manages the distribution system under contract from the MCWRA. The recycling
operations provide irrigation water to 12,000 acres of Castroville farmland.

Resource Conservation District of Monterey County: The Resource Conservation District (RCD) of
Monterey County was established in 1942 as a non-regulatory special local district, authorized under
Division 9 of California Public Resources Code. The RCD’s mission is to conserve and improve natural
resources, integrating the demand for environmental quality with the needs of agricultural and urban
users. The RCD of Monterey County has been at the forefront of collaborative, watershed-based natural
resource management and protection in Monterey County and the Central Coast. The RCD works closely
with the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service
(NRCS) to provide technical assistance to Monterey County landowners, growers and ranchers, including
assistance with conservation planning and design, project funding, permitting, and implementing
management practices. During the past 10 years, RCD/NRCS teamwork has resulted in the establishment
of voluntary conservation and restoration projects on over 80 farms by collaborating with over 160
farmers and land managers. The RCD also works with local researchers to develop new ways to improve
water quality and to evaluate the effectiveness of management practices.

Rural Community Assistance Corporation: RCAC is a nonprofit organization that provides technical
assistance, training, and financing to rural, disadvantaged communities to help them achieve their goals
and visions. RCAC's work encompasses a wide range of services including environmental infrastructure;
affordable housing development; economic and leadership development; and community development
finance. RCAC's services are generally available to disadvantaged communities with populations of
10,000 or fewer, as well as tribal communities. Headquartered in West Sacramento, California, RCAC
serves rural communities in 13 western states including Hawaii and Alaska and is part of a national
nonprofit network called Rural Community Assistance Partnership. RCAC has been working closely with
the San Jerardo Cooperative over the past several years regarding their drinking water issues and has been
actively assisting them with their wastewater needs (including the Round 1 Proposition 84
Implementation Grant wastewater project).
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San Jerardo Cooperative, Inc.: San Jerardo is a cooperative housing complex for low-income farm
working families, located seven miles southwest of Salinas. The Cooperative was built in the 1970s and
currently houses 64 families. Over the past two decades, the community had suffered from serious
drinking water, wastewater, and human health concerns. Extremely high concentrations of nitrates and
1,2,3-trichloropropane in the drinking water were determined to be a public health risk, requiring
intervention by the courts and Monterey County. In November 2010 the Cooperative received a new
drinking water system. However, the community’s drinking water supply continued to be threatened due
to discharges of nitrate, trichloropropane, and other pollutants released from the community-owned
wastewater treatment system. The Cooperative recently received grant funds through the Proposition 84
IRWM Implementation Grant program to install much-needed repairs to the wastewater treatment facility.
Through their efforts to gain safe drinking water and adequate wastewater treatment, San Jerardo
community members have become experts on drinking water contamination, and have agreed to act as a
representative on the RWMG for disadvantaged communities in the Salinas Valley.

Table A-1 summarizes the water resource and geographic areas represented by members of the RWMG.
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Table A-1: RWMG Members: Water Resource Management and Geographic Areas Served

—': E 5= E § o = 6 7} §
S 555 g 228528 2
A O 25 28528 35 2 =%
RWMG Member g 2 g § = g £ § § ?DE G E £3 Geographi? Area§
g g 2 = = E a2 ~ E Represented in Region
Big Sur Land Trust X Entire region
California State University
Monterey Bay X X X Entire region
California Water Service Co. X X Salinas Valley
Castroville Community Castroville area (north
Services District X | X Salinas Valley/north coast)
Central Coast Wetlands
Group X X Entire region
City of Salinas (northern/
City of Salinas X X X X central Salinas Valley)
City of Soledad (southern
City of Soledad X X X X X Salinas Valley)
Elkhorn Slough National Elkhorn Slough (northern
Estuarine Research Reserve X X coast)
Environmental Justice
Coalition for Water X X Entire region
Marina and Ord Community
(northern Salinas Valley/
Marina Coast Water District X X northern coast)
Entire region (mean high
Monterey Bay National water, with education and
Marine Sanctuary X X outreach in the watersheds)
Monterey County
Agricultural Commissioner’s
Office X Entire region
Monterey County Resource
Management Agency X X Monterey County
Monterey County Water
Resources Agency X X X X Entire region
Several cities and
unincorporated areas in
Monterey One Water X | X X Monterey County
Resource Conservation
District of Monterey County X X X Entire region
Rural Community Assistance
Corporation Entire region
San Jerardo Cooperative, Inc. X X | San Jerardo (Salinas Valley)
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A.2 GOVERNANCE STRUCTURE AND PROCESS
A.2.1 Description of Governance Structure

Members of the RWMG have entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to acknowledge
cooperative efforts in the planning region and to form an institutional structure to develop and implement
an IRWM Plan (the MOU and bylaws can be found in the Appendices). The MOU and bylaws formalize
the collaborative planning effort, describe the level of participation expected of RWMG members, and
outline a process for completing the IRWM Plan and for making amendments in the future. RWMG
members share joint responsibilities for ensuring effective and comprehensive IRWM planning and
implementation for the region, including development and update of the IRWM Plan, administration and
financial support for the IRWM program, project implementation and data management, and continued
IRWM planning beyond the State IRWM Grant Program. The RWMG meets on a monthly basis.

Leading the RWMG in development of the IRWM Plan and the overall IRWM planning effort is the
IRWM Program Director. The IRWM Program Director is a non-voting member of the RWMG and an
independent consultant, supported through a combination of private grant funds, State IRWM Planning
Grant funds, and RWMG member contributions. The IRWM Program Director is responsible for leading
the RWMG through every step of the IRWM planning process as outlined in the IRWM Program
Guidelines, and overseeing the planning process to ensure it meets both the letter and spirit of the original
legislation. The IRWM Program Director’s responsibilities include, among other things, conducting the
monthly RWMG meetings, convening subcommittees, and generally facilitating decision-making on the
part of the RWMG to achieve IRWM Plan “milestones”; communicating with stakeholders to keep them
informed of IRWM events and to ensure fair and inclusive representation in the planning process; writing
and updating the IRWM Plan (with input and oversight from the RWMG and stakeholders); acting as
liaison between the Greater Monterey County RWMG and the Department of Water Resources (DWR),
and other RWMGs in the Central Coast Funding Area and state; and conducting regular IRWM Plan
performance and monitoring activities.

It is recognized that composition of the RWMG will change over time. Incorporation of new members
will be decided on a case-by-case basis by a simple majority vote of the RWMG, with the general
understanding that a new entity will be considered for inclusion only if such inclusion would result in a
more balanced representation on the RWMG of geographic regions, disadvantaged communities (DACs),
or water resource management interests within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region.

A.2.2 Decision-making

The RWMG represents a diverse and balanced group of entities involved in (or directly affected by) water
resource or watershed management, representing all major geographic areas within the region. Decision-
making has proven to be a cooperative and collaborative process throughout the development of this
IRWM Plan. The RWMG also ensures public involvement in its decision-making processes through
various means, including:

= Regular email updates to stakeholders on the IRWM planning process

* A regularly updated website, that includes the latest news and events, dates and locations of
RWMG meetings, contact information, and all significant IRWM-related documents
(http://www.greatermontereyirwmp.org/documents/minutes/)

*  Public comment periods on all major IRWM Plan “milestones”

= Public workshops
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In addition, stakeholders are always invited to participate in the monthly RWMG meetings, and meeting
minutes are posted on the website following each RWMG meeting. Please see Section P, Stakeholder
Involvement, for a full description of public involvement in the RWMG’s decision-making process.

The Greater Monterey County RWMG is a truly “democratic” group made up of diverse organizations
with differing expertise, perspectives, and authorities of various aspects of water management. There is
no one leadership position on the RWMG, and no hierarchy of decision-making. All major IRWM
planning decisions and IRWM Plan “milestones” are decided by vote at the regularly scheduled RWMG
meetings. Each RWMG organization is allowed one vote regardless of whether or not they have
contributed financially to the Plan or to other RWMG activities. A simple majority (50 percent plus one)
of the RWMG constitutes a quorum for the transaction of business, and action requires a simple majority
vote of those present (in person or via conference call) at a meeting. All votes are counted equally. The
protocols for decision-making are clearly outlined in the RWMG Bylaws (Appendix C).

The RWMG has been created to be a “working” group, with RWMG members expected to actively
participate in the monthly RWMG meetings and on committees. Committees are convened as needed to
assist the RWMG with all aspects of plan development, with IRWM Plan project solicitations, and with
ongoing IRWM planning. Any RWMG member can volunteer to participate on any committee. The term
of commitment varies; most committees disband after the specified task is achieved, but in the case of on-
going committees (such as the Funding Committee), the term of commitment is decided on a case-by-case
basis. The RWMG approves the creation of committees during regularly scheduled RWMG meetings
(i.e., in public meetings), and committees always bring recommended actions back to the RWMG for
approval via formal vote of the RWMG. The following provides an example and overview of some of the
committees convened during the development of this Plan:

o Issues and Conflicts Committee: The Issues and Conflicts Committee spent several weeks (May
— July 2009) interviewing local water resource management experts on matters related to water
supply, water quality, flood management, and natural resources in order to gain an understanding
of the most significant water resource management issues for the region. In addition, public
workshops were held in two different locations (Big Sur and Soledad, in September 2009) to
obtain stakeholder input regarding their perception of issues and conflicts in the region. The
committee considered all of these sources and developed a summary of the issues and conflicts in
the region based on that information. The RWMG discussed the recommendations of the
committee and voted to approve a final list of “issues and conflicts” at the October 2009 RWMG
meeting.

e  Goals and Objectives Committee: A committee was convened in July 2009 to identify goals and
objectives for the purpose of IRWM planning in the Greater Monterey County region. The
committee used the list of “issues and conflicts” as the basis for developing the initial goals and
objectives. Stakeholders were given ample opportunity to provide comments (via a 30-day public
comment period, which was extended an additional three months) and after prolonged discussion,
the RWMG voted to approve the final goals and objectives at the March 2010 RWMG meeting.
Following the release of the Proposition 84 & 1E IRWM Guidelines in August 2010, a second
committee was convened to re-assess the goals and objectives in light of the new guidelines and
to make the objectives more measurable. Following a 30-day public comment period, the final
goals and objectives were approved by the RWMG in September 2011.

e Project Ranking Committee: In 2010 for the first round of IRWM Plan projects, a Project

Ranking Committee was convened to develop a system for ranking projects that was fair and
objective, that clearly reflected the goals and objectives of the region, and that adequately took

A-9



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Governance

into consideration IRWM program preferences in order to ensure regional competitiveness for
State IRWM funds. Stakeholders were given an opportunity to provide input into the draft project
ranking system via a 30-day public comment period. The RWMG voted to approve the project
ranking system, with an allowance for ongoing “adaptive management,” at the May 2010 RWMG
meeting. The RWMG has subsequently added minor revisions to this project ranking system,
informed by the experience of having prioritized the first (2010) group of IRWM Plan projects
and also by having gone through the application process in Round 1 for Proposition 84 IRWM
Implementation Grants (2011). The revised project ranking system was subject to a minimum 30-
day public comment period and was approved by the RWMG at the September 2011 RWMG
meeting.

Project Review Committee: For the first IRWM Plan project solicitation in 2010, four separate
Project Committees were created to review project proposals according to the primary water
resource focus of each project — water supply, water quality, flood/watershed management, or
natural resources. These committees consisted of RWMG members plus various experts from the
local community in each of these water resource fields (including resource managers, research
scientists, farmers, and other specialists). The role of the Project Committees was essentially to
ensure that projects were consistent with laws, regulations, and local plans, to review the projects
for technical feasibility, costs, and soundness, and to provide feedback both to project proponents
and to the RWMG regarding any concerns, recommendations for strengthening or further
developing the projects, and/or overall evaluation. After this first review, the projects were then
sent to an “Integration Committee,” comprised of members from each of the four Project
Committees, whose task it was to seek further opportunities for project integration. This process
(involving four Project Committees plus an Integration Committee) worked well but was
extremely labor intensive and time consuming. In 2011 for the second IRWM Plan project
solicitation, the RWMG decided to simplify the process and create just one Project Review
Committee, comprised solely of RWMG members, whose responsibility it was to both review
and rank the projects (according to a RWMG-approved ranking system), and then identify
potential opportunities for integration. This system has proven to be much more efficient, and will
continue to be used for future IRWM Plan project solicitations.

IRWM Plan Draft Review Committee: This committee, consisting of RWMG members, worked
with the IRWM Program Director to review and revise drafts of the IRWM Plan before
submitting them to the full RWMG and to stakeholders for comment and review.

Funding Committee: The Funding Committee is an ongoing committee made up of RWMG
members. The committee is responsible for determining: 1) ongoing funding of the IRWM Plan
and IRWM planning process over time; and 2) potential funding sources for IRWM Plan projects
beyond IRWM grants, including federal, other state, and private funding sources.

A.2.3 Effective Communication

The Greater Monterey County RWMG governance structure fosters effective communication both within
the RWMG and outside of the RWMG with stakeholders, IRWM Plan project proponents, neighboring
RWMGs, government agencies, and the general public. Internally, the RWMG strives to create an
environment of open communication, cooperation, collaboration, and respect among its members and at
the monthly RWMG meetings. Time has been devoted at RWMG meetings for individual RWMG
members to discuss their projects, their water management issues, and any concerns.
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The IRWM Program Director works to ensure that stakeholders, project proponents, and the general
public are well informed of the latest Greater Monterey County IRWM activities and accomplishments.
The IRWM Program Director sends regular email communications to interested stakeholders about
IRWM news and events; the emails always contain contact information (email address and phone
number) for the IRWM Program Director so that stakeholders can voice their comments, concerns, or
questions about the IRWM planning process. The Program Director will also send this information via
US Post for any stakeholders who do not have email access.

The RWMG communicates with federal and state government agencies as needed, with some of those
agencies serving as members of the RWMG and as such, able to act in an advisory role. In July 2009,
several members of the RWMG met with the Secretary of Natural Resources Agency, John Laird, to keep
him informed about the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning process and to discuss opportunities
for improving the process on a State level. In addition, the IRWM Program Director and RWMG
members participate in the statewide Roundtable of Regions meetings, a forum for discussion between all
RWMGs in the state, and regionally, in Central Coast Funding Area meetings to coordinate IRWM
planning activities between the Central Coast IRWM regions and to discuss potential funding strategies.
Please see Section Q, Coordination, for a more detailed description of how the RWMG communicates
with neighboring regions and government agencies.

A.2.4 Long-term Implementation of the IRWM Plan

The RWMG will continue to meet on an ongoing basis to implement the IRWM Plan and to carry out
IRWM planning. The IRWM Plan is intended to be a long-term planning document with a minimum 20-
year planning horizon. As such, the Plan will need to undergo periodic updates and revisions to reflect
changing conditions. RWMG membership and governance processes may also evolve over time, and the
IRWM Plan will be revised to reflect those changes. This section describes how the governance structure
allows for periodic formal and informal changes to the IRWM Plan.

An informal review of the IRWM Plan will occur with each IRWM Plan project solicitation, which is
expected to occur on an annual basis or at minimum with each successive IRWM Implementation Grant
solicitation. The informal review will consist of a re-assessment and update of the issues and conflicts in
the region, the goals and objectives, resource management strategies, and other IRWM Plan “milestones.”
In addition, with each new IRWM Plan project solicitation, all projects, both existing and new, will get
re-ranked and a new project list will be generated and available for viewing on the website. All
amendments resulting from informal reviews of the IRWM Plan will be officially incorporated into the
Plan upon approval by the RWMG, as determined by vote at a regularly scheduled RWMG meeting open
to the public and according to the decision-making protocols outlined in the bylaws.

Formal plan review may include a review and re-assessment of RWMG composition, regional
boundaries, and other “big picture” issues related to IRWM planning in the Greater Monterey County
region. A formal plan review may also include re-assessment of IRWM Plan “milestones,” as described
above. Formal re-adoption of the IRWM Plan, requiring the approval of the governing boards of each
RWMG entity, will occur only as required by the State (for example, in the case of a Region Acceptance
Process) or as deemed necessary by the RWMG. Ideally the RWMG would formally review, revise, and
adopt the IRWM Plan no less frequently than every five years; however, a formal review is an intensive
process and the frequency of this type of review will depend entirely on whether adequate funding is
available.

Finally, a Plan Performance Review will occur on an approximately bi-annual basis. The intent of the
Plan Performance Review is not to review the “content” of the Plan per se but to determine the extent to
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which project implementation is achieving Plan objectives (as described in Section J, Plan Performance
and Monitoring). Project data from all projects implemented through the Plan will be tracked using the
data management system as described in Section K, Data Management. Monitoring the projects over time
will not only enable the RWMG to determine its success in implementing the IRWM Plan but will keep
the Plan alive and help drive it forward.

A.3 ADOPTION OF THE PLAN

A notice of intention to prepare the Plan, and then a notice of intention to adopt the Plan, was published in
accordance with §6066 of the Government Code. Each of the RWMG members have accepted, approved,
or adopted the Greater Monterey County IRWM Plan through resolution by their governing boards or by
other means according to organizational protocol. The Greater Monterey County IRWM Plan was
formally adopted by vote of the RWMG on April 17, 2013 by the RWMG at a regularly scheduled
RWMG meeting that was open to the public. Please see Appendix A for the formal resolutions, signed by
the governing boards of each member of the RWMG, to adopt the IRWM Plan. On September 19, 2018,
the RWMG voted to approve updates to the IRWM Plan to comply with 2016 IRWM Program standards.

In addition, each project proponent named in an IRWM grant application is also required to adopt the
IRWM Plan in order to be eligible to receive IRWM grant funds. Each project proponent will be required
to submit a formal, signed resolution adopting the IRWM Plan prior to submission of an IRWM grant
application.
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Section B: Greater Monterey County Region Description

B.1 REGIONAL BOUNDARY

B.1.1 Description of Greater Monterey County IRWM Regional Boundary and its Relation to
Neighboring Regions

The Greater Monterey County Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) region includes the
entirety of Monterey County exclusive of the Pajaro River Watershed IRWM region and the Monterey
Peninsula, Carmel Bay, and South Monterey Bay IRWM region established under Proposition 50. The
Greater Monterey County IRWM region also includes a small portion of San Benito County where the
Salinas River watershed extends outside of Monterey County. Generally, the region includes the entire
Salinas River watershed north of the San Luis Obispo County line, all of the Gabilan and Bolsa Nueva
watersheds in the northern part of the county, and all of the coastal watersheds of the Big Sur coastal
region within Monterey County.

Areas within Monterey County that are not represented in this IRWM Plan (but that are represented in
other IRWM Plans) include: the Pajaro River watershed, represented in the Pajaro River Watershed
IRWM Plan; and the Carmel River watershed, the San Jose Creek watershed, areas overlying the Seaside
Groundwater Basin, and all areas within the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
jurisdictional boundary (including the Monterey Peninsula cities of Carmel-by-the-Sea, Del Rey Oaks,
Pacific Grove, Monterey, Sand City, and Seaside), which are represented in the Monterey Peninsula,
Carmel Bay, and South Monterey Bay IRWM Plan.

The Greater Monterey County IRWM region lies entirely within the Central Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) district and is part of the IRWM Central Coast Funding Area. Adjacent
IRWM regions include:

= Pajaro River Watershed IRWM region

*  Monterey Peninsula, Carmel Bay, and South Monterey Bay IRWM region

= San Luis Obispo County IRWM region

Together these four regions, plus the Northern Santa Cruz County and the Santa Barbara County IRWM
regions, form the Central Coast IRWM Funding Area. The Greater Monterey County Regional Water
Management Group (RWMG) works cooperatively with neighboring IRWM regions to identify and
coordinate inter-regional water resource management issues, and participates in periodic meetings with
representatives from each of the six Central Coast IRWM regions to discuss region-wide IRWM issues.
Please see Section Q, Coordination, for a more detailed description of how the RWMG communicates
and coordinates with the other IRWM regions.

The maps on the following pages illustrate the Greater Monterey County IRWM Region. Figure B-1
shows the region in context with county boundaries, water agency boundaries, and cities and large
communities. Figure B-2 shows the region in context with the other five IRWM regions in the Central
Coast IRWM Funding Area.
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Figure B-1: Greater Monterey County IRWM Region
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Figure B-2: Greater Monterey County IRWM Region in Context with the Other Central Coast
IRWM Regions
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B.1.2 How the Boundaries were Determined and Why the Region is Appropriate

The Greater Monterey County IRWM region is based on watersheds, groundwater basins, jurisdictional
boundaries, existing partnerships, and historical planning efforts. As noted earlier, the IRWM Plan for the
Greater Monterey County region represents an expansion and modification of a former plan—the Salinas
Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Functionally Equivalent Plan (FEP)—that was developed
by the Monterey County Water Resources Agency (MCWRA) in May 2006. The new Greater Monterey
County region encompasses service areas of multiple local agencies and will promote significant
opportunity for integration of water management activities related to water supply, water quality,
environmental stewardship, groundwater management, and flood management. Expanding the Salinas
Valley IRWM FEP boundary has served to make the region more inclusive, inviting more partners and
stakeholders to the table and opening up new opportunities for cooperation and integration of efforts.

Expanding the Salinas Valley IRWM FEP boundary has also served to eliminate previous IRWM Plan
coverage voids. As noted above, the new regional alignment includes key areas that have not been
previously covered in any other IRWM Plan. These include, specifically: the Big Sur coastal watersheds
and communities on the western side of the Santa Lucia Range, from Pt. Lobos south to the San Luis
Obispo County line; the larger Salinas River watershed from the Salinas River National Wildlife Refuge
at the Pacific Ocean south to the San Luis Obispo County line and including the east and west ranges of
the valley; the Gabilan watershed; and portions of western San Benito County.

The Greater Monterey County region, as defined above, is appropriate for IRWM planning because: it
provides complete coverage of important watersheds that had not been represented in prior IRWM plans;
it aligns with historical water resource management and existing partnerships in the area; and it provides
considerable opportunity for further cooperation and integration of water resource management efforts in
the region. The Greater Monterey County region was approved by the California Department of Water
Resources (DWR) in May 2009 as an IRWM planning region through the Regional Acceptance Process.

B.2 REGIONAL OVERVIEW

This section offers a brief overview of the Greater Monterey County region in terms of its physical
setting, social and cultural values, and economy in order to provide context for the water resource system
and management in the region.

B.2.1 Physical Setting

The Greater Monterey County IRWM region lies almost entirely within Monterey County on the central
California coast, 110 miles south of San Francisco and 320 miles north of Los Angeles. Monterey County
has approximately 105 miles of coastline and is bordered by Santa Cruz County to the north, San Luis
Obispo County to the south, and San Benito, Kings, and Fresno Counties to the east. Elevation within the
county ranges from sea level to 5,862 feet at Junipero Serra Peak, which is located 12 miles inland in the
Santa Lucia Range.

Monterey County is famous for its spectacular Big Sur coast, mild year-round weather, and for the Salinas
Valley, one of the most productive agricultural regions in the world. Prominent land features in the county
include two major northwest-southeast trending mountain ranges—the Santa Lucia Range along the coast,
and the Gabilan Range along the county’s eastern border, both of which are part of the Pacific Coast
Range. Cradled in between the Santa Lucia and Gabilan mountain ranges is the gentle expanse of the
Salinas Valley; and at the center of the Salinas Valley flows the Salinas River, the largest river on
California’s Central Coast.

B-4



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Region Description

At the northern coastal end of the Greater Monterey County region, between the Pajaro Valley and the
Salinas Valley, is an area known as “North County.” North County extends from the Pajaro River
southward to Espinoza Road and the mouth of the Salinas River. All of the North County area is included
within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region except for the area that lies within the Pajaro River
watershed. North County has a more undulating topography than the Salinas Valley, and much of the land
is cultivated in agricultural crops. The coastal area of North County contains wide sandy beaches and the
primary commercial fishing harbor for the entire county.

The Santa Lucia Mountains have been described as “a chaos of ridges and canyons” bordering the Pacific
Ocean (Henson and Usner 1993, p. 8). The Santa Lucia Range stretches approximately 100 miles from
just south of Carmel to a point north of the San Luis Obispo County line, and extends as much as 20 miles
inland. Along the coast is a single main ridge, the Coast Ridge, which is actually a jumble of narrow spur
ridges separated by deep canyons that run perpendicular to the ocean. The steepest slope in the contiguous
United States occurs within the Coast Range at Cone Peak, ranging from sea level to 5,155 feet in a
distance of just three miles. The jagged peaks, steep slopes, and narrow coastal canyons of the Coast
Ridge are what have made the Big Sur coastline so famous, attracting some three million visitors each
year. The geologic drama continues out of view of most tourists, as the steep ridges of the Santa Lucia
Mountains continue to fall sharply beneath the Pacific Ocean. Just 50 miles offshore, the Pacific Ocean
reaches a depth of 12,000 feet. Two deep submarine canyons—the Sur Submarine Canyon and the
Partington Submarine Canyon—cut into the continental shelf near the Big Sur coast, and eventually
merge to become one of the deepest submarine canyons on earth (ibid.).

On the eastern side of the Santa Lucia Range, the mountain slopes descend abruptly down to the Salinas
Valley. The Salinas Valley, famous for its productive soils, is a broad gentle basin filled with several
thousand feet of sediment that has been captured over the millennia from the surrounding mountains. The
valley is 130 miles long, 10-20 miles wide, narrowing to only about 3 miles wide in its southeastern end
and rising in altitude from sea level at the Monterey Bay to approximately 400 feet near Bradley, and
containing about 640,000 acres of broad bottomland (MCWRA 2008, p. 10; Monterey County Planning
Department 2010b). Wending its way along the floor of the Salinas Valley is the Salinas River, extending
about 155 miles from its headwaters at the Santa Margarita Reservoir in San Luis Obispo County and
flowing north to its mouth at the Monterey Bay. The river drains approximately 4,043 square miles of
land.'

The Gabilan Mountains, like the Santa Lucia Mountains, are composed of granite and metamorphic rocks
and are similarly characterized by steep slopes and complex drainage patterns. The Gabilans, however,
are drier than the Santa Lucia Mountains, being located further inland in the rain shadow of the Santa
Lucia Range. The Gabilan Range includes several mountain peaks over 3,000 feet, the highest being
North Chalone Peak (3,304 feet) located in Pinnacles National Monument in the southern portion of the
range (Monterey County Planning Department 2010b).

The climate in Monterey County is considered Mediterranean, with dry summers, rainy winters, and
moderate temperatures year-round. Precipitation in the region falls mainly between November and April.
Marked variations exist in rainfall amounts between the Big Sur coast and inland areas, as well as from
year to year and from sea level to altitude along the coast. Average annual rainfall is 15 inches in the City
of Salinas and 11 inches in King City in the Salinas Valley, whereas at Pfeiffer Big Sur State Park near

! This statistic is from Newman et al. 2003 (CSUMB Watershed Institute Land Use Mapping report). There is some
discrepancy between various plans regarding this number: Monterey County 2010 General Plan EIR claims the
drainage area to be 3,950 square miles, the Monterey County General Plan claims it to be 3,300 square miles, the
Monterey County Groundwater Management Plan 5,000 square miles, and the Salinas River Management Plan
4,600 square miles.
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the coast annual rainfall averages about 42 inches (with a low on record of 18 inches in 1990 and over 90
inches in 2017%), and at higher elevations in the Santa Lucia Mountains precipitation is substantially
higher (e.g., average annual rainfall is 78 inches at Mining Ridge at an elevation 4,760 feet, with an
annual low on record of 44 inches in 1987 and an annual high of 173 inches in 1983) (Henson and Usner
1993, p. 44).

B.2.2 Social and Cultural Values

The existing social and cultural values in Monterey
County have been very much shaped by the
landscape, as well as by the three major cultural
groups that have occupied the region: American
Indians of the Costanoan (Ohlone), Esselen, and
Salinan groups; Spanish-Mexicans; and Americans
(Gordon 1996; Henson and Usner 1993).> Spanish
explorers first sailed past the Monterey/Big Sur coast
in the mid-1500s, but did not land in Monterey Bay
until the early 1600s. The Franciscan missionaries
began constructing their missions in the late 1700s, v
establishing missions in Monterey (1770, then moved fleld
to Carmel in 1771), in the San Antonio River Valley
(1771) along the eastern side of the Santa Lucia
Mountains, and in Soledad (1791) in the central-
southern Salinas Valley. The American Indians were
both voluntarily and forcibly brought into the
missions by the Spanish (Monterey County Planning
Department 2010b).

”\ Pinnacles
,+ National
/S Monument

The Indian populations were ultimately decimated due
to introduced European diseases, particularly
whooping cough and measles, and by violence in the
missions and declining birth rates (e.g., the Costanoan
population was estimated to be 11,000 at the time of
the first European arrival, and by 1920, only 56
survivors remained). In 1826, after Mexico’s
secession from Spain, the governor of Alta California emancipated the Indians from the missions. A small
number of their descendants still live in the region. The Ohlone Costanoan Esselen Nation, a recently
founded group with a membership of about 500 based in the Carmel Valley region, has been petitioning
the federal government to regain recognition as a formal Federally Recognized Tribe (ibid.).

Spanish occupation of the Monterey County region significantly expanded the grasslands, especially in
the Salinas Valley, to support an economy based primarily on cattle grazing. While the few gardens that
existed were localized mainly around the missions, they are significant for having introduced certain Old
World crops to the region, including wine grapes, and olive, apple, and pear trees. The Spanish also left a
legacy of place names in Monterey County, for example Salinas, which means “salty marsh” in Spanish
(Gordon 1996, p. 56).

2 Updated rainfall information (2017) for Pfeiffer Big Sur State Park from the State Park Facebook page, dated April
6, 2017 (https://www.facebook.com/PfeifferBigSurSP/).

3 Source for map: www.MTY county.com. Used by permission.
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In 1833, the Spanish missions were secularized and the extensive mission lands were distributed by the
Mexican government to Spanish-speaking settlers as land grants, or ranchos. The boundaries of these
ranchos are still clearly evident, shown on aerial photographs where field strips, furrows, and plant rows
abut at different angles on opposite sides, or marked by the edges of chaparral tracts (ibid, p. 61). The
boundaries of the original ranchos serve to a large extent as today’s property boundaries within the
region, particularly on the larger tracts of agricultural and ranching lands. Many of the ranchos have
continued as working ranches to the present day, not only in the Salinas Valley but along the Big Sur
coast as well.

Americans began settling in Monterey County in the 1800s during the period of Mexican control. The
discovery of gold in the Sierra Nevada foothills in 1849 brought droves of homesteaders to the county,
and as the best parcels in Monterey and the Salinas Valley became occupied, homesteading spread to the
rugged Big Sur coast. Many of the first American settlers were cattlemen like the Spanish before them,
and sheep were raised in large numbers, both in the Salinas Valley and in the hills of the Big Sur coast.
Grazing eventually gave way to irrigated agriculture. By 1870, commercial agriculture was well
underway in the Salinas Valley. A major drought in 1863 and 1864 essentially wiped out the cattle
industry, and grain production became the county’s principal agricultural activity. Sugar beet cultivation
and dairying began to replace grain farming by 1897. The extension of the Southern Pacific Railroad from
Pajaro to Salinas, along with improved irrigation systems, refrigerated freight cars, and other innovations
in technology, encouraged more and more intensive row crop cultivation and set the stage for the Salinas
Valley to become one of the most productive agricultural regions in the world (Monterey County
Planning Department 2010b).

Today, agriculture dominates the lifestyle and permeates cultural and social values in the Salinas Valley.
Agriculture is unique in the Central Coast region compared with agriculture in other parts of the state,
such as the Central or Imperial Valley, since the majority of operations in the Salinas Valley are less than
50 acres and many properties have been held in families for many generations (Casagrande and Watson
2005). Monterey County and the Salinas Valley in particular celebrate this agricultural lifestyle with
numerous events throughout the year, including the Castroville Artichoke Festival, the Salinas Valley
Fair, the Harvest Festival in Greenfield, the Great Wine Escape, and the California Rodeo Salinas (the
100" rodeo was celebrated in July 2010). The region also honors its most famous literary celebrity, John
Steinbeck, who wrote lyrically about the Salinas Valley and Monterey County in many of his books, with
the National Steinbeck Center located in the City of Salinas and the annual Steinbeck Festival.

Along the Big Sur coast, social and cultural values have developed as an expression of that region’s
unique geographic landscape and related social history. When the Spanish missions were secularized in
1833, two large land grants (ranchos) were made in the Big Sur coastal area, one of which, El Sur Ranch
in the Point Sur area, is still in part a working ranch today (Henson and Usner 1993). The discovery of
gold in the Sierra Nevada in 1849 brought an influx of homesteaders to the Big Sur coast, and from the
1860s to the early 1900s a loose-knit community of pioneers established themselves among the rugged
and isolated canyons and hillsides of the coast. They initially carved out a rough living for themselves,
hunting, fishing, and foraging for food along the coast much like the natives before them, and eventually
came to raise cattle and pigs and grow much of their own food. Small-scale industries, such as tanoak
harvesting, and limestone and gold mining, were established but were generally short-lived.

The completion of Highway One in 1937 paved the way for a different type of settler in Big Sur, opening
up the wild and dramatic coast to those seeking adventure and inspiration. Artists, artisans, and writers—
such as Robinson Jeffers, Ansel Adams, and Henry Miller—came to visit and many to settle in the region,
creating a strong cultural identity for which the Big Sur region is still known today. It is a cultural identity
and ethic born of the landscape, one that continues to express the fierce independence and pioneering
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spirit of the early American settlers, as perhaps of the native people who inhabited the land for some
2,500 years prior, despite the considerable changes in actual lifestyle (ibid.).

B.2.3 Economic Overview

Agriculture dominates the economy of Monterey County. In 2016, agriculture accounted for 28.2 percent
of the county’s workforce (California Employment Development Department) and generated $4.25 billion
in gross production value (Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office 2016). A 2012 report
produced by the Monterey County Agriculture Commissioner’s Office claimed that, when both the farm
and food-processing sectors plus their multiplier effects were taken into account,’ Monterey County
agriculture contributed a total of $8.2 billion to the local economy, including $5.1 billion in direct
economic output and $3.1 billion in additional economic output in the form of expenditures by agriculture
companies and their employees.

The county supplies the United States and the world with strawberries, lettuce, nursery crops, broccoli,
wine grapes and numerous other crops, including (in 2010) 59 percent of the nation’s lettuce, 53 percent
of the nation’s broccoli, and 30 percent of the nation’s strawberries.” The Salinas Valley accounts for
most of the agricultural production in the county. Approximately 1.47 million acres (about 2,290 square
miles) was used for crops in 2016 throughout the county (Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner’s
Office 2016). Because of the intensity of agricultural production, Salinas Valley has been dubbed the
“Salad Bowl of the World.” The county’s top three producing crops — leaf lettuce, strawberries, and head
lettuce — accounted for 44 percent of the gross agricultural income in 2016. The Salinas Valley is also an
important viticultural area; there are nine American Viticultural Association appellations in Monterey
County, with 98% of vineyards located within the Salinas Valley.

Figure B-3 shows the county’s top ten crops, and Figure B-4 shows revenues and acreages for the
county’s major crop categories in 2016.

4 The multiplier effects of agriculture take two forms: indirect effects and induced effects. Indirect effects consist of
“business to business” supplier purchases; for example, when a grower buys farm equipment, fertilizer, seed, insur-
ance, banking services, and other inputs. Induced effects consist of “consumption spending” by agriculture business
owners and employees, for example when they buy housing, healthcare, leisure activities, and other things for their

households. (Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office 2012)

3 This information is based on the Monterey County 2010 Crop Report, the USDA Noncitrus Fruits and Nuts 2010

Summary, and the USDA Vegetables 2010 Summary.
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Figure B-3: Monterey County’s Top Ten Crops 2016
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Source: Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner 2016 Crop Report

Figure B-4: Crop Revenues and Acreages, Monterey County 2016
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Source: Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner 2016 Crop Report.

Following farm-related employment, government is the second largest employment sector in the county,
accounting for 20 percent of the county’s workforce in 2010. Many of the public sector jobs are
associated with the State correctional facilities in Soledad. Leisure and retail trade follow as the county’s
next largest employment sectors, accounting for about 12 percent and 9 percent of the county’s workforce
respectively. Figure B-5 illustrates the distribution of Monterey County jobs in 2010 in the various
employment sectors (Beacon Economics 2011).
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Figure B-5: Distribution of Jobs in Monterey County 2010

& Farm 27%
& Government 20%
Leisure & Hospitality 12%
i Retail Trade 9%
& Health & Education 8%
Professional /Business 7%

Manufacturing 3%

Wholesale Trade 3%
Other 11%

Source: 2011 Monterey Economic Forecast (Beacon Economics 2011)

In the Big Sur region, the economy is based mainly on tourism and public services (including U.S. Forest
Service, State Parks, and military employment). An estimated 3-4 million visitors come to Big Sur each
year to enjoy the spectacular views, the State Park trails, National Forest wilderness areas, and rugged
coastal beaches. Other economic activities in the Big Sur region include ranching and a small amount of
gold mining. Development in Big Sur is naturally constrained by the rugged mountainous terrain, limited
availability of water, unstable soils on steep slopes, and dangers of fire and flood. Given these constraints,
along with the strict land use regulations mandated by the County’s Local Coastal Plan for the Big Sur
Coast (1981), development is not expected to rise sharply or change significantly in the foreseeable
future. Primary employment will most likely continue to be in the tourist and public sectors.

B.3 DESCRIPTION OF WATERSHEDS AND WATER SYSTEM

The following sections provide an overview of the watersheds, significant environmental resources, and
water systems in the region, including surface waters, groundwater, reclaimed water, desalination,
floodwater, and water supply infrastructure. These systems are integrally interconnected. The Greater
Monterey County IRWM region receives no “imported” water, that is, no water from the State Water
Project or from any other water source imported from outside of its boundaries (except for water from the
Salinas River, which flows naturally from San Luis Obispo County). Therefore, maintaining the region’s
water systems is absolutely critical for ensuring the health, prosperity, and long-term sustainability of
local communities in the region. Maintaining adequate water supply and good water quality, in turn,
depend on the health and proper functioning of the watersheds and wilderness areas that sustain and
protect the region’s water resources.

B.3.1 Watersheds

The Greater Monterey County IRWM region includes six major watersheds (or portions thereof). The
Salinas River watershed is by far the largest watershed in the region, encompassing an area of
approximately 3,950 square miles within Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties. The watershed
includes the Salinas Valley, which extends from the Salinas River headwaters in the La Panza and Garcia
Mountains in San Luis Obispo County to Monterey Bay, a length of approximately 170 miles. Other
major watersheds in the Greater Monterey County region include the Santa Lucia watershed, comprised
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of the numerous coastal watersheds along the Big Sur coast (including the Big Sur River watershed and
Little Sur River watershed, among many others), the Estrella River watershed which is located in the
southern part of the county (most of this watershed is actually located in San Luis Obispo County), and
the Bolsa Nueva and the Gabilan Creek watersheds at the northern end of the county. The region also
includes a small portion of the Estero Bay watershed at the southern end of the county along the Big Sur
coast. Figure B-6 illustrates major watershed boundaries within the Greater Monterey County IRWM
region.

Figure B-6: Major Watersheds of the Greater Monterey County IRWM Region
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In terms of hydrologic units, the Greater Monterey County region includes the following hydrologic unit
areas (as outlined by the RWQCB in the Central Coast Basin Plan):

Table B-1: Hydrologic Units in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Region

Hydrologic Unit# | Hydrologic Unit/Area/Subarea
306.00 Bolsa Nueva
308.00 Santa Lucia
309.00 Salinas
309.10 Lower Salinas Valley
309.20 Chualar
309.30 Soledad
309.40 Upper Salinas Valley
309.60 Arroyo Seco
309.70 Gabilan Range
309.80 Paso Robles
309.82 Nacimiento Reservoir
309.83 San Antonio Reservoir

B.3.2 Biological Resources

Monterey County occurs within one of the richest biological regions in North America (Ricketts et al.
1999; Abell et al. 2000). Monterey County is especially rich in biological resources because of its highly
varied terrain, large elevation range, extensive coastline, broad range of microclimates, and diverse
substrate materials. This variability is reflected in the large array of plant communities and resident plant
and animal species. For example, there are nearly 3,000 species of plants that occur in Monterey County
according to Calflora, a database of California plants (to see the list, visit: http://www.calflora.org/). Of
these, 287 plant species are listed on the California Department of Fish and Game’s (CDFG) 2012
California Natural Diversity Database as “State and Federally Listed Endangered, Threatened, and Rare
Plants of California,” and 101 plant species are considered to be rare or sensitive by the California Native
Plant Society. This section provides an overview of the region’s significant ecological processes and
environmental resources in terms of vegetation, wilderness, conservation, and open space areas, fisheries,
species and habitats of special concern, and management issues.

Note: Much of this Biological Resources section has been either excerpted or summarized from Section
4.9 of the 2010 Monterey County General Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (Monterey County
Planning Department 2010b).

B.3.2.a Vegetation

Natural vegetation throughout the county is typical of that occurring in the coastal ranges and interior
valleys of central California. The coastal Big Sur coastal range is dominated by redwood, oak woodland,
coastal chaparral, and annual grassland. The Salinas Valley is dominated by agriculture and, in the
southern county, by significant stands of oak woodlands. The Gabilan Range to the east is dominated by
annual and native grassland, and by mixed oak forests. In the northern coastal section of the region are
beach dunes near the former Fort Ord and marshlands around the Elkhorn Slough as well as rare maritime
chaparral species.

The region includes many vegetation types or plant communities that are considered to be “sensitive

natural communities” under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). These include: freshwater
marsh, riparian/wetland, native grassland/valley needlegrass grassland, coastal prairie/coastal terrace
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prairie, maritime chaparral, oak woodland, blue oak woodland, oak savannah, mixed conifer, redwood
forest, dune and dune scrub, saltwater marsh and tidal mudflats. Other plant communities occurring in the
region include coastal scrub, interior scrub and chaparral (baccharis chaparral, baccharis scrub, Gabilan
scrub, and mixed chaparral), eucalyptus groves, and annual grassland. Table B-2 below provides
approximate acreages for vegetation communities that occur in Monterey County.

Table B-2: Monterey County Vegetation Communities, Estimated for 2006

Vegetation Community Acres
Annual Grassland 711,714
Oak Woodland 416,786
Agriculture 262,199
Baccharis Scrub 204,258
Oak Savanna 201,194
Gabilan Scrub 115,040
Urban/Non-Veg 62,284
Sparse Vegetation/Bare Soil 32,789
Mixed Conifer 25,532
Riparian/Wetland 24,891
Redwood Forest 21,734
Maritime Chaparral 12,115
Coastal prairie 9,426
Blue Oak Woodland 5,606
Saltwater Marsh 5,304
Dune Scrub 2,812
Baccharis Chaparral 2,138
Monterey Pine Forest 2,010
Eucalyptus 1,158
Golf Course 580
Coastal Scrub 512
Valley Needlegrass Grassland 392
Dune 281
Freshwater Marsh 148
Coastal Terrace Prairie 97
Native Grassland 81
Total 2,121,082

Source: Monterey County Planning Department 2010b, Section 4.9.3. Includes cities and
coastal areas. Note: The table includes areas beyond the boundaries of the Greater Monterey
County IRWM region, for example in the Monterey Peninsula region, the Carmel River
watershed, and the Pajaro River watershed.

Figure B-7 below illustrates the general vegetation and land use divisions within the Greater Monterey
County region in terms of agricultural, urban, and natural areas.
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Figure B-7: Land Uses in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Region

Agriculture

strawberres) and irrigated feed crops (e.g., alfalfa);
also numerous dryland crops.

Vineyard/Berries
Includes structured rows of grapes or berries.

Urban Areas

- Urban

Asphalt, concrete, industrial, commercial, and
residential areas.

Natural Areas

A Shrub
5 g A Includes all chaparral and other scrublands. Also
N : includes some coastal marsh.
R N Grassland

e ¢ Predominantly annual grasses (grazed and
ungrazed). some dune,

ConiferMontane

Predominantly conifer and oak. urban forest,
conifer with understory.

Qak Woodland/Mixed Forest

Includes mixed woodlands and forests (e.g.. oak,
toyon. madrone, eucalyptus), urban trees, and
riparian forest (e.g.. alder, cottonwood, willow,
sycamore).

Monterey Peninsula,
Carmel Bay. and
South Monterey Bay
IRWM Region

Dry/Bare Soil
1o - Reflective soils include some dryland farming.
dry lakebed, dry riverbed, and mining.

- Water

Includes rivers, sloughs, and reservoirs.

P
o

Pacific Ocean

N

0 5 10 20 Miles
¢ a0 1 ¢ 1 1 ] k
Newman, W., Watson, F., Angelo, M., Casagrande. J.. & Feikert, B. (2003). Land use history and mapping in Califomia’s Central Coast region.
Report to the Central Coast RWQCB. The Watershed Institute, California State University Monterey Bay, Publication No. WI-2003-03. 86 pp.

Crop/Farmland
- Includes mainly irrigated row crops (e.g., vegetables,

B-14



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Region Description

B.3.2.b Wilderness, Conservation Areas, and Open Space

The Greater Monterey County region includes approximately 500,000 acres® of land dedicated to
wilderness, conservation areas, and open space. Some of the most significant of these areas are described
below.

Los Padres National Forest: The magnificent Los Padres National Forest stretches across nearly 220
miles from the Big Sur coast to the western edge of Los Angeles County, encompassing 1.75 million
acres of land. Within the Los Padres National Forest and included in the Greater Monterey County region
are two spectacular wilderness areas, the 31,500-acre Silver Peak Wilderness and the 240,000-acre
Ventana Wilderness. Los Padres is owned and managed by the U.S. Forest Service, though there are a
significant number of privately owned properties that exist inside the forest boundaries as in-holdings.
Most of the Los Padres National Forest is composed of steep, rugged coastal mountains with watersheds
that supply 19 reservoirs. Los Padres contains a wide range of ecosystems, from seacoast and marine
habitats to redwood forests, mixed conifer forests, oak woodlands, grasslands, pinyon juniper stands,
chaparral and semi-desert areas, which are home to more than 468 fish and wildlife species (including 23
threatened or endangered wildlife species, 20 regionally sensitive wildlife species, and 34 forest-level
sensitive wildlife species). Los Padres provides habitat for and is involved with the reintroduction of
California condors, bald eagles, peregrine falcons, tule elk, bighorn sheep and many endangered plants.’

Pinnacles National Monument: Owned and managed by the U.S. National Park Service, Pinnacles
National Monument encompasses about 26,000 acres in the southern portion of the Gabilan Mountains.
The Monument was established in 1908 to preserve the incongruent and beautiful rock formations for
which Pinnacles is named. The park’s striking beauty is attributable, in part, to the Monument’s geologic
formations, showcase chaparral habitat, finely intergraded ecosystems, and protected native plant and
animal diversity. More than 80 percent of the park (15,985 acres) is designated as the Pinnacles
Wilderness area. Prairie falcons breed in this area in some of the highest densities of anywhere in North
America. Peregrine falcons have also recently returned to the Monument to breed (though in far fewer
numbers). A California condor re-establishment program has been in place since 2003.®

Salinas River National Wildlife Refuge: The Salinas River National Wildlife Refuge is located
approximately 11 miles north of Monterey and three miles south of Castroville, at the point where the
Salinas River empties into Monterey Bay. The 367-acre refuge was established in 1974 because of its
“particular value in carrying out the national migratory bird management program.” The area
encompasses several habitat types including sand dunes, pickleweed salt marsh, river lagoon, riverine,
and a saline pond, and provides habitat for several threatened and endangered species, including the
California brown pelican, Smith's blue butterfly, the western snowy plover, the Monterey sand gilia, and
the Monterey spineflower.’

Fort Ord National Monument: In April 2012, President Obama declared the Fort Ord Public Lands to
be a national monument under the 1906 Antiquities Act. Fort Ord was a former military base established
in 1917 and closed in 1994. Approximately half of Fort Ord’s 14,651 acres is under the stewardship of the
U.S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM). The other half is barred from public use because it could still
contain old unexploded ordnance from military years. The Army Corps of Engineers is cleaning up those

6 Estimated by the Big Sur Land Trust staff, personal communication between BSLT staff and IRWM Plan
Coordinator, January 18, 2012.

7 Excerpted from the USDA Forest Service website: http://www.fs.usda.gov/lpnf.

8 Excerpted from the National Park Service website: http://www.nps.gov/pinn/index.htm.

? Excerpted from the US Fish and Wildlife website: http://www.fws.gov/sfbayrefuges/salinasriver/
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lands and expects to have them ready for public use by 2019.'° The goal of the community-based Fort Ord
Reuse Plan (1997) is to: "Promote the best use of land through well planned and balanced development
which ensures educational and economic opportunities as well as environmental protection." Habitat
preservation and conservation are primary missions for the Fort Ord National Monument. BLM protects
and manages 35 species of rare plants and animals along with their native coastal habitats. The National
Monument also includes more than 86 miles of trails for the public to explore on foot, bike or
horseback.''

State Parks, Beaches, and Wildlife Preserves: The California Department of Parks and Recreation
operates six state parks in the Big Sur region: Garrapata State Park (2,879 acres), Andrew Molera State
Park (4,766 acres), Pfeiffer Big Sur State Park (1,006 acres, centered around the Big Sur River and
nicknamed a "mini Yosemite"), Julia Pfeiffer Burns State Park (3,762 acres, featuring an 80-foot waterfall
and redwoods over 3,500 years old), Limekiln State Park (716 acres), and the Point Sur Historic Park.
Other state parks of note in the Greater Monterey County region include Fort Ord Dunes State Park, a
979-acre state park on Monterey Bay, and Fremont Peak State Park, a state park located in the Gabilan
Range. State beaches in the Greater Monterey County region include Marina State Beach, a 170-acre
protected beach that features some of the highest sand dunes on the Central California coast; Salinas
River State Beach, located at the south end of Moss Landing; and Moss Landing State Beach. Moss
Landing Wildlife Area is a California State wildlife preserve administered by the CDFG and located on
the shore of Elkhorn Slough, just north of Moss Landing. The Moss Landing Wildlife Area protects
728 acres, with access allowed only by foot; all plants and animals are protected.

Other Parks and Protected Areas: One of Central Coast California’s most significant undeveloped
open spaces is Palo Corona Regional Park. The Big Sur Land Trust, The Nature Conservancy, State of
California, and Monterey Peninsula Regional Park District partnered to acquire the 10,000-acre Palo
Corona Ranch in 2004. The 10,000-acre ranch was then divided between the CDFG and the Park District
to be protected as public conservation and parkland in perpetuity. The CDFG added the southern 5,500
acres of the former ranch to its existing 640-acre Joshua Creek Ecological Preserve, and the Park District
created the new Palo Corona Regional Park with the northern 4,350 acres of the former ranch. The park
establishes a critical environmental link in a protected 70-mile long wild land corridor that begins at the
Carmel River and extends southward to the Hearst Ranch in San Luis Obispo County. The Palo Corona
Regional Park includes the headwaters of 13 watersheds and protects significant habitat areas, wildlife
corridors, wildlife, and endangered species.

Toro County Park, owned by Monterey County Parks, is a popular recreational park located six miles
from downtown Salinas. Along with many recreational facilities and over 20 miles of hiking trails, the
park’s 4,756 acres is also home to many types of wildlife, including the occasional mountain lions and
golden eagles.

Another significant protected area in the Greater Monterey County region is Landels-Hill Big Creek
Reserve located along the Big Sur coast. This 3,848-acre reserve is owned and managed by the University
of California Natural Reserve System and the University of California at Santa Cruz. In addition to
protecting the outstanding natural resources of the area, the purpose of the reserve is to support university
research and education. Joshua Creek Canyon Ecological Preserve, mentioned previously, is also in Big
Sur, owned by CDFG and comprising approximately 6,140 acres.

10 Excerpted from online article, “Fort Ord declared a national monument by Obama,” written by Ellen Huet in the
San Francisco Chronicle, dated April 21, 2012: http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-
bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2012/04/20/BAVN106SL3.DTL

' From the BLM website: http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/content/ca/en/fo/hollister/fort ord/index.html
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Estuarine, Coastal, and Ocean Protected Areas

Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary: The Greater Monterey County region is situated adjacent to
the federally protected Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary (MBNMS), encompassing four Critical
Coastal Areas (CCA), two Areas of Special Biological Significance (ASBS), and five Marine Protected
Areas (MPA)."> The MBNMS was designated in 1992 as a federally protected marine area offshore of
California’s Central Coast. Supporting one of the world’s most diverse marine ecosystems, it is home to
numerous mammals, seabirds, fishes, invertebrates and plants in a remarkably productive coastal
environment. The Sanctuary encompasses 276 miles of shoreline and 6,094 square statute miles of ocean,
covering everything below the water’s surface from Marin County to Cambria, from the high tide mark to
as far as 53 miles offshore. The MBNMS was established for the purpose of resource protection, research,
education, and public use of this national treasure, and is part of a system of 13 National Marine
Sanctuaries administered by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).

Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine Research Reserve: The Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine
Research Reserve, part of the MBNMS, provides some of the most important freshwater marsh and
brackish marsh habitat for wildlife in California. The slough is located in the northern coastal area of the
Greater Monterey County IRWM region, and is one of the few coastal wetlands remaining in California.
The main channel of Elkhorn Slough, which winds inland nearly seven miles, is flanked by a broad salt
marsh second in size in California only to San Francisco Bay. The reserve lands also include oak
woodlands, grasslands and freshwater ponds that provide essential coastal habitats that support a great
diversity of native organisms and migratory animals. More than 400 species of invertebrates, 80 species
of fish, and 200 species of birds have been identified in Elkhorn Slough. The channels and tidal creeks of
the slough are nurseries for many species of fish. At least six threatened or endangered species utilize the
slough or its surrounding uplands, including peregrine falcons, Santa Cruz long-toed salamanders,
California red-legged frogs, brown pelicans, least terns and sea otters. Additionally, the slough is on the
Pacific Flyway, providing an important feeding and resting ground for many types of migrating waterfowl
and shorebirds.

Elkhorn Slough is protected by a combination of private, federal, and state landowners including the
Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine Research Reserve, the Moss Landing Wildlife Area, and the Nature
Conservancy. In 1989, the Elkhorn Slough Wetland Management Plan was prepared for the California
State Coastal Conservancy and the Monterey County Planning Department to address the preservation
and protection of wetlands and other sensitive resources.

Big Creek: Big Creek State Marine Reserve (SMR) and Big Creek State Marine Conservation Area
(SMCA) are two adjoining marine protected areas that lie offshore of Big Sur on California’s central
coast. The combined area of these marine protected areas is 22.5 square miles. The SMR protects all
marine life within its boundaries. Fishing and take of all living marine resources is prohibited. Within the
SMCA fishing and take of all living marine resources is prohibited except the commercial and
recreational take of salmon, albacore, and the commercial take of spot prawn.

Moro Cojo Estuary State Marine Reserve: Moro Cojo SMR is a marine protected area established to
protect the wildlife and habitats in Moro Cojo Slough. Moro Cojo Slough is located inland from
Monterey Bay, directly south of the Elkhorn Slough. The area covers 0.5 square miles. The SMR protects
all marine life within its boundaries.

12 protected areas include: Elkhorn Slough (CCA and MPA), Moro Cojo Estuary (MPA), Old Salinas River Estuary
(CCA), Salinas River (CCA), Julia Pfeiffer Burns Underwater Park (CCA and ASBS), Point Lobos (MPA), Point
Sur (MPA), Big Creek (MPA), and the ocean area surrounding the mouth of Salmon Creek (ASBS).

B-17



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Region Description

Figure B-8: Wilderness, Conservation Areas, and Open Space in the Greater Monterey County Region
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Figure B-9: Estuarine, Coastal, and Ocean Protected Areas within the Greater Monterey County Region
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B.3.2.c Fisheries

The region’s creeks and streams provide habitat for several federally protected species, including most
notably South-Central California Coast steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), federally listed as threatened in
1997 (and reconfirmed in 2006). The South-Central California Coast steelhead populations have declined
from annual runs totaling 27,000 spawning adults to less than 500. The South-Central California Coast
steelhead Distinct Population Segment (DPS) extends from the Pajaro River south to (but excluding) the
Santa Maria River at the southern border of San Luis Obispo County, and includes those portions of
coastal watersheds that are at least seasonally accessible to steelhead entering from the ocean. The major
inland steelhead watersheds in the South-Central California Coast Steelhead Recovery Planning Area
include the Pajaro, Salinas, and Carmel Rivers (NMFS 2013).

Within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, critical habitat has been designated for South-Central
California Coast steelhead along the entire Big Sur coast and within the Salinas River basin, which
includes the Salinas River, the Salinas River Lagoon, Gabilan Creek, Arroyo Seco River, Nacimiento
River, the San Antonio River, and their tributaries. According to a South-Central California Coast
Steelhead Threats Assessment conducted in 2008, “Dams and water diversions (including groundwater
extractions) on the major rivers of the Interior Coast Range BPG [Biogeographic Population Group]
(Salinas and Pajaro Rivers) have had the most severe adverse impacts on the steelhead populations in this
BPG, cutting off access to upstream spawning and rearing habitats and reducing both the magnitude and
duration of flows, as well as altering the timing, necessary for immigration of adults and emigration of
juveniles. Agricultural activities (including agricultural effluents) have also significantly impacted
steelhead habitats through encroachment into the riparian corridor and degradation of water quality. ...
Estuarine habitat loss is also a significant threat source to steelhead populations” (Hunt & Associates
2008, p. 23). Many growers and ranchers in the region have been working to implement best management
practices to improve riparian habitat through such initiatives as the Natural Resources Conservation
Service’s (NRCS) Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP).

Along the Big Sur coast in Monterey County, major steelhead watersheds include Big Sur River, Little
Sur River, and Big Creek. In Garrapata Creek along the Big Sur coast, steeclhead populations were
assessed as part of the watershed assessment and restoration planning effort in 2006, and specific
recommendations were made and were implemented to reduce upslope erosion along the creek. Efforts to
control invasive species are planned in the lower watershed area, and plans exist to remove in-stream
barriers. In addition, steelhead enhancement recommendations have been developed for the Big Sur
River, Little Sur River and Big Creek by state and federal resource agencies.

B.3.2.d Species and Habitats of Special Concern

There are 100 CEQA-defined special-status plant species and 47 CEQA-defined special-status fish and
wildlife species that are known to occur in Monterey County. Listed CEQA-defined special-status species
are plants and animals that are legally protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA)
and federal Endangered Species Act (FESA). Non-listed CEQA-defined special-status species are plants
and animals that are not listed under CESA or FESA but which meet the CEQA definition of a rare,
threatened, or endangered species (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15380). Appendix I lists the special
status plant and animal species that inhabit Monterey County, along with their protection status,
California distribution, and habitat needs.

Among the 100 special-status plant species, the following are considered endangered or threatened (under

CESA and/or FESA): beach layia, coastal dunes milk—vetch, Contra Costa goldfields, Hickman’s
cinquefoil, Menzies’s wallflower, Monterey clover, robust spineflower, sand gilia, Santa Cruz tarplant,
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Santa Lucia mint, Seaside bird’s—beak, Tidestrom’s lupine, Yadon’s rein orchid, Yadon’s wallflower,
Gowen cypress, Monterey spineflower, and purple amole.

The special-status fish and wildlife species known to occur in Monterey County include seven species of
invertebrates (including the Smith’s blue butterfly, bay checkerspot butterfly, and vernal pool fairy
shrimp), 13 species of reptiles/amphibians (including the California red-legged frog, California tiger
salamander, Arroyo toad, Santa Cruz long-toed salamander, and southwestern pond turtle), two species of
fish (including the south-central California coast steelhead and tidewater goby), 20 species of birds
(including the bald eagle, golden eagle, California brown pelican, California clapper rail, least Bell’s
vireo, and western snowy plover), and five species of mammals (including most notably the San Joaquin
kit fox).

More than 70,000 acres in the county are designated as critical habitat by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS). Critical habitat is defined by FESA as specific areas in which physical or biological
features essential to the conservation of a protected species are present. The USFWS has designated
critical habitat for the western snowy plover, California red-legged frog, California tiger salamander,
Monterey spineflower, Santa Cruz tarplant, and purple amole in Monterey County (Monterey County
Planning Department 2010b, Section 4.9). In addition, as noted above, NOAA Fisheries has designated
several rivers and streams as critical habitat in Monterey County, including those along the Big Sur coast
and several waterways within the Salinas River basin, for the South-Central California Coast DPS of
steelhead (Federal Register [FR] 70: 52488).

B.3.2.e Watershed Management Issues

Management issues in the Greater Monterey County region watersheds are typical of those in watersheds
throughout coastal California. Some of the most significant watershed management issues include the
decline of aquatic species, and in particular, steelhead, erosion, invasive species, and fire management.
While these four issues stand out in particular, numerous other water-related and water management
issues and conflicts exist in the region, causing varying degrees of management challenges to landowners
and resource managers. A list of such issues was compiled in October 2009 based on interviews with
dozens of land use managers, water managers, and research scientists in the region. The list of regional
issues and conflicts is included at the end of this chapter in Section B.7. Note that one issue that does not
appear on the list but that some say may underlie many of the other issues is a general lack of scientific
knowledge regarding the complexity and natural functioning of ecological systems."* Poor management
decisions can often be made due to a simple lack of understanding.

The management issues related to steelhead, erosion, invasive species, and fire management are described
briefly below.

Steelhead: Critical habitat has been designated for South-Central California Coast steelhead along the
entire Big Sur coast and within the Salinas River basin, which includes the Salinas River, the Salinas
River Lagoon, Gabilan Creek, Arroyo Seco River, Nacimiento River, the San Antonio River, and their
tributaries. The National Marine Fisheries Service has identified seven principal threats that have
contributed to the destruction, modification, or curtailment of the habitat or range of the South-Central
California Coast steelhead. These include: 1) alteration of natural stream flow patterns; 2) physical
impediments to fish passage; 3) alteration of floodplains and channels, including the degradation or
elimination of riparian areas; 4) sedimentation; 5) urban and rural waste discharges; 6) spread and
propagation of exotic species (such as bass and bullfrogs that prey on juvenile steelhead, and non-native
plants such as Arundo donax and Tamarix); and 7) loss of estuarine habitat.

13 pPersonal communication with Nikki NedefT, Ecological Consultant to IRWM Plan Coordinator (June 10, 2011).
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In the Salinas River system, two major factors contributing to the decline of steelhead are reduced in-
stream flows limiting migration into the upper tributaries, and the reduction and degradation of riparian
habitat due to agriculture, building construction, and other land use practices. As noted above, growers
and ranchers in the region have been working to implement best management practices to improve
riparian habitat, but conditions continue to deteriorate. Along the Big Sur Coast, steeclhead enhancement
recommendations have been developed for the Big Sur River, Little Sur River, and Big Creek by State
and Federal resource agencies. Steelhead habitat recommendations have also been made for Garrapata
Creek as part of a 2006 watershed assessment, and implementation has begun.

Erosion: Erosion is a widespread problem in Monterey County, due in part to the erosive nature of local
soils as well as from land use practices. These land use practices include farming on steep slopes,
unmaintained or improperly designed dirt roads, altered water channels that increase water velocities and
alter the natural sediment balance, and areas that have been denuded of vegetation by fire, overgrazing, or
clearing. Erosion from roads, agriculture, and unstable stream banks may carry pollutants and can be
detrimental to aquatic habitat and organisms.

The Resource Conservation District (RCD) of Monterey County has been addressing erosion and
sediment issues related to agricultural practices and farm/ranch roads in Monterey County for decades."
The RCD has provided assistance to Hispanic and other hillside (primarily strawberry) farmers for winter
erosion control in the Elkhorn Slough, Moro Cojo and Gabilan watersheds. Projects include furrow
alignment, furrow and road seeding, irrigation efficiency evaluations (i.e., runoff reduction for specific
programs), and engineered practices for particularly problematic sites, including steep slopes with active
gullies and erosion. Engineered practices include sediment traps, stormwater detention structures,
underground outlets (capturing water at the top and midsections of a field and conveying it underground
via pipe to a safe outlet at the bottom of the hill), and other pond-type structures. The RCD has also tested
multiple “vegetated treatment systems” on land draining into the Salinas River, Elkhorn Slough, the
Salinas Reclamation Ditch, and Blanco Drain.

In addition, the RCD provides education to farmers and private landowners on effective rural road
management through individual site visits, workshops, and materials development. With assistance from
the USDA NRCS, the Santa Cruz RCD, and the California Coastal Conservancy, the RCD is currently
developing and implementing a Rural Roads Erosion Control Assistance Program to help private road
associations and landowners identify and treat road erosion and drainage problems for long-term, low
maintenance management that reduces sediment movement from rural roads to local waterways. Such
projects benefit community access and safety as well as local wildlife dependent on healthy streams and
rivers. The RCD recently developed a Private Roads Maintenance Field Guide for Monterey County that
includes technical information on design and implementation of road drainage and maintenance
practices. '

In addition, the MBNMS produced an Agriculture and Rural Lands Action Plan in 1999 that includes
strategies to improve both public and private planning and maintenance practices for rural roadways in
order to reduce erosion. The Sanctuary’s Agriculture Water Quality Coordinator is an active participant in
pursuing implementation of those strategies with the RCDs and other partners described above.

Invasive Species: An invasive species is a non-native plant or animal species that, when introduced to an
ecosystem, causes or is likely to cause economic or environmental harm, or harm to human health.

14 Source for this paragraph: RCD Spring 2011 newsletter, Conservation Connections:
http://www.rcdmonterey.org/pdf/ RCDMCnews-spring2011.pdf
15 See RCD website: http://www.rcdmonterey.org.
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Invasive plant species are usually able to out-compete local native plant species for water and space
because they are more prolific, have more vigorous growth, and lack predators that would otherwise help
to keep them in check. They degrade habitat for other wildlife, domestic animals, recreation, and other
land use activities.'® In addition, weedy species can increase wildfire hazard and frequency, which is
considered particularly problematic in Monterey County where wildfires pose a major threat. Non-native
animal species tend to out-compete native species due to lack of natural predators, competition for
habitat, and in some instances, preying on native species. Invasive species affect terrestrial, freshwater,
estuarine, and marine systems throughout the region and pose a major challenge to private landowners,
farmers, ranchers, and resource managers.

The invasive plant and animal species inhabiting the Greater Monterey County region are too numerous
to list,'” but “top offenders” for non-native plants in Monterey County include: Arundo donax, yellow star
thistle, cape ivy, French broom, pampas/jubata grass, and wakame (a marine invasive plant, which is
under eradication in Monterey Bay). The noxious weed Arundo donax deserves special mention: the
Arundo infestation in the Salinas River represents the second-largest invasion in California of this
nonnative invasive species. Arundo is an aggressive perennial grass that has overtaken approximately
2,500 acres of the Salinas River, forming enormous monocultures with virtually no food or habitat value
for native wildlife. Non-native “top offender” animal species in Monterey County include red squirrels,
red fox, and bullfrogs. Appendix J includes lists of non-native invasive plant and animal species found in
the Monterey County area, compiled from various sources.

Fire Management: The Big Sur coast area is susceptible to major wildfires, and while wildfires are a
necessary part of the natural cycle they can cause serious degradation to water and other natural
resources. Major wildfires can cause excessive erosion and impaired water quality in creeks, destroy or
damage small community water and wastewater systems, and damage public and private roads. Runoff
from rain can wash debris from wildfires into coastal creeks and the ocean, with potentially detrimental
effects on nearshore marine communities.

A series of record-breaking wildfires burned through Big Sur and the Santa Lucia Range during the
summer of 2008. The Indians Fire began on June 8th and was ignited by an unpermitted campfire, while
the Basin Complex Fire was ignited by lightning on June 21st, and merged with the Indians Fire by June
25th. About 240,000 acres of federal, state, and private lands—83 percent of which was a part of the
Monterey District of the Los Padres National Forest—burned in the fire, making it the seventh largest fire
in California history. The fire extended south to Fort Hunter Liggett and north to Carmel Valley, creating
a footprint 40 miles north-south and 15 miles east-west. Watershed evaluations were conducted following
the fire, and research and monitoring projects were set up to track terrestrial inputs from the fires and
determine if those inputs alter water chemistry, quality, and clarity of nearshore waters. The projects also
measured community-level responses in the rocky intertidal and adjacent kelp forests.

As development in the wildland/urban interface continues to grow, wildfires also pose an increasing
threat to human lives and infrastructure. Fire management at the wildland/urban interface brings to fore
competing interests between those whose mission it is to protect structures and those whose mission it is
to protect forestlands. While foresters and environmentalists tend to consider natural fires (or when
appropriate, prescribed burns) to be healthy for the forest and helpful or even necessary for reducing the

16 See Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office website: http:/ag.co.monterey.ca.us/pages/invasive-
weeds.

'7 The California Invasive Plant Inventory Database, compiled by the California Invasive Plant Council (Cal-IPC),
includes 166 invasive plant species in the “Central West” region (as of September 2011), which roughly comprises
the Monterey County area. See California Invasive Plant Council website: http:/www.cal-
ipc.org/ip/inventory/weedlist.php?region=CW
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intensity of wildfires, those whose job it is to fight structure fires, and certainly most homeowners, tend to
consider all fires destructive and dangerous. This dichotomy poses a growing challenge for foresters, fire
fighters, policy makers, land use planners, and others involved in fire management issues in the region.

A relatively recent effort responding to this challenge, led by the US Forest Service and facilitated by The
Nature Conservancy, is FireScape Monterey.'® FireScape Monterey is a collaborative approach to wildfire
management that aims to bring all stakeholders to the table (including those that are traditionally
opposed), to “leave swords at the door” and develop wildfire management practices that make sense from
a “landscape” fire management point of view rather than a “jurisdictional” point of view. The effort
covers a very broad geographic area, including the Los Padres National Forest and Ventana Wilderness,
north to Marina, east to Salinas, down the Salinas River to Lake Nacimiento, with the intent of including
a sphere of influence that will eventually cover all of Monterey County. FireScape Monterey is in the
process of developing goals and strategies and an implementation plan.

B.3.2.f A Note About Climate Change and Biological Resources

It is important to note that many of the important biological resources in the region—particularly species
and communities that are indigenous or unique to the region, or that are otherwise considered “special
status”—may become increasingly vulnerable in future years due to the impacts of climate change.
Climate change is expected to have effects on diverse types of ecosystems, from alpine to deep sea
habitat. As temperatures and precipitation change, seasonal shifts in vegetation will occur; this could
affect the distribution of associated flora and fauna species. As the range of species shifts, habitat
fragmentation could occur, with acute impacts on the distribution of certain sensitive species.

Climate change is expected to put a number of stressors on ecosystems, with potentially catastrophic
effects on biodiversity. The Inter-governmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) stated that “20 percent
to 30 percent of species assessed may be at risk of extinction from climate change impacts within this
century if global mean temperatures exceed 2°C to 3°C (3.6°F to 5.4°F) relative to pre-industrial levels”
(IPCC 2007a). The following provides just a few examples of anticipated climate change impacts on
biological resources in the local region:

= Sea level rise will impact current estuary brackish water interface towards more marine systems.
Coastal wetland systems are likely to be inundated with increasing frequency, leading to the
dieback of tidal marshes and the salinization of fresh and brackish marshes.

» Changes in precipitation, increased drought, higher flood peaks, and lower spring/summer runoff
will likely stress and may threaten many aquatic and plant communities.

*  Migration patterns and species distribution will change.

= Shifts in existing biomes could also make ecosystems vulnerable to invasive species
encroachment.

= Wildfires may become more severe and more frequent, making it difficult for native plant species
to repeatedly re-germinate.

» Changes in hydrograph (driven by rainfall pattern changes) will cause increased erosion and
habitat loss in creeks and rivers.

= Some locally unique species and communities such as maritime chaparral, coastal prairie, coastal
redwoods and giant kelp that are susceptible to changes in certain locally favorable climate
variables (fog duration, coastal upwelling) will become more vulnerable as these conditions
change.

'8 For more information, visit the FireScape Monterey website: http://firescape.ning.com/.
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The RWMG, with assistance from the Central Coast Wetlands Group and a Climate Task Force
comprised of regional scientists, water managers, and coastal policy professionals, conducted an analysis
to assess priority climate change vulnerabilities and impacts to the region. The results of their analysis are
described in Chapter R, Climate Change, of this IRWM Plan. Table R-7 (p. R-38) in that chapter depicts
the relative risk of each climate change impact scenario, along with a relative level of urgency to act
(priority level). The table shows the results of two separate analyses: one that considers the cumulative
consequences from the combined impacts to five different social, economic, and environmental factors
(including specifically: public safety, local economy and growth, community and lifestyle, environment
and sustainability, and public administration); and a second analysis that considers the consequences for
environmental resources and sustainability only. The table also provides adaptation and response
strategies along with suggested initial actions.

Table B-3 below summarizes the climate change impacts that are considered highest priority (i.e.,
“extreme” and “high” priority) for the region in terms of consequences for environmental resources, and
that therefore require more urgent action.

Table B-3: Priority Climate Change Impacts Based on Environmental Consequences

Priority
Level

Climate Change Consequences

Water Supply

Extreme | Agricultural water use is expected to increase to offset higher temperatures and evapotranspiration
Extreme | Local rainfall changes are estimated to be reduced by 3-10 inches

Extreme | Sea level rise and higher groundwater extraction will lead to increased rates of saltwater intrusion
Extreme | Droughts will be more frequent and severe

High Rangelands are expected to be drier

High Domestic landscaping water needs will be higher

Water Quality

Extreme | Sea level rise will impact current estuary brackish water interface towards more marine systems
High Lower seasonal surface flows can lead to higher pollutant concentrations

High Changes in storm intensity will increase sediment loading in many systems

Flooding

Extreme | Coastal levees and control structures will be undersized to manage the combined influences of higher
flow events and sea level rise

High Regional levees will provide less protection during higher storm flow events

High Natural creeks throughout the region and managed conveyance within the Salinas Valley will see
higher flow rates leading to increased erosion and flooding

Ecosystem Vulnerabilities

Extreme | Sea level rise will impact current estuary brackish water interface towards more marine systems
Extreme | Coastal wetland systems are especially vulnerable to the combined influences of climate change
High Migration patterns and species distribution will change

High Some locally unique species such as coastal redwoods and giant kelp are susceptible to changes in
certain locally favorable climate variables (fog duration, coastal upwelling)

See Section R, Climate Change, for a full discussion of climate change and its potential consequences for
water supplies and natural resources in the Greater Monterey County region.
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B.3.3 Water System

This section describes the water system in the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region as it
pertains to surface freshwater systems, groundwater basins, reclaimed water, desalted water, floodwater,
estuarine, coastal, and ocean waters, and wastewater. These separate water systems work collectively as
part of the water system being managed in the Greater Monterey County region, all within the context of
the region’s watersheds and natural resources described above. Note that the Greater Monterey County
IRWM region receives no “imported” water (except for Salinas River water that originates in San Luis
Obispo County), and therefore maintaining the region’s water system is absolutely critical for ensuring
the health, prosperity, and long-term sustainability of local communities in the region. The region’s water
system is managed for water supply, water quality, flood protection, and for the healthy functioning of the
region’s natural resources.

The various elements of the water system in the Greater Monterey County region are interconnected.
Surface waters within the region’s watersheds—including reservoirs, rivers, creeks, rainfall, irrigation
water applied to fields, agricultural drainage ditches, urban runoff, and unlined wastewater ponds—flow
either downstream into coastal wetlands and coastal waters or down into the ground, infiltrating
groundwater basins. The quality of that water affects both drinking water supplies and the health of the
region’s aquatic resources. As water is used, wastewater is created. Much of this wastewater is reclaimed
for agricultural and landscape use. The use of recycled water not only increases the region’s water supply,
but helps protect the groundwater from seawater intrusion by providing an alternative source of irrigation
and landscaping water. Desalted water, both from coastal waters and from wastewater, is currently being
pursued to supplement the region’s water supply. Floodwater is managed to protect lives and property,
and the management of floodwater and of floodplains directly affects the health of the surrounding natural
resource systems. Each element of the water system is part of this collective, integrally linked system.
The individual elements of that water system are described in turn below.

B.3.3.a Surface Waters

The significant surface waters of the Greater Monterey County IRWM region include the Salinas River in
the Salinas Valley and its tributaries; the San Antonio and Nacimiento Reservoirs, which control water
flows to the Salinas River and, consequently, impact recharge of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin;
the numerous rivers originating in the Santa Lucia Mountains along the Big Sur coast, which provide the
main source of water for water users in that portion of the region; the Elkhorn Slough and Moro Cojo
Slough; the Monterey Bay, and the coastal waters of the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary.

The MBNMS is a federally protected marine area offshore of California's central coast. Stretching from
Marin to Cambria, from the high tide mark to as far as 53 miles offshore, the MBNMS encompasses a
shoreline length of 276 miles and 6,094 square miles of ocean. The MBNMS was established for the
purpose of resource protection, research, education, and public use, and is part of a system of 13 National
Marine Sanctuaries administered by NOAA. Its natural resources include our nation's largest kelp forest,
one of North America's largest underwater canyons and the closest-to-shore deep ocean environment in
the continental United States. The MBNMS is home to one of the most diverse marine ecosystems in the
world, including 33 species of marine mammals, 94 species of seabirds, 345 species of fishes, and
numerous invertebrates and plants. The Greater Monterey County region includes approximately 65 miles
of coastline adjacent to the MBNMS, and the main channel of the Elkhorn Slough.

Located in the northern coastal area of the Greater Monterey County region, Elkhorn Slough, Moro Cojo

Slough and the surrounding areas that drain to Moss Landing Harbor provide some of the most important
estuarine habitat for wildlife in California, including extensive areas of salt marsh, brackish marsh,
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freshwater marsh, intertidal mudflats and open water. The main channel of Elkhorn Slough, which winds
inland nearly seven miles, is flanked by a broad salt marsh that is the largest in California south of San
Francisco Bay. The diversity of both birds and marine invertebrates in the Elkhorn Slough is among the
highest in the United States, and the slough is an important breeding area for sharks, rays and
commercially harvested flatfish.

The Salinas River is the third longest river in the state of California and the largest water system in
Monterey County, extending about 120 miles from its headwaters at the Santa Margarita Reservoir in San
Luis Obispo County to its mouth at the Monterey Bay. The Salinas River drains approximately 4,043
square miles of land. Several tributaries enter the river along the length, including Pancho Rico Creek,
Santa Rita Creek, Estrella Creek, Chalone Creek, San Lorenzo Creek, El Toro Creek, Prunedale Creek,
Arroyo Seco River, Nacimiento River and San Antonio River.

The Arroyo Seco River is the largest undammed tributary to the Salinas River and is an important source
of groundwater recharge to the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. The river is 40 miles long and drains
275 square miles of watershed, most of which lies in the rugged coastal range areas southwest of
Greenfield and Soledad. The dramatic topographical relief of its drainage area and the fact that there are
no dams on the Arroyo Seco make the river prone to flash flooding. The river is therefore significant for
Salinas River flood management. Watersheds bordering the Arroyo Seco drainage are the Carmel River
and Big Sur River to the northwest, multiple small creeks flowing into the Pacific on the west, the San
Antonio River to the south, and other smaller tributaries of the Salinas on the east. As it is the only
perennial Salinas River tributary without dams, the Arroyo Seco also sustains a small population of
steelhead trout. In recognition of this fishery, as well as its obvious scenic and recreational values, the
Arroyo Seco River and its tributary, Tassajara Creek, have been determined eligible for National Wild &
Scenic River status by the U.S. Forest Service.

The San Antonio and Nacimiento Rivers are by far the largest tributaries to the Salinas River, with
watersheds of about 330 and 328 square miles, respectively. Dams owned and operated by the MCWRA
control both of these rivers. The San Antonio River has its headwaters in the Santa Lucia Mountains and
flows in a southeasterly and easterly direction through the Los Padres National Forest and Fort Hunter
Liggett Military Base to its confluence with the Salinas River, for a total length of 58 miles. The
Nacimiento River, located about five miles southwest of the San Antonio River, originates in the Santa
Lucia Mountains and flows southeasterly through the Los Padres National Forest, Fort Hunter Liggett,
and Camp Roberts to its confluence with the Salinas River, for a total length of 54 miles. Nacimiento and
San Antonio Rivers contribute approximately 200,000 acre-feet/year (AFY) and 70,000 AFY,
respectively, to the Salinas River.

The Nacimiento and San Antonio Dams—built in 1957 and 1965, respectively—were constructed to
control floodwaters and to release water into the Salinas River for percolation to underground aquifers
throughout the summer. At maximum pool, the Nacimiento Reservoir’s storage capacity is 377,900 AF
with a surface elevation of 800 feet and a surface area of 5,400 acres. The Nacimiento Reservoir yields on
average about 62 percent of the total water in the Salinas River system. At full pool, the San Antonio
Reservoir has a volume of 335,000 AF, surface elevation of 780 feet, and a maximum depth of 180 feet.
The San Antonio Reservoir yields on average about 13 percent of the total water in the Salinas River
system.

The Nacimiento and San Antonio Reservoirs are considered the most prominent elements of the region’s
water infrastructure. The watersheds of both the Nacimiento and San Antonio Reservoirs lie astride the
boundaries of Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties; and although the Nacimiento Reservoir is owned
and operated by the MCWRA, it is actually located entirely within San Luis Obispo County, outside of
the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. San Luis Obispo County has existing entitlements to 17,500
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AFY of water from the Nacimiento Reservoir. MCWRA has recently coordinated efforts with the San
Luis Obispo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District to implement the Nacimiento Water
Project, which includes construction of a pipeline and appurtenant facilities from Nacimiento Reservoir
south to the communities of Paso Robles, Templeton, Atascadero and San Luis Obispo to convey the
District’s existing water entitlement from the reservoir to areas of use.

Average annual flows to the ocean from the Salinas River are around 360,400 AFY." most of which
occurs during the period of November through March. This period corresponds to the months of peak
seasonal rainfall and coincides with a seasonal reduction in irrigation activities in the valley. During the
spring and summer months, the reservoirs on the Nacimiento and San Antonio Rivers regulate flow to
maximize groundwater recharge via the Salinas River channel. A natural clay layer underlies the river in
the northern portion of the valley, which inhibits natural recharge in this area. Previous reservoir
operations maintained flow as far north as the Spreckels area. Since April 2010, with the implementation
of the Salinas Valley Water Project, flows are managed to provide increased recharge in the Salinas River
channel, and deliver river water from the Salinas River Diversion Facility to the seawater intrusion area,
thus reducing the pumping stress on the aquifer system, and reducing seawater intrusion advancement.

To the northeast of the Salinas River watershed is the smaller Gabilan Creek watershed, which contains
five waterways—Gabilan Creek, Alisal Creek, Natividad Creek, Santa Rita Creek, and Tembladero
Slough—along with the historic Carr Lake, a 450-acre former wetland and seasonal lake in the City of
Salinas now primarily under agricultural production. The Gabilan Creek watershed, which includes the
City of Salinas, is one of the most polluted watersheds emptying into the MBNMS. The Salinas
Reclamation Ditch and Tembladero Slough are tied for third in having the most pollutant impairments
identified on the 303(d) List on the Central Coast, each listed with 14 pollutant impairments. Moss
Landing Harbor, which lies at the receiving end of the Gabilan watershed, is listed for 10 pollutant
impairments, including pesticides, toxicity, pathogens, and sediment.

In the Big Sur portion of the region, major rivers include the Big Sur River, Little Sur River, and Big
Creek, as well as numerous coastal creeks. The Big Sur River was designated a Wild and Scenic River in
1992. Major tributaries to the river include Pfeiffer-Redwood, Juan Higuera, and Pheneger Creeks. The
Big Sur River flows in a northerly direction through the Big Sur Valley, at the north end of which lies an
extensive floodplain and lagoon. The Big Sur River has a drainage area of about 61 square miles and an
average annual runoff of 64,900 AFY (based on USGS stream gauge records), with peak flows in
January.

Figure B-10 on the following page illustrates the major surface water bodies in the Greater Monterey
County IRWM Region.

19 Source: Annual data report on United States Geological Survey (USGS) website:
http://wdr.water.usgs.gov/wy2010/pdfs/11152500.2010.pdf
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Figure B-10: Major Surface Waters in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Region
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B.3.3.b Groundwater Basins

Groundwater is the main source of water for most water users in the planning region with the exception of
residents along the Big Sur coast, who depend entirely on surface water and shallow wells for their water
supply, and of residents in an area near Greenfield in the Salinas Valley, who have a diversion from the
Arroyo Seco River. The largest groundwater basin in the planning region is the Salinas Valley
Groundwater Basin. The Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin is made up of eight sub-basins, highlighted in
color on the map in Figure B-11. Note that the Seaside sub-basin is located within the Monterey
Peninsula IRWM region, outside of the Greater Monterey County region. The Paso Robles sub-basin
extends into San Luis Obispo County (outside of the Greater Monterey County IRWM region). The
subareas have different hydrogeologic and recharge characteristics, though they are not separated by
barriers to horizontal flow and water can move between them. The Upper Valley and Forebay subareas
are unconfined and in direct hydraulic connection with the Salinas River.

Other, considerably smaller groundwater basins in the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region
include Lockwood Valley, Cholame Valley, and Peach Tree Valley basins at the southern end of the
county, and a portion of the Pajaro Valley Groundwater Basin at the northern end of the county. (Carmel
Valley groundwater basin is located within the Monterey Peninsula IRWM region boundaries).
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Figure B-11: Major Groundwater Basins in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Region
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According to the 2015 MCWRA Ground Water Extraction Data Summary Report, total groundwater
pumping from the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin in the 2015 reporting year was 514,714 acre feet
(AF). This figure is based on reporting from 98 percent of the 1,901 wells in the Salinas Valley for the
2015 reporting year. Note that data is submitted by individual reporting parties and is not verified by
Agency staff. Agricultural pumping accounted for 93 percent of total groundwater pumping and urban
uses accounted for the remaining 7 percent of the reported extractions, as shown in Table B-4 below.

Table B-4: 2015 Total Extraction Data by Basin Subarea and Type of Use

Subarea Agricultural Pumping Urban Pumping Total Pumping
Reported (AF) Reported (AF) Reported (AF)
Pressure 109,214 14,443 123,657
East Side 91,491 12,631 104,122
Forebay 142,668 6,221 148,889
Upper Valley 134,740 3,306 138,046
Total Reported 478,113 36,601 514,714
Percent of Total 92.9% 7.1% 100%

Source: 2015 MCWRA Ground Water Extraction Data Summary Report, with 98% reporting.

Groundwater recharge in the Salinas Valley is principally from infiltration from the Salinas River, Arroyo
Seco, and to a much less extent, other tributaries to the Salinas River, and from deep percolation of
rainfall. Both natural runoff and conservation releases from Nacimiento and San Antonio Reservoirs
contribute to the flow in the Salinas River. It is estimated that stream recharge accounts for approximately
half of the total basin recharge. The recharge area is generally believed to end at a point between Chualar
and the City of Salinas. Average precipitation in the Salinas Valley ranges from 15 to 60 inches in the
mountain ranges on either side of the valley, and from 10 to 15 inches within the valley itself. Most of the
precipitation occurs in winter, from November through March. Deep percolation of applied irrigation
water is the second largest component of the groundwater budget, but because it represents recirculation
of existing groundwater rather than an inflow of “new” water, it is not considered a source of recharge.
Below is a more detailed description of the five subareas of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin.

The Upper Valley subarea includes approximately 99,000 acres near the south end of the Salinas Valley
from Greenfield to Bradley. Groundwater recharge to the Upper Valley subarea occurs primarily from
percolation in the channel of the Salinas River. The Forebay subarea, from Gonzales to Greenfield,
consists of approximately 60,000 acres of unconsolidated alluvium. Principal sources of recharge to the
Forebay subarea are percolation from the Salinas River and groundwater outflow from the Upper Valley
subarea.The Arroyo Seco subarea (which is now considered part of the Forebay sub-basin) consists of
approximately 22,000 acres of land located on the west side of the Salinas River between Soledad and
approximately two miles south of Greenfield. The principal source of groundwater replenishment in the
Arroyo Seco subarea is percolation from the Arroyo Seco River and its tributary, Reliz Creek. Average
annual flow in the Arroyo Seco River is approximately 40 percent of average annual flow in the Salinas
River. This predominance of flow from the Arroyo Seco River precludes flow in the Salinas River from
recharging the upper portion of the Arroyo Seco Cone even though the area is in hydraulic continuity with
the alluvium of the Salinas Valley.

The Pressure subarea includes approximately 114,000 acres between Gonzales and Monterey Bay. It is
composed mostly of confined and semi-confined aquifers separated by clay layers (aquicludes) that limit
the amount of vertical recharge. Three primary water-bearing strata have been identified in the Pressure
subarea: the 180-Foot Aquifer, the 400-Foot Aquifer, and the Deep (900-Foot) Aquifer. The Deep
Aquifer has only recently begun to be used as a water supply source. The aquifer is being tapped near the
coast for both urban and agricultural uses, by entities including the Marina Coast Water District (MCWD)
which is using Deep Aquifer water to replace groundwater in the shallower aquifers that is unusable due
to seawater intrusion, the Castroville Community Services District, the Monterey Dunes Colony, and by
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some agricultural users. The 180-Foot, 400-Foot, and Deep Aquifers are separated by aquitards, although
some vertical recharge occurs locally where the aquitards are thin or absent. The uppermost aquitards
allow some limited recharge from the Salinas River directly to the 180-Foot Aquifer in the area near
Spreckels. The areas of thin or absent aquitards also allow some interconnection between the shallow
180-Foot and deeper 400-Foot Aquifers. The three aquifers of the Pressure subarea are all situated below
sea level; there is hydrologic continuity with the ocean in all three aquifers.

The East Side subarea consists of 87,000 acres and includes unconfined and semi-confined aquifers in the
northern portion of the basin that historically received some of their recharge from percolation from
stream channels on the west slope of the Gabilan Range. As a result of extractions in excess of recharge,
the declines in groundwater level in the East Side subarea have increased subsurface recharge from the
Pressure subarea and the Forebay subarea. The groundwater level in the East Side subarea is declining
more rapidly than any other subarea in the Salinas Valley basin. The inflow from the Pressure and
Forebay subareas is now a larger source of recharge than the stream channels coming from the Gabilan
Range.

The only source of groundwater recharge in the North County area, except for the extreme southwestern
portion of that area, is rainfall. This area has significant water supply and water quality problems in many
of its aquifers, including falling water levels in its eastern areas, seawater infiltration and intrusion in the
western areas, and nitrate ion contamination due to septic tank proliferation and the historic use of
commercial fertilizers (LandWatch Monterey County 2008).

B.3.3.c Reclaimed Water

The MCWRA, in partnership with Monterey One Water, built two projects to retard the advancement of
seawater intrusion: a water recycling facility at the Regional Treatment Plant and a reclaimed water
distribution system that delivers recycled water to approximately 12,000 acres of agricultural users near
Castroville. Monterey One Water owns and operates the regional wastewater treatment plant at the
northern end of the City of Marina. Wastewater from the Monterey Peninsula, Salinas, Marina, Moss
Landing and the Ord Community is conveyed to the Monterey County Water Recycling Plant for
processing. The plant has the capacity to generate approximately 21,600 AFY of recycled water. Of that
amount, 13,300 AFY of tertiary treated recycled water is delivered directly to the Castroville area for
agricultural irrigation during the irrigation season (the Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project, or CSIP);
the remaining 8,300 AFY of available capacity would be generated during the non-irrigation season, but
cannot directly be delivered for irrigation purposes due to current lack of seasonal storage facilities
(though plans exist to expand the current storage facilities, as described in Section B.5.5.a below).

The CSIP effort uses almost all of the recycled water from the regional generating facility during the
summer months, to the extent that there is virtually no wastewater discharged from the regional
wastewater treatment plant during peak agricultural irrigation season. The MCWD has recycled water
rights to a small fraction of the summer-time recycled water flows and is proposing to distribute that
recycled water to regional golf courses, municipalities, and institutions for the irrigation of large
landscapes and public common areas. This project is called the “Regional Urban Water Augmentation
Project” (RUWAP), and is included as a proposed project in this IRWM Plan. The project will provide
service largely to the developed (and developing) parts of the Ord Community and will be supported by
developer resources paid to the Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA).

The Pure Water Monterey project is another reclaimed water project in the Monterey Bay area, located in
the adjacent Monterey Peninsula, Carmel Bay, and South Monterey Bay IRWM region. Pure Water
Monterey will involve further purification of tertiary treated recycled water at the Monterey One Water
Regional Treatment Plant, which will then be injected into the Seaside Groundwater Basin. The process
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will recharge the Seaside aquifer and help prevent seawater intrusion. Though the Pure Water Monterey
project will address water supply issues on the Monterey Peninsula, the Greater Monterey County IRWM
region would indirectly benefit by virtue of its neighbor’s water supply shortfalls being addressed.

The City of Soledad owns and operates wastewater treatment plant facilities located one mile southwest
of the City. The City completed construction of a 5.5 million gallons/day (MGD) water reclamation
facility at the wastewater treatment plant in February 2010, with a plan to provide tertiary treated water
for agricultural and urban landscape irrigation, but had not yet constructed the delivery system. Through
Round 1 of the Proposition 84 IRWM Implementation Grant program, the City received funds to
construct the recycled water pump station and design and construct the transmission mains needed to
connect the recycled water transmission mains already constructed to the pump station. Completion of
this project will enable delivery of recycled water to multiple landscaped areas currently being irrigated
with potable water. The project will also include a feasibility study and preliminary conceptual design for
the neighboring communities of Gonzales and Greenfield for delivery of their cities’ wastewater to the
Soledad Water Reclamation Facility for processing. The City plans to build a second facility (the Scalping
Plant) by the year 2028, and assuming that plant is built and on line, the two facilities together are
projected to produce approximately 6.1 MGD. At this capacity, up to 6,800 AFY of water could be
produced for agricultural and urban landscape irrigation.

B.3.3.d Desalted Water

Desalination has been discussed and studied in Monterey County since the 1980s to augment existing,
regional, groundwater and surface potable water supplies. One desalination plant currently exists in the
Greater Monterey County region. The MCWD owns a small seawater desalination plant that has a
capacity of 300 AFY, located at the District’s former wastewater treatment plant site on Reservation
Road. The source water for the plant comes from a shallow well located on Marina State Beach. This was
constructed as a pilot facility, used to verify that adequate seawater supply could be produced from beach
wells, and to test the use of beach injection wells for the disposal of brine. The Monterey Bay is a national
marine sanctuary, so open ocean intakes and discharges are not allowed. The facility has been idle for
several years, though MCWD has signed a developer agreement that obligates the District to re-operate
the facility if needed. The supply is currently allocated to the Ord Community under an agreement with
three developers in the Marina portion of the Ord Community (MCWD 2011).

MCWD, MCWRA and California American Water (CalAm) have worked together and with other
interested agencies and persons during the past decade to develop desalination to augment regional water
supplies. The Monterey Peninsula (adjacent IRWM region) needs to replace their current water supply
with another water source to stop illegal withdrawals from the Carmel River. A proposed solution is
desalination. To date, different desalination concepts and locations have been analyzed in different
environmental documents certified by MCWD and by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)
under the CEQA. There have been multiple site proposals for a new desalination facility, though the one
with the most traction would be a desalination plant near the city of Marina. Proposed desalination has
most recently focused on reverse osmosis (RO) desalination facilities to treat brackish water extracted
from the seawater-intruded 180-Foot Aquifer of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin to produce about a
combined 10 MGD of product water. Intake facilities would include intake wells and a pipeline to convey
extracted water to desalination facilities for treatment. A great deal of work has been done by MCWD,
MCWRA, and CalAm to develop a plant that has slant wells for the seawater intakes. Desalination
facilities would include a pretreatment system, an RO system, a post-treatment system, clearwell tanks,
and brine disposal. The proposed plant could utilize Monterey One Water’s existing ocean outfall for the
brine disposal. At the time of the writing of this report, there is not a definitive solution developed for
desalination.
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B.3.3.e Floodwater and Flood Management

Floodwaters and floodplains are part of the collective water system in the Greater Monterey County
IRWM region and must be considered alongside the other water systems being managed. The Flood
Protection and Floodplain Management goal in this IRWM Plan is to “develop, fund, and implement
integrated watershed approaches to flood management through collaborative and community supported
processes.” Plenty of opportunities exist in the region to increase integrated flood management, and the
RWMG hopes to achieve that objective by promoting integrated flood management projects through the
IRWM planning process. The following section briefly describes floodwater and flood management in the
Greater Monterey County region. A more detailed discussion is included as a separate chapter of this Plan
(Section C, Flood Management).

Flooding is a major issue in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. The damages caused by
flooding in the Salinas Valley today are far more substantial than they were a century ago. Along the Big
Sur coast, streams and rivers draining the steep coastal mountains are subject to short, intense floods,
capable of producing significant damage to property. Historic records from 1911-2007 show flooding and
flood damage to have occurred on a fairly regular basis (every few years) within Monterey County.

The agency with primary responsibility for flood control and floodplain management in Monterey County
is the MCWRA. Flood control also falls under the authority of municipalities throughout the region,
which are responsible for storm drain maintenance and surface water disposal. In addition, several other
organizations—most notably the RCD of Monterey County and the NRCS—contribute significantly to
flood control and floodplain management efforts in the region through sediment and erosion control
programs and grant incentives, though they have no jurisdictional flood control authority per se.

The MCWRA employs both structural and non-structural approaches to flood control and floodplain
management in the County. Structural approaches include the Nacimiento and San Antonio Dams,
constructed in 1957 and 1967 respectively. The agricultural community funded construction of both the
Nacimiento and San Antonio Reservoirs. Nacimiento Dam is a large earthfill dam, constructed primarily
for flood control and water supply (including percolation into the Salinas Valley aquifer); recreational
benefits were also realized after construction was completed. The dam and reservoir are located in San
Luis Obispo County and are owned and operated by MCWRA. The drainage basin for Nacimiento
Reservoir covers 324 square miles with half of the basin area in Monterey County and the other half in
San Luis Obispo County. San Antonio Dam is an earthfill dam also owned and operated by MCWRA.
Like the Nacimiento Reservoir, the San Antonio Reservoir is operated for flood control and water supply
(including groundwater percolation). The dam is located approximately seven miles southwest of Bradley
on the San Antonio River in Monterey County, and has a 330 square mile watershed.

The Salinas Reclamation Ditch, originally named Reclamation Ditch District No. 1665, was constructed
in 1917 to drain the marshlands in the northern Salinas Valley for agricultural and urban uses. The ditch
was an enlargement of an existing waterway (Gabilan Creek) that connected a series of seven shallow
lakes roughly between the City of Salinas and Castroville. A 2005 report developed by the Central Coast
Watershed Studies (CCoWS) team at California State University Monterey Bay for the MCWRA (Final
Report: Monterey County Water Resources Agency—Reclamation Ditch Watershed Assessment and
Management Strategy) describes the development of the Reclamation Ditch as follows:

The original hydrology of the Watershed was somewhat different than what it is today.
Gabilan Creek and Natividad Creek flowed into Carr Lake, a natural basin near the
center of Salinas. To the south, the Alisal Watershed drained into Smith Lake. Between
Smith Lake and the southern border of Salinas were two other small lakes, Heinz and
Mud Lakes. These basins received local runoff and presumably overflow from Smith Lake
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during heavy storms.

The chain of lakes continued to the Northwest, between Salinas and Castroville. These
lands were characterized by rolling, grass covered hills, each forming small individual
drainages (Cozzens, 1944). At the end of each of these small drainages were natural
depressions that formed small lakes, or ponds, during winter (Bechtel Corp., 1959). They
included, Merritt Lake, Espinosa Lake, Santa Rita Slough, Vierra Lake, Fontes Lake,
Boronda Lake, Markley Swamp, and Mill Lake. The lakes naturally had poor drainage
and were only connected during periods of high runoff. The whole system ultimately
drained into Tembladero Slough and into Moss Landing Lagoon (now Moss Landing
Harbor) (Cozzens, 1944, Bechtel Corp., 1959).

Starting as early as the mid-19th Century, attempts were made to drain portions of the
swamps, for use as productive farmlands. Much of the initial work was conducted by
Chinese laborers. In the winter of 1890, Carr Lake filled and flooded its adjacent lands,
and eventually spilled into the City of Salinas. As a result, Jesse D. Carr modified, or
increased, the slow natural drainage of the lake and in doing so, reclaimed
approximately 1,475 acres of the lake bottom (Anderson, 2000, Breschini et al., 2000).
Eventually, this led to the draining of all the major lakes and much of the adjacent
swamplands between Salinas and Castroville. From then on, protecting the newly created
valuable farmlands from the natural flooding would become a constant battle.
(Casagrande and Watson, 2005, Part A, p. 31, including their original citations)

The Salinas Reclamation Ditch watershed area covers approximately 157 square miles of rural,
agricultural, and urban lands located in northern Monterey County and a small mountainous region in San
Benito County. While the original purpose of the Reclamation Ditch was drainage (for land reclamation),
the Ditch came to be used and depended upon by local residents as a flood control channel. Rapid
agricultural and urban development throughout the 1900s, however, significantly changed the hydrology
of the watershed, causing a dramatic increase in the rate and amount of runoff from storms. By the end of
the 1950s it was clear that the system lacked capacity to manage the flooding from storms and from
increased water runoff that resulted from expanded urbanization and agricultural development
(Casagrande and Watson 2005).

In 1967, the Monterey County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (now MCWRA) took over
maintenance on portions of the Salinas Reclamation Ditch from the Northern Salinas Valley Mosquito
Abatement District. After two major floods in the 1990s that resulted in substantial damage to agricultural
lands west of Salinas, the MCWRA initiated an evaluation of the Reclamation Ditch and a committee was
convened to assist MCWRA in planning for an improved drainage system (1999). That committee, the
Reclamation Ditch Improvement Plan Advisory Committee (RDIPAC), has made several
recommendations for improvements and provided guidance during the development of several studies
such as the Potrero Tide Gates study (September 2000) as a result of changes in the watershed. The
implementation of those recommendations is included as a proposed project in this IRWM Plan.

As noted above, the original function of the Reclamation Ditch was intended to “reclaim lands” for other
uses, specifically agricultural uses. As the watershed characteristics changed throughout the decades, the
Reclamation Ditch’s function changed to providing some relief from local flooding, though it is not a
solution for flood control protection. The MCWRA Reclamation Ditch Watershed Management Strategy
(Casagrande and Watson 2005) suggests several possible management options for maintaining the Salinas
Reclamation Ditch, reflecting a more integrated flood management approach. Goals include:
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* Improve water quality

» Reduce flooding of developed land

= (Create parklands and natural areas

» Determine steelhead status

» Protect rare and special status species

= Reduce mosquitoes

» Facilitate food safety and agricultural pest control
» Reduce harbor sedimentation

* Achieve sustainable water supply

* Maintain economic viability

Non-structural approaches to flood management include land use management tools such as regulation
and flood insurance, and emergency response systems. MCWRA developed the Monterey County
Floodplain Management Plan in 2002 with the goal of creating an action plan to minimize the loss of life
and property in areas where repetitive losses have occurred, and to ensure that the natural and beneficial
functions of the County’s floodplains are protected. Updated in 2008, the plan describes the County’s
flood control system (infrastructure), identifies flood zones defined by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA), including maps depicting Repetitive Loss Properties (RLPs) and 100-year
floodplains, provides a general hazard assessment (including atmospheric, geologic, hydrologic, seismic,
fire, system failure, and general flood hazards), assesses the flood hazards of specific waterways in the
County in terms of repetitive losses, and provides an implementation plan for flood mitigation and for
mitigation of RLPs.

B.3.3.f Estuarine, Coastal, and Ocean Waters

As noted previously, the Greater Monterey County region is situated adjacent to the federally protected
MBNMS. Within the MBNMS are four Critical Coastal Areas (CCA), two Areas of Special Biological
Significance (ASBS), and five Marine Protected Areas (MPA).*” The Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine
Research Reserve, part of the MBNMS, is located in the northern coastal area of the Greater Monterey
County IRWM region, and is one of the few coastal wetlands remaining in California. The slough
provides some of the most important freshwater marsh and brackish marsh habitat for wildlife in
California. Another significant estuary within the Greater Monterey County region is Moro Cojo Slough,
located directly south of the Elkhorn Slough. The Moro Cojo State Marine Reserve protects all marine
life within its boundaries. These estuarine, coastal, and ocean waters are described in more detail in
Section B.3.2.b, above.

B.3.3.g Wastewater

Wastewater treatment services are provided in the northern part of the Greater Monterey County region
by Monterey One Water (formerly called the Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control Agency).
Monterey One Water provides regional wastewater conveyance, treatment, disposal, and recycling
services to all of the sewered portions of northern Monterey County, including in the Greater Monterey
County IRWM planning region the City of Salinas, Boronda, Marina, Castroville, Moss Landing, the Ord

20 protected areas include: Elkhorn Slough (CCA and MPA), Moro Cojo Estuary (MPA), Old Salinas River Estuary
(CCA), Salinas River (CCA), Julia Pfeiffer Burns Underwater Park (CCA and ASBS), Point Lobos (MPA), Point
Sur (MPA), Big Creek (MPA), and the ocean area surrounding the mouth of Salmon Creek (ASBS).
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community, and some unincorporated areas in northern Monterey County. Monterey One Water owns the
Regional Treatment Plant on the Salinas River.

As noted above, Monterey One Water, in partnership with the MCWRA, built two projects to retard the
advancement of seawater intrusion: a water recycling facility at the Regional Treatment Plant and a
reclaimed water distribution system that delivers recycled water to approximately 12,000 acres of
agricultural users near Castroville. Wastewater from the Monterey Peninsula, Salinas, Marina, Moss
Landing and Ord Community is conveyed to the Monterey County Water Recycling Plant for processing.
The wastewater at the Regional Treatment Plant undergoes secondary treatment with trickling filters,
followed by activated carbon, dual media filtration, and chlorine disinfection for recycled water. The
Monterey One Water Regional Treatment Plant has a capacity to treat 29.6 million gallons/day (MGD) of
wastewater. During the summer months, 100 percent of the treated effluent (approximately 4,600 AFY)
from the Regional Treatment Plant is recycled during the summer months for agricultural irrigation of
artichokes and a variety of crops. Wastewater is not recycled during the winter months, but is discharged
without chlorination to Monterey Bay (Cal Water 2010b).

For other areas of the planning region, wastewater treatment is provided by the municipalities, water
districts, or private water utilities that service those areas, or in more rural regions (such as in Big Sur),
via septic tanks. Municipalities in the region include Gonzales, Greenfield, King City, Soledad, Marina,
and Salinas (the latter two of which are served by Monterey One Water). The City of Gonzales’s
municipal wastewater treatment plant operates at 1.30 MGD and serves all residential, commercial and
industrial customers in the City (LAFCO 2010a). The City of Greenfield’s Wastewater Treatment Plant
has a capacity to receive a flow of 2.0 MGD, while the plant currently provides a peak month average
daily flow of 0.983 MGD (LAFCO 2010b). The King City Wastewater Treatment plant uses primary and
secondary ponds, with facilities for non-recoverable industrial wastewater. The average flow capacity is
1.2 MGD, which is well below the design capacity of 3.0 MGD. In June 2010 the City Council approved
a contract of over $900,000 to make improvements to the wastewater ponds including expansion of
capacity (LAFCO 2010c).

While the Monterey One Water Regional Treatment Plant provides the residential wastewater service for
the Salinas service area, the City of Salinas owns and operates an Industrial Wastewater Treatment Plant
with a capacity to treat 4 MGD (but currently receives 2 MGD from industrial customers in Salinas).
Treated wastewater from the industrial wastewater treatment plant is not recycled (LAFCO 2010d).

The City of Soledad completed an upgrade and expansion of its wastewater treatment plant in January
2010. The plant capacity was elevated from 3.1 MGD to 5.5 MGD. With completion of the project, the
plant meets the effluent limits adopted by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). In
addition, the City of Soledad contractually provides wastewater treatment services to two State prisons
that lie within City boundaries, with inmate populations of approximately 6,350 and 3,800 (LAFCO
2010e).

Several water and community services districts provide wastewater treatment services in the more rural
areas of the Salinas Valley. The Chualar Community Service Area was formed in 1993 and provides
stormwater management and wastewater disposal services to residential and commercial users in the
unincorporated village of Chualar, a 175-acre service area located about nine miles south of Salinas and
comprising approximately 1,190 people. The wastewater treatment plant does not currently use best
available technology and is subject to flooding, as occurred in 1995 (LAFCO 2006a).*' The San Lucas
County Water District is an independent special district formed in 1965 to provide potable drinking water
and sewer services (collection, treatment and disposal) to residential and commercial users within the

21 population estimates for Chualar based on 2010 US Census data.
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unincorporated community of San Lucas, located in the Salinas Valley about nine miles south of King
City with a population of approximately 270 people. The San Ardo Water District is an independent
special district created in 1955 for the delivery of potable water, sewer services, and wastewater disposal
and treatment services to the unincorporated community of San Ardo, located about 10 miles south of San
Lucas and serving a population of approximately 520 people (LAFCO 2006c).

In 2003, CalAm was granted permission by the CPUC to create its Monterey Wastewater Division and
Service Area, and acquired the assets of Las Palmas Ranch, Laguna Seca Ranch, and the Carmel Valley
County Sanitation District water systems. The Las Palmas Ranch Wastewater System is made up of two
plants, that combined, are designed to handle 235,000 gallons per day, serving approximately 1,000
connections. By the end of 2004, CalAm was granted permission to purchase and operate wastewater
operations in the communities of Spreckels, Oak Hills, and Indian Springs, which together serve
approximately 900 connections.*

See Table B-6 in Section B.4.2.b below for a summary of water supply (for purveyors with more than 200
connections) and wastewater treatment providers in the Greater Monterey County region.

B.4 INTERNAL BOUNDARIES

Internal boundaries of relevance to IRWM planning within the Greater Monterey County region include
political boundaries (i.e., county, municipal, and military base boundaries); service areas of individual
water, wastewater, and flood control districts; service areas of land use agencies; groundwater basins; and
watersheds.

B.4.1 Political Boundaries

The Greater Monterey County IRWM region includes most of the land area of Monterey County, as well
as a small portion of San Benito County where the Salinas River watershed extends outside of Monterey
County along San Benito County’s western border. The region includes six incorporated cities, which
comprise 69 percent of the region’s population (and 56 percent of the county population as a whole). The
six cities include: Salinas, Soledad, Marina, Greenfield, King City, and Gonzales. Also included within
the region are several unincorporated communities, including in the Salinas Valley: Prunedale (the largest
community with a population of 19,628), Castroville (population 6,978), and the significantly smaller
communities of Moss Landing, Las Lomas, Spreckels, Chualar, San Lucas, San Ardo, Lockwood, and
Bradley. Population for the cities and communities of the region are shown in Table B-5 below
(American Community Survey 2012-2016 five-year estimates).

22 Source: Email communication to IRWM Program Director from CalAm staff, December 13, 2011.
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Table B-5: Estimated Population for Cities/Communities in Region

Community Population
Big Sur CCD? 1,710
Boronda CDP 1,381
Bradley CDP 134
Castroville CDP 6,978
Chualar CDP 1,238
Elkhorn CDP 1,091
Gonzales city 8,401
Greenfield city 16,994
King City city 13,532
Las Lomas CDP 3,047
Lockwood CDP 443
Marina city 20,816
Moss Landing CDP 118
Pine Canyon CDP 1,799
Prunedale CDP 19,628
Salinas city 155,889
San Ardo CDP 821
San Lucas CDP 362
Soledad city 25,616
Spreckels CDP 745
Toro Park CCD? 10,680
Monterey County 430,201

Source: 2016 American Community Survey (ACS) of the US Census five-year
estimates (2012 —2016).

Note: “CCD” = “Census County Division.” “CDP” = “Census-designated Place.”
a: Population estimates for Big Sur CCD and Toro Park CCD are from 2010 US
Census (these CCDs were not included in 2016 ACS).

Military areas in the region include Fort Hunter Liggett, a United States Army Reserve command post
encompassing 165,000 acres on the eastern side of the Santa Lucia Mountains, and Camp Roberts, a
National Guard training base located in southern Monterey County and northern San Luis Obispo County,
encompassing approximately 17,000 acres within Monterey County. Figure B-12 below illustrates
political boundaries within the Greater Monterey County region.
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Figure B-12: Boundaries of Counties, Cities, Communities, and Military Areas in the Greater
Monterey County IRWM Region

0 S5 10 20 Miles 5

B v Y SR ks O e | N -Cltles.Towns.CDPs
Projection: UTM Zone 10N Camp Roberts
Datum: NAD 1927

May 21st, 2012 Fort Hunter Liggett

E County lines

B-41



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Region Description

B.4.2 Service Areas of Water, Wastewater, and Flood Control Districts
B.4.2.a Water Supply Districts

Water supply in the region is managed by several agencies, both public and private. MCWRA, formed in
1947, is the primary water management agency for Monterey County and is responsible for managing,
protecting, and enhancing water supply and water quality, as well as providing flood protection, in the
County. A small portion of the Greater Monterey County region lies within the jurisdictional boundaries
of the San Benito County Water District (SBCWD). This portion is in the northeastern portion of the
region where the Salinas River watershed falls within San Benito County. The SBCWD was formed in
1953 to control, manage and conserve waters and provide water services to customers (primarily
agricultural water users) within the district. In addition, a small portion of the planning area—in the
northernmost section where the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region abuts the Pajaro River
Watershed IRWM planning region—Ilies within the jurisdictional boundaries of the Pajaro Valley Water
Management Agency (PVWMA). The PVWMA was formed in 1984 to manage existing and
supplemental water supplies to prevent further increase in and continue reduction of long-term overdraft,
and to ensure sufficient water supplies within its boundaries.

Note that the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA), enacted in 2014, has resulted in the
creation of a new agency with regulatory authority over groundwater use. SGMA provides a framework
for long-term sustainable groundwater management across California, with a goal of achieving
sustainable management by the year 2042. Under the roadmap laid out by the legislation, local and
regional authorities in medium and high priority groundwater basins are required to form Groundwater
Sustainability Agencies (GSAs) and to prepare and implement local Groundwater Sustainability Plans
(GSPs) for their basins. Local stakeholders in critically overdrafted basins have until January 2020 (or
until January 2022 in all other medium and high priority basins) to develop, prepare, and begin
implementation of GSPs. Several GSAs have been formed in the Greater Monterey County IRWM
region. These include: Salinas Valley Basin GSA, Marina Coast Water District GSA, City of Marina
GSA, and Arroyo Seco GSA. Each of these GSAs will be developing a GSP for the groundwater basins
or subbasins within their jurisdiction. See Section N.1.1 Sustainable Groundwater Management in the
Relation to Local Water Planning chapter for a description of each of these GSAs.

B.4.2.b Service Areas for Major Water Purveyors and Wastewater Treatment Providers
Table B-6 below summarizes the water suppliers and service areas for connections greater than 200, and
wastewater treatment providers in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. Note that there are no

water suppliers in the Big Sur coastal region with connections greater than 200.

Table B-6: Water Supply (Connections >200) and Wastewater Treatment Providers

Service Subplier Service Area (within Greater Population Water Wastewater
PP Monterey County IRWM Region) Served Supply Treatment
Alco Water Service Company Service areas W|th|n the City of Salinas 29.152 X
— north and east sides
Toro Water Company 408 X
Ambler Park 396 X
Chualar 186 X
. . . Las Palmas 1,046 X
California American Water Company Indian Springs 180 "
Oak Hills 460 X
Spreckels 270 X
Ralph Lane 28 X
. . Julia Pfeiffer Burns State Park X
California State Parks Andrew Molera State Park X
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Pfeiffer Big Sur State Park X X
Fremont Peak State Park X
1,100
California Utilities Toro Area connections + X
King City 10,260 X
Salinas District (including 70% of the
California Water Service Company | City of Salinas, plus Bolsa Knolls, Las 134 870 X
Lomas, Oak Hills, Country Meadows, ’
Salinas Hills, and Buena Vista)
Camp Roberts National guard base 5,986 X X
CD:?S?:irgtV'”e Community Services Community of Castroville 7,000 X
Chualar Community Services Area | Community of Chualar 1,190 X
City of Gonzales City of Gonzales 9,114 X X
City of Greenfield City of Greenfield 17,898 X X
City of Soledad 16,729 X X
. Salinas Valley State Prison and
City of Soledad Corrections Training Facility/Soledad 11,200 X
Prison
Fort Hunter Liggett Army base 5,500 X X
King City King City 12,874 X
Little Bear Water Company Area southwest of King City 2,314 X X
Marina Coast Water District City of Marina and Ord Community 30,480 X
Monte Del Lago Park Monte Del Lago Mobile Home 750 X
Community
Monterey County Parks Lake San Antonio X X
City of Salinas, Marina, unincorporated (?r?gu(zjoeos
Monterey Regional Water Pollution | areas within the County (plus Monterey .
. i . . areas outside
Control Agency Peninsula cities which are outside the the IRWM X
GMC IRWM region) ;
region)
Pajaro Sanitation District operated
byJMonterey County Publichorks Las Lomas Area 3,024 X
Pajaro/Sunny Mesa Community Pajgro area (lies outside of IRWM
Services District region), Elkhorn, Pr.unedale area, plus 7,225 X
Sunny Mesa and Hillcrest subdivisions
Salinas Valley State Prison Facility grounds in Soledad 5,719 X
San Ardo Water District Community of San Ardo 517 X X
San Lucas County Water District Community of San Lucas 269 X X
Solggad Prison/Corrections Training Facility grounds in Soledad 7475 x
Facility
Community of Spreckels and Tanimura
Spreckels Water Company Antle Plan¥ P 673 X

Source: 2007 Data from State of California, Department of Finance, compiled by Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments,

except for the following:

. Alco population estimate based on email communication with Alco President, December 13, 2011.

California American Water Company population from email communication with CalAm, December 13, 2011.
California Water population estimates from King City 2010 UWMP and Salinas District 2010 UWMP;

Castroville CSD population estimate based on email communication with CCSD General Manager, October 2011.
Chualar CSD population estimate based on 2010 US Census data;
City of Gonzales population estimate from LAFCO 2010 MSR for the City of Gonzales;
City of Greenfield population estimate from LAFCO 2010 MSR for the City of Greenfield;
King City population estimate for wastewater services based on 2010 US Census data;

Las Lomas population estimate (for Pajaro Sanitation District) based on 2010 US Census data;

Marina Coast Water District population estimate from MCWD 2010 UWMP;

Pajaro/Sunny Mesa CSD population estimate from LAFCO 2006 MSR for the North County Area of Monterey County;
San Ardo population estimate based on 2010 US Census data;

San Lucas population estimate based on 2010 US Census data;

Soledad population estimate from the Soledad 2010 UWMP;

Spreckels population estimate based on 2010 US Census data.

Major water suppliers in the region include the MCWD, the Castroville Community Services District, the
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California Water Service Company, Alco Water Service Company, and the municipalities of Gonzales,
Greenfield, Soledad, and King City. The U.S. Army and California State Parks supply water for use on
their properties within the region. The majority of residents and businesses in the Big Sur coastal region
obtain water from private wells and springs. California State Parks treats and provides its own water
supply at each of the State Parks in Big Sur, including Andrew Molera State Park, Pfeiffer Big Sur State
Park, Julia Pfeiffer Burns State Park, and Fremont Peak State Park, which lies within Monterey and San
Benito Counties.

Figure B-13 on the following page illustrates the jurisdictional boundaries of the water management
agencies and water districts in the region (MCWRA, SBCWD, and PVWMA) along with the boundaries
of the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District (MPWMD), which manages water for the
Monterey Peninsula area, adjacent to the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning area. The map also
shows general boundaries for major water purveyors in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region.
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Figure B-13: Water Supply Districts and Purveyors in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Region
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The following provides a description of the major water purveyors in the Greater Monterey County
IRWM region. (Note that wastewater providers are described above in Section B.3.3.g.)

Alco Water Service

Alisal Water Corporation, dba Alco Water Service (Alco), is an investor-owned public utility water
company that has been providing public utility water service to the Alisal community, which was
eventually incorporated into the City of Salinas, since 1932. Alco’s rates and service quality are regulated
by the CPUC and its water quality is regulated by both the California Department of Public Health
(CDPH) and the CPUC. The CPUC also regulates the design, construction and operation of the utility’s
facilities. As of 2011, Alco maintains nine wells, six active wells and three standby wells with a
combined total capacity of 15,136 million gallons per year and an existing pump capacity of 9,244 million
gallons per year. Current demand, based on year 2010 figures, is approximately 1,381 million gallons of
groundwater per year to the Salinas area.

At the City of Salinas’s request, the CPUC conducted a complete review of Alco’s water quality, water
system and its operation, as well as its customer service in providing water service; the review was
completed by the CPUC in 2009. The CPUC’s review determined that Alco’s water quality meets all
State and Federal water quality standards, that Alco’s water service to its customers meets the
requirements set forth by the CPUC, and that Alco has sufficient production capacity and adequate
facilities to provide service in its certificated service area, which includes the City of Salinas’s Future
Growth Area.

California American Water Company

California American Water Company (CalAm) is a regulated utility serving approximately 50
communities throughout the state with high-quality water and wastewater services. In the California
Central Coast area, CalAm serves an estimated 120,000 people through more than 40,000 residential and
business water service connections.”” Within the Greater Monterey County IRWM Plan area, the
company provides service to approximately 3,000 water and wastewater connections. Communities
served within this area include Toro, Ambler Park, Las Palmas and Spreckels, which are all located
between the Monterey Peninsula and Salinas Valley. Also included are the communities of Ralph Lane
and Indian Springs in Salinas, Oak Hills in northern Monterey County and Chualar in southern Monterey
County. All of these systems are independent of each other. All communities that are served by CalAm
within the Greater Monterey County region draw their water supply entirely from the Salinas Valley
Groundwater Basin.

The quality of water delivered to customers throughout the Monterey System meets or exceeds all State
and Federal drinking water requirements. Groundwater pumped by many of the system's wells is of high
quality, and requires no treatment other than disinfection, which is accomplished by chlorination. Water
from wells serving Ambler Park is high in iron and manganese, and water from Toro and Ambler Park
requires arsenic removal treatment. CalAm operates separate facilities for treating and filtering the raw
groundwater from these wells prior to distribution.

California Water Service Company

California Water Service Company (Cal Water) is an investor-owned company, regulated by the CPUC.
Cal Water serves approximately 130,000 residents (70 percent of the urban users) in the City of Salinas
and some of the surrounding areas, including the unincorporated communities of Bolsa Knolls, Las
Lomas, Oak Hills, Country Meadows, Salinas Hills, and Buena Vista.?* Alco Water Company serves the

23 Source for all information in this section: Email communication with CalAm staff from IRWM Plan Coordinator
(December 13, 2011).
24 Source for all information in this section regarding the Cal Water Salinas District: Cal Water 2015.
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remaining portion of the City of Salinas. According to the Cal Water Salinas District 2015 Urban Water
Management Plan, 4,777 million gallons of groundwater was supplied within its service area in 2015.

Cal Water relies solely on groundwater sources from the Pressure and Eastside sub-areas of the Salinas
Valley Groundwater Basin. The Pressure sub-area is a region of gradually declining groundwater
elevations, and the groundwater level in the Eastside sub-area is declining more rapidly than any other
sub-area in the Salinas Valley. The aquifers surrounding the City of Salinas have seen a reduction in
groundwater storage and the encroachment of the saline front due to saltwater intrusion. The intruding
seawater has advanced into the 180-Foot Aquifer to within one mile of Cal Water’s closest well. Cal
Water has shifted production as much as possible out of the 180-Foot and Eastside Aquifers and located it
further south and more in the 400-Foot Aquifer of the Pressure area. Cal Water does not pump from the
Deep (900-Foot) Aquifer.

The Salinas District operates a total of 36 wells, 22 booster pumps, 30 storage tanks, and more than 300
miles of pipeline. Between 2010-2015, the District delivered an average of 16 million gallons of water per
day to more than 27,000 service connections.

The drinking water delivered to customers in the Salinas District meets or surpasses all Federal and State
regulations. However, over the years, some of the District’s wells have experienced declines in water
quality due to nitrates, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), MTBE, uranium, and iron and manganese.
Since 1999 Cal Water has removed one well from service due to high levels of MTBE. The most common
problem has been nitrates, which can be removed by treatment. Cal Water has installed nitrate treatment
on four wells. Another emerging concern is MTBE, the additive used in gasoline, getting into the
groundwater and contaminating well water. One well was put on inactive status because of MTBE. Some
wells have shown a trend toward increases in VOCs, which can be removed by activated carbon. A major
future water quality concern is arsenic. There is a possibility that the State of California may set a lower
arsenic standard such as 5 parts/billion (ppb) or even less. This new maximum contaminant level (MCL)
could impact the availability of several wells for water production. In addition, two regional water quality
conditions that may ultimately impact the availability and use of the Salinas water supply are seawater
intrusion and nitrate contamination. A very aggressive well replacement program is needed to maintain
adequate supply in the Salinas District.

Cal Water also serves approximately 14,850 residents in King City.” Groundwater is the sole source of
water furnished to King City District customers. Although the aquifers of the Salinas Valley have been in
a state of overdraft for many years, King City is not significantly impacted by the overdraft due to its
proximity to the San Antonio and Nacimiento Reservoirs. The MCWRA releases flows from these
reservoirs to provide groundwater recharge throughout the year. As a result, groundwater levels in the
King City area have been remarkably stable, and have always recovered quickly after drought events.

The water supply for King City is obtained from Cal Water-owned wells and is pumped directly into the
distribution system and into an elevated steel tank. Currently, the water system consists of six
groundwater wells, three storage tanks, six booster pumps, and more than 29 miles of pipeline. Total
system demand in 2015 was 1,441 AF.

The drinking water delivered to customers in the King City District meets or surpasses all federal and
State regulations. However, while the Cal Water King City system has not experienced supply
deficiencies, contaminates continue to threaten water supply reliability. Six of the King City wells have
been deactivated because of elevated nitrate concentrations in the water produced. The MCL for nitrate in
drinking water is 45 milligrams/liter (mg/L). In these six wells the MCL has been exceeded resulting in

25 Source for all information regarding the Cal Water King City District: Cal Water 2015.
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the well being taken out of service. Spreading of this condition to the remaining six wells would be a
problem for the District. Loss of additional capacity could cause pressure loss during peak flow periods.

Castroville Community Services District

The Castroville Community Services District (CCSD), formed in 1952 as the Castroville Water District,
serves approximately 7,750 customers in the communities of Castroville and Moss Landing through 1,984
connections. CCSD currently delivers approximately 800 AFY of water, all of which comes from the
Pressure subarea of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. The CCSD system encompasses
approximately 13 miles of pipeline and includes two water storage tanks with a capacity of 1.1 million
gallons. The stored water is distributed to customers via an average pumping of 800,000 gallons/day;
however, CCSD has a maximum capacity to pump up to 4.5 MGD to meet peak demands if needed
(LAFCO 2014).

Castroville’s wells in the 180/400-Foot Aquifer of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin had been
experiencing increased salinity (identified as chlorides and total dissolved solids) due to seawater
intrusion. In 2007, CCSD drilled a new well, Well No. 2B, into the Deep (900-Foot) Aquifer to reduce
pumping from the shallower aquifers. Water quality testing indicated that arsenic levels in the new well
exceeded the MCL for drinking water. CCSD received funds in Round 1 of the Proposition 84 IRWM
Implementation Grant Program to complete construction of Well 2B, including arsenic removal treatment
equipment, allowing the production drinking water from the Deep Aquifer to meet drinking water
requirements. The CSIP, managed by MCWRA and described in Section B.3.3.c above, has successfully
reduced agricultural water demand in the Castroville region and has consequently stopped most of the
migration of seawater intrusion to areas directly west (coastward) of Castroville. Nonetheless, CCSD
plans to move a number of its production wells east to ensure supply reliability.

City of Gonzales

The City of Gonzales provides potable water and wastewater treatment to a population of about 9,114.
The City operates four production wells in the Pressure subarea. According to recent data, the City
delivered 1,450 AF (472 million gallons) of potable water to its citizens and businesses. The City’s water
system has been operating on a reliable basis for many years even during periods of prolonged drought.
Nitrates and MTBE have become constituents of concern at the Pressure 180-Foot level, which could
threaten the water supply. However, the City has not found it necessary to consider groundwater
treatment since it began sealing its wells at the 400-Foot level in 1988. The City’s wells feed directly into
the distribution systems which consist of one 1.0 MG and two 3.0 MG storage tanks for a total storage
capacity of 7 MG. The municipal wastewater treatment plant currently operates at 1.30 MGD and serves

all residential, commercial and industrial customers in the City.?®

City of Greenfield

The City of Greenfield is the fastest growing city in Monterey County. Greenfield’s 2010 population was
estimated at 17,898, a 41.5 percent increase from 2000 (LAFCO 2010b). This percentage increase over
the ten-year period was almost double that of any other city in Monterey County. According to the
Greenfield General Plan for 2005-2025, the City’s population is expected to reach buildout by 2025, more
than doubling its size from the present population and exceeding 38,000 residents (note, the City’s
projections differ significantly from those of the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
[AMBAG], which estimates a population of less than 30,000 by 2030).

The City of Greenfield Public Works Department is responsible for water supply and delivery in the City
of Greenfield. The City utilizes local groundwater as its sole source of water supply. The City is located

26 Sources: LAFCO 2010a; City of Gonzales website accessed July 13, 2018: http://www.ci.gonzales.ca.us/public-
work.php; and email communication with City of Gonzales Director of Public Works (November 30, 2011).
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within the Forebay sub-basin of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. The City’s water system currently
includes two storage tanks (a 1.0 MG tank and a 1.5 MG storage tank installed in November 2009), three
operational wells, and over 17 miles of transmission and distribution pipelines. In 2015, these wells
supplied 501 million gallons of water (1,539 AF) through 3,650 municipal connections for Greenfield’s
residents for personal, commercial use and fire protection (City of Greenfield 2015).

The City’s 2005-2025 Water System Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) identified a need for total buildout
storage of 3.75 MG (City of Greenfield 2008). The municipal water system has the capacity to pump
approximately 8.0 MGD while the maximum current demand is reported at approximately 1.8 MGD
(LAFCO 2010b). The City routinely tests its wells to ensure that the groundwater pumped meets US
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and California Department of Public Health (CDPH) drinking
water standards. The water quality of the primary wells is good and currently meets all regulatory
standards (LAFCO 2006c¢).

The City of Greenfield also provides wastewater treatment services to city limit customers, consisting of
primary treatment. The sewer collection system spans over 2.1 square miles to serve the City’s 3,700
customers. The City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) has a capacity to receive a flow of 2.0
MGD. The City’s WWTP treated a total of 951 AF in 2015. The basic disposal concept is to percolate
all the wastewater into the ground in a manner that protects the public health, maintains or enhances
the existing groundwater quality and does not create a visual or odor nuisance. No wastewater
effluent is discharged to any of the adjacent surface waters (City of Greenfield 2015).

City of Soledad

The City of Soledad is located in southern Monterey County approximately 25 miles south of Salinas.
Two California State Prisons are located within the City of Soledad, but are not served by the City’s
municipal water system. The City provides domestic water to residential, commercial, industrial and
institutional customers within the City limits. The estimated population of the city in 2015 was estimated
to be 16,455. In 2015, metered water deliveries totaled 1,731 AF. The City’s potable water supply is
entirely groundwater, from the Forebay Subarea of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. There are five
groundwater wells, four of which (as of 2015) were operational, with a combined capacity of 6,050 AFY.
The City’s active wells are capable of meeting the existing demands. It was estimated that the City’s
supply capacity would increase by approximately 1,700 AFY upon the completion of treatment for the
fifth well (City of Soledad 2015).

Since 2005, the City has completed construction of three new 1 MG storage tanks, storage booster pumps
have been installed in low pressure zones of the system, and construction of a new water transmission
main and pressure regulating valve has been completed. The City now has a total of four 1 MG tanks.
Contaminants of local concern are pesticides and total dissolved solids (TDS). The water quality of the
primary wells is good and meets all standards.

The City of Soledad operates one wastewater treatment plant, which treats the wastewater from the Prison
as well as the City. The City of Soledad recently completed an upgrade of the City Plant which, in
addition to increasing plant treatment capacity to 5.5 MGD with a disposal capacity of 4.3 MGD, also
treats wastewater to meet tertiary requirements for recycled water use. The City of Soledad received funds
through Round 1 of Proposition 84 IRWM Implementation Grants to fund completion of design of a
recycled water delivery system to both agricultural and recreational areas in and near the City, as well as
fund research into the feasibility and conceptual design of providing treatment of the wastewater of the
City’s of Gonzales and Greenfield. In June 2012 the City completed the conceptual design of a recycled
water pump station and transmission main. In April 2015, the City completed the preliminary design of a
Title 22 recycled water distribution system. The City completed final design of a recycled water
transmission line in November 2015 and expected to begin construction in August 2016.
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Marina Coast Water District

The Marina Coast Water District was formed in 1960 to provide potable water service to the community
of Marina. MCWD’s current jurisdictional boundary and Central Marina service area encompasses 3.2
square miles. Estimated population in 2015 was 32,375. The MCWD also provides potable water delivery
and wastewater conveyance services to the Ord Community. The Ord Community encompasses a 44
square mile area, of which about 20 square miles is designated for redevelopment, with the balance being
parks and open space. In 2015, the MCWD delivered a total of approximately 3,194 AF of potable water
to 7,873 connections (MCWD 2015), including 1,657 AF to Central Marina and 1,332 to the Ord
Community. The source of water supply for the MCWD is the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin.
MCWD owns and operates three water production wells in the Deep (900-Foot) Aquifer for the Central
Marina service area, plus five wells in the Ord Community service area, one of which is in the Deep
Aquifer and the other four in the 400-Foot Aquifer.

Significant water quality issues include seawater intrusion and groundwater contamination from land use
activities on the former Fort Ord Army Base. The former Fort Ord was identified by the US EPA as a
National Priority List federal Superfund site on the basis of groundwater contamination discovered on the
installation in 1990. In 2001, trichloroethylene (TCE), a cleaning solvent, was detected by the Army in
one of the three water supply wells at the former Fort Ord. MCWD continues to monitor the affected well,
and all other wells, for TCE and other contaminants on a regular basis.

The Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin has been in an overdraft condition with seawater intrusion of
about 8,900 AFY at its coastal margins. Historically, MCWD supplied its Marina service area with water
from 11 wells screened in the 180-Foot and 400-Foot Aquifers. Between 1960 and 1992, some of those
wells indicated varying degrees of seawater intrusion and were replaced, first moving from the 180-Foot
aquifer to the 400-Foot aquifer, and later moving to the Deep Aquifer. MCWD is currently the only
significant user of the Deep Aquifer. Recent studies for MCWRA indicate that the seawater intrusion
front continues to migrate inland in the vicinity of Marina and the Ord Community. There is some
concern that the Deep Aquifer may become affected by seawater intrusion. MCWD operates a monitoring
well installed between Monterey Bay and the Marina production wells.

MCWD has senior water rights to recycled water from the Monterey One Water treatment plant, though is
not currently exercising them. MCWD also owns a desalination plant with a potential capacity of 300
AFY, although this plant is currently idle. At present, discussions are underway between MCWD,
MCWRA, California American Water (which supplies water to the Monterey Peninsula region), and
Monterey One Water for a replacement to the proposed construction and operation of a major regional
desalination facility. There have been multiple site proposals for a new desalination facility, though the
one with the most traction would be a desalination plant near the city of Marina. Proposed desalination
has most recently focused on reverse osmosis (RO) desalination facilities to treat brackish water extracted
from the seawater-intruded 180-Foot Aquifer of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin to produce about a
combined 10 MGD of product water.

Pajaro/Sunny Mesa Community Services District

The Pajaro/Sunny Mesa Community Services District water system was formed and has been in operation
since 1986. The District provides potable water services, fire flows, parks, streetlights, and sanitary sewer
services to thousands of residents of North Monterey County. The District provides these services from
the Pajaro River in the north, to Moss Landing in the west, to the Highway 101 corridor in the south. It is
the only public agency that provides public potable water services in the Pajaro, Elkhorn, and Prunedale
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areas (Pajaro lies outside of the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, but the communities of Elkhorn,
Prunedale, and Sunny Mesa are located within the region).?’

The Pajaro/Sunny Mesa Community Services District lies within the Pajaro Groundwater Basin.
Groundwater management and planning is governed by the Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency
(PVWMA). The Community Services District owns and operates multiple water systems, including one
serving Pajaro and another water system serving the Sunny Mesa area. The District owns and operates 23
wells, 1.8 million gallons of water storage, about 62,000 lineal feet of water mains. These facilities do not
meet current needs of the District.”®

Water Purveyors in the Big Sur Region

Water supply along the Big Sur coast is provided by many small mutual water companies. Among these
are Coastlands Mutual Water Company, Rancho Chapparal, Clear Ridge, Garrapata Water Company and
Buck Creek Water Company. Residents and businesses obtain their water from either private wells or
springs.

Coastlands Mutual Water Company is the largest water supplier in the Big Sur coastal region, serving 40
connections.”” Coastlands uses surface water for its water supply, drawing most of its supply from Post
Creek (with spring boxes located above the Ventana Inn) and a smaller portion of its supply from Mule
Creek (serving about 8 connections on that system). Surface water is captured in spring boxes, filtered
and chlorinated and piped to each resident’s property. Extra capacity is stored at each property owner’s
personal water storage facility as well as in a community 100,000-gallon storage tank on high ground
adjacent to the subdivision.

Coastlands has recently begun monitoring water usage; for 2009, water usage averaged approximately
7,900 gal/day. The company owns two storage tanks (a 15,000-gallon tank and the 100,000-gallon
community water tank, the latter of which was installed in 2003 to improve water supply reliability),
pipelines, and a skid-mounted water filtration system. The company recently installed 4” pipelines from
the 100,000-gallon tank to a particularly steep and isolated area to help with fire suppression. The water
quality in Big Sur is generally of excellent quality; however, because Coastlands depends on surface
water as its sole water source, turbidity is a significant problem, particularly following wildfire events.
The Company is considering the possibility of drilling a well to address this problem.

B.4.2.c Flood Control Districts

As described above in Section B.3.3.e Floodwater and Flood Management, the agency with primary
responsibility for flood control and floodplain management in Monterey County is the MCWRA. The
MCWRA owns and operates the Nacimiento and San Antonio Dams, and is responsible for maintaining
some portions of the Salinas Reclamation Ditch. Flood control also falls under the authority of
municipalities throughout the region, which are responsible for storm drain maintenance and surface
water disposal.

B.4.3 Service Areas of Land Use Agencies in the Region

Land use agencies in the region include the six incorporated cities noted above, plus the County of
Monterey which is responsible for land use planning in the unincorporated areas of the county. In

27 Source: Pajaro/Sunny Mesa Community Services District website: http://pajarosunnymesa.com/
28 Source: Email communication with Pajaro/Sunny Mesa CSD General Manager (December 1, 2011).
29 Source: Email communication with Coastlands President (December 1, 2011).
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addition, the U.S. Forest Service makes land use decisions for the federal lands within the Los Padres
National Forest, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is responsible for land use decisions on its land
holdings (including lands in South Monterey County and about 15,000 acres of property on the former
Fort Ord, designated for open space and habitat management uses), and California State Parks is
responsible for land use planning in its six State Park units within the region. The U.S. Army is
responsible for land use planning on Fort Hunter Liggett, Camp Roberts, and its residential holdings on
the former Fort Ord. Various other federal and state agencies hold small properties throughout the
County, which are outside local land use authority.

In addition, as stipulated in the Coastal Act, the California Coastal Commission (CCC) has authority to
certify land use policy in the coastal zone. CCC retains land use authority in areas of original jurisdiction
and for all work below the mean high tide level. In addition, CCC has limited appeal authority over the
following coastal permit applications (Chapter 20.88 Capital Improvement Program):

e Approved projects between the sea and the first through public road paralleling the sea or within
300 feet of the inland extent of any beach or of the mean high tide line of the sea where there is
no beach, whichever is the greater distance.

e Approved projects in county jurisdiction located on tidelands, submerged lands, public trust
lands, within 100 feet of any wetland, estuary, or stream or within 300 feet of the top of the
seaward face of any coastal bluff.

e Any approved project involving development that is permitted in the underlying zone as a
conditional use. Uses listed as principal uses are not appealable to the CCC unless they fall within
the above categories by location.

e Any project involving development that constitutes a major public works project or a major
energy facility.

Pursuant to the California Coastal Act, Monterey County amended its General Plan in the 1980s to adopt
a Local Coastal Program (LCP) made up of land use plans (policy) and coastal implementation plans
(regulatory) that govern land use within the coastal zone. Monterey County’s LCP consists of four
planning areas including, within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, North County and Big Sur
Coast. Policies for development within these areas are established in land use plans that have been
certified by the CCC.

B.4.4 Boundaries of Watersheds and Groundwater Basins

The watersheds and groundwater basins in the region are described in detail in the sections above. For a
map illustrating the boundaries of the region’s watersheds, please see Figure B-6 in Section B.3.1. For a
map illustrating the boundaries of the region’s groundwater basins, please see Figure B-11 in Section
B.3.3.b.

B.5S WATER SUPPLY AND DEMAND

Water for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region is supplied entirely from its own water supply
sources, including groundwater and surface water supplies. No water is “imported” from outside the
region’s boundaries (except, as mentioned previously, for the water that flows via the Salinas River from
San Luis Obispo County). Water use in the region is directly affected by land use and population, and will
be increasingly impacted by climate change factors. The following sections describe historic land use,
population, and water use trends in the region, and projected water demand over a 25-year planning
horizon based on projected land use and population trends.
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While the discussion of water supply and demand focuses mainly on water quantity, it assumes that the
water is also of sufficient quality for its intended use. Thus, municipal water demand assumes water that
will generally meet drinking water standards, agricultural water demand assumes a level of water quality
suitable for irrigation purposes, and environmental water demand assumes certain water quality
parameters, such as suitable water temperature and clarity needed to support aquatic and riparian species.

B.5.1 Population Trends

Table B-7 below shows population trends for cities and communities in the Greater Monterey County
IRWM region since 1960.

Table B-7: Population of Cities and Selected Communities 1960 - 2010

1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010
Big Sur Coastal Division 659 898 1,271 1,391 1,180 1,710
Castroville, CDP 2,838 3,235 4,396 5,272 6,724 6,481
Chualar, CDP - 580 580 700 1,444 1,190
Elkhorn - - - 1,458 1,591 1,565
Gonzales 2,138 2,575 2,891 4,660 7,525 8,187
Greenfield 1,680 2,608 4,181 7,464 12,583 16,330
King City 2,937 3,717 5,495 7,634 11,094 12,874
Las Lomas CDP - - 1,740 2,127 3,078 3,024
Marina - - 20,647 26,436 25,101 19,718
Prunedale CDP - - - 7,393 16,432 17,560
Salinas 28,957 58,896 80,479 108,777 151,060 150,441
San Ardo, CDP - 460 460 533 501 517
San Lucas, CDP - 202 202 439 419 269
Soledad 2,837 4,222 5,928 7,146 11,263 25,738

Source: US Census Bureau (except for Chualar, San Ardo, and San Lucas 1970-1990 data: this data was
taken from the Salinas Valley IRWM FEP but the original source is uncertain).

Population in the Big Sur area of the Greater Monterey County region has remained relatively stable over
the past hundred years. In the Salinas Valley and North County areas, however, population has expanded
considerably. Most of the urban development in the region has occurred in the cities of Salinas, Soledad,
Gonzales, Greenfield, and King City. The greater Salinas area has experienced particularly rapid growth
and development in recent years, with Salinas absorbing approximately 70 percent of Monterey County’s
growth within the last 20 years (from 1990 to 2010). This growth is occurring despite the fact that
infrastructure and services are minimal outside of the incorporated communities with the majority of
dwellings on individual wells and septic systems.*

Despite the general upward trend, growth has slowed considerably in the past decade compared to the
previous decade due to the economic downturn. For example, the City of Gonzales experienced 61.5
percent growth from 1990-2000, and 8.8 percent growth from 2000-2010; the City of Greenfield
experienced 68.6 percent growth from 1990-2000, and 29.8 percent growth from 2000-2010; and the City
of Salinas actually experienced slightly negative growth in the past decade (-0.4 percent), whereas it had
experienced 38.9 percent growth from 1990-2000. One exception is the City of Soledad, whose growth
more than doubled in the past decade from 11,263 to 25,738 residents (128.5 percent).31

AMBAG calculates population projections for urban areas in the Counties of Monterey, San Benito, and
Santa Cruz. Table B-8 shows projected populations for selected cities and communities in the Salinas

30 This last statement is excerpted from LAFCO 2006a, however using US Census 1990 — 2010 data for a 20-year
percentage.
31 Based on US Census data.
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Valley and North County areas, projected to the year 2035. Most of the data in this table is from the
AMBAG 2008 Regional Forecast; projections for communities not included in the AMBAG Forecast
have been estimated as noted below. Note that the cities and communities included in the table below
have been chosen to exactly match the urban areas included in the MCWRA Groundwater Extraction
Summary Reports (GWESR), in order to facilitate calculating “future water demand” for urban areas in
the Salinas Valley (see Section B.5.4.a, Urban Water Use Projections, below). The population for “Other
Areas” (which is different from “Unincorporated Monterey County”) has been estimated “backwards”
from the GWESR, rather than from a known existing population.

Table B-8: Population Projections for Cities and Communities in the Salinas Valley

Avg. Annual

2010 2020 2030 2035 Growth:
Castroville, CDP 6,481 7,200 8,500 9,000 1.6%
Chualar, CDP 1,190 1,236 1,234 1,239 0.2%
Gonzales 8,187 15,969 20,941 23,418 7.4%
Greenfield 16,330 21,855 27,348 30,337 3.4%
King City 12,874 17,269 22,482 24,726 3.7%
Marina Coast Water District (includes
City of Marina and Ord Community) 32,184 57,718 69,887 75,887 5.4%
Other Areas 78,804 81,877 81,771 82,073 0.2%
Salinas 150,441 163,234 170,913 173,359 0.6%
San Ardo, CDP 517 537 536 538 0.2%
San Lucas, CDP 269 279 279 280 0.2%
Soledad (City and State Prisons) 25,738 33,760 38,801 41,405 2.4%
Unincorporated Monterey County 109,509 113,778 113,628 114,052 0.2%
Monterey County 415,057 483,733 515,549 530,362 1.1%

Sources: US Census 2010 data, plus AMBAG Monterey Bay Area 2008 Regional Forecast for 2020-2035 data,
with exception of: Castroville population projections were estimated (as a “best guess”) by Castroville Community
Services District General Manager (email communication, December 5, 2011); Chualar 2020 projection from
AMBAG as cited in LAFCO 2006 North County MSR; Chualar 2030-2035 and San Ardo and San Lucas 2020-
2035 projections based on AMBAG projected growth rate for Unincorporated Monterey County. MCWD
population estimates are from the MCWD 2010 Urban Water Management Plan. The 2010 population for “Other
Areas” was calculated by dividing AF of water used in 2010 for “Other Areas” (11,735 AF) by the average per
capita water use in years 2008-2010 (0.1489133, see Section B.5.4.a below); population for years 2020-2035 was
then calculated according to Unincorporated Monterey County growth rate.

Continuous growth is expected in the cities of Gonzales, Greenfield, Salinas, King City, and Soledad, as
reflected in their respective General Plans. Growth for many of the smaller communities, however, is
expected to fluctuate over the years, with an average annual growth rate of about 0.2 percent over the next
20+ years.

B.5.2 Land Use Trends

The primary land use in Monterey County is agriculture, representing about 56 percent of the total land
area and occupying more than 1.4 million acres of land. The second largest land use consists of public and
quasi-public uses (such as parks, recreational, community, and military facilities), comprising about 23
percent of the total land area. About 16 percent of the land area in the county is devoted to resource
conservation and other uses. The remaining 5 percent of the county has been developed with residential,
industrial, and commercial uses. Another minor land use includes the exploitation of mineral and oil
reserves, including oil drilling in the San Ardo area and several small “family-sized” gold mines in the
Los Burros Mining District in the southern Santa Lucia Mountains in Big Sur (Monterey County Planning
Department. 2010b, Section 4.1).
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Historically there has been a strong military presence in Monterey County with Fort Ord located in the
northern Salinas Valley along the coast, Fort Hunter Liggett located on the eastern side of the Santa Lucia
Mountains, and Camp Roberts located at the southern end of the county. Recent base closures have
resulted in a reduction in the military presence and reuse of the former Fort Ord (recently designated a
National Monument, and is also the location of California State University Monterey Bay, plus new
residential development and other facilities). Fort Hunter Liggett, encompassing 165,000 acres within the
Santa Lucia Mountains, is owned by the United States Army and is used primarily as a training facility.
Camp Roberts is also owned by the U.S. Army and while it is used by all branches of the armed forces, it
is licensed to the California National Guard and is their largest training base, encompassing 43,000 acres.

In the Big Sur area, the predominant land uses are public recreation and private residential development.
Cattle grazing occurs on several of the large private land holdings and on a few grazing allotments on
public land. Approximately 65 percent of the Big Sur coastal region (a 234-square mile area,
approximately 70 miles long and averaging 3.3 miles in width) is in public ownership held by the U.S.
Forest Service (Los Padres National Forest), the State Department of Parks and Recreation, and the
University of California (which owns Landels-Hill Big Creek Reserve, 3,848 acres). The California
Department of Parks and Recreation operates six state parks in the Big Sur region: Garrapata State Park
(2,879 acres), Andrew Molera State Park (4,766 acres), Pfeiffer Big Sur State Park (1,006 acres), Julia
Pfeiffer Burns State Park (3,762 acres), Limekiln State Park (716 acres), and the Point Sur Historic Park.
Approximately 1,200 private parcels exist in the Big Sur Land Use Area, including dozens of private in-
holdings throughout the National Forest, which are only accessible by forest service roads.

Land use activities in Big Sur have changed considerably since its early European settlement. In the
1880s, subsistence ranching, logging of redwoods, harvesting of tan bark, and mining of limestone and
gold supported a local population of nearly 1,000 people (Monterey County Planning Department 1981).
The completion of Highway One in 1937 made the rugged and wild Big Sur coast far more accessible to
the outside world, shifting patterns of interaction and use of the land. Today, single-family residences
comprise the major land use on private land, occurring either in rural residential clusters or scattered
along Highway One. Commercial uses, including restaurants, small grocery stores, and service stations
are generally concentrated in the Big Sur Valley. Small visitor-serving commercial areas include Big Sur,
Lucia, and Gorda. Recreational uses include public and private campgrounds, visitor accommodations,
restaurants, State Park lands, and the Los Padres National Forest. The Big Sur Local Coastal Plan (LCP),
which was certified in 1986, was intended to provide comprehensive policy guidance to balance the
development needs of area property owners and the local community with resource protection and public
recreation over time. As a result of the LCP, current land use trends are intended to remain largely
unchanged over time (Diehl 2006).

While land use activities in Big Sur have remained relatively stable over the past 100 years, land use in
the Salinas Valley has changed quite dramatically. Table B-9 below shows agricultural and urban land use
trends over the past 40 years for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, based on DWR Land Use
Surveys.* The table shows a steady increase in both urban and irrigated agricultural acreage over the

32 DWR land use surveys are typically performed every seven years and consist of aerial surveys followed by field
verification. The reason for the discrepancies in the Region’s total land area from year to year is unclear. The
geographic area covered in Table B-8 includes the following DWR Data Analysis Units (DAUs): Pressure (048),
East Side (049), Forebay (050), Upper Valley (051), Monterey Peninsula (052), Arroyo Seco North (053), Gabilan
Ranges (054), Lockwood (055), Santa Lucia Range (057), and Bolsa Nueva (058). The boundaries of these DAUSs
align almost perfectly with the boundaries of the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, with the exception of
DAU 052 (approximately 44% of the land area lies within the Monterey Peninsula, Carmel Bay, and South
Monterey Bay IRWM Region), DAU 057 (approximately 5% lies within the Monterey Peninsula IRWM Region),
and DAU 053 (less than 1% lies within the Monterey Peninsula IRWM Region). For the purposes of determining
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years, occurring mainly in the Salinas Valley and North County. Urban acreage grew about 33,225 acres
from 1968 to 2005 (nearly tripling), while irrigated agricultural acreage grew about 45,427 acres over that
time period. As irrigated agriculture and urban populations have expanded, so have the water needs of the
region. Note that although several thousand acres of agricultural land have been converted to urban uses,
land continues to be brought into agricultural production (Monterey County Planning Department 2010b).
This is reflected in the considerable decline in native vegetation (about 80,000 acres) since 1968.

Table B-9: Land Use Trends in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Region

Land Use Type 1968 1976 1982 1989 1997 2005
Irrigated Ag 175,173 209,669 210,546 207,580 219,114 220,600
Non-irrigated Ag 17,033 49,098 58,361 32,944 30,534 14,532

Total Agricultural Acreage 192,206 258,767 268,907 240,524 249,648 235,132

Semi-Agricultural Acreage 1,221 2,389 2,832 3,621 3,214 2,945

Urban Acreage 18,508 25,127 28,224 39,114 49,300 51,733

Native Vegetation 1,698,324 1,624,238 | 1,611,160 | 1,625,996 | 1,600,527 | 1,618,718

Total Acres 1,910,259 1,910,521 1,911,123 | 1,909,255 | 1,902,689 | 1,908,528

Source: DWR Land Use Surveys. Semi-agricultural acreage includes farmsteads, dairies, livestock feed lots, and poultry farms.

Agriculture in the Salinas Valley is quite different from what it was 150 years ago. Cattle ranching and
grain were the primary agricultural activities in the 1850s. As shipping became increasingly available
(beginning in 1866 with construction of a major shipping terminal in Moss Landing) and water became
increasingly accessible (beginning with gravity-fed irrigation systems, and advancing to wells driven by
steam and wind power pumps, and then by gas and electric pumps), farmers shifted from grain to more
water intensive crops such as sugar beets, and then to more lucrative crops such as lettuce.

Agricultural trends for selected crop categories (field crops, vegetables, and fruits/nuts) and for some
selected crops (sugar beets, lettuce, broccoli, wine grapes, and strawberries) are shown on Table B-10 and
illustrated by Figures B-14 and B-15 below, based on Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner Crop
Reports from 1930 —2010.

Table B-10: Acreage Trends for Selected Crop Categories in Monterey County 1930 — 2010

1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010
Field Crops 100,540 [ 182,518 | 122,660 | 147,894 | 126,945 | 85,223 [ 28,080 10,015 16,654
Sugar Beets 250 21,356 | 23,617 | 20,200 14,305 11,385 2,740 0 0
| Vegetables 65,250 86,235 | 113,009 | 65,423 | 138,164 | 182,330 | 200,967 | 268,489 | 312,691
Lettuce 50,000 [ 48,202 59,717 51,421 55,473 | 67,684 78,811 | 115,088 | 140,000
Broccoli 0 1,735 6,580 0 23,700 | 43,395 | 48,700 | 61,500 60,926
Fruits/Nuts 10,550 8,294 7,285 3,369 5,778 37,200 [ 40,864 | 45,458 56,768
Grapes 400 116 0 0 0 33,724 33,154 36,265 [ 43,321
Strawberries 250 148 506 0 2,600 2,785 5,830 6,990 10,664

Source: Monterey County Agricultural Commissioner Crop Reports 1930 - 2010. “Field crops” does not include
rangeland (previously called “pasture/dry land” in the Crop Repotts).

land use, 100% of the acreages in DAUs 057 and 053 have been included as part of the Greater Monterey County
Region, and the land use acreages in DAU 052 included as part of the Greater Monterey County Region (about
56%) were estimated based on 2010 Google Maps.
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Figure B-14: Monterey County Crop Trends: 1930 — 2010
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Figure B-15: Trends for Selected Crops: 1930 — 2010
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Of particular importance historically were the disappearance of sugar beets and a decline in field crops
production, corresponding with the steep increase in truck crops. These changes demonstrate the
dynamics of crop production in the Salinas Valley and depict a pattern towards more lucrative—and
generally more water intensive—crops such as lettuce, broccoli, artichokes, and strawberries. The
increase in the fruits/nuts category since 1970 is due mainly to heightened production of wine grapes and
strawberries. While the strawberry acreage appears modest relative to other crops such as lettuce, the
strawberry value in 2009 became for the first time the county’s number one crop, surpassing leaf lettuce
and in 2010, grossing $751 million in revenues (with leaf lettuce grossing $725 million in 2010).
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Agriculture is expected to remain the predominant land use in the Salinas Valley well into the future.
Although agricultural land use in the Salinas Valley is not expected to change dramatically over the next
25 years, the pressure to convert agricultural land to urban land will intensify as the population in the
Salinas Valley continues to grow. In the North County area, agriculture will likely remain the
predominant land use in areas with good soils; however, in steeply sloped areas, rural residential will
likely become the predominant land use. Note that “urban development” in North County is quite
different than in the Salinas area. In North County, 1-5 acres rural residential is the typical mode, so even
the “developed” areas are much less dense than around Salinas.*?

B.5.3 Water Use Trends

Water use information in the Big Sur coastal area has not been systematically tracked, and therefore
historic water use trends cannot be assessed. Water suppliers in the Big Sur region report that water
supply is not a problem for the area; any water management issues, when they occur, have more to do
with infrastructure limitations such as inadequate filtration or insufficient storage capacity. This section
will therefore focus entirely on water use trends in the Salinas Valley and North County (i.e., water use
from the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin).

Water use information in the Salinas Valley has been systematically tracked only since the early 1990s;
however, MCWRA has estimated historic (1970-1994) agricultural and urban water use with the help of a
modeling tool called the Salinas Valley Integrated Ground and Surface Water Model (SVIGSM). The
SVIGSM is a sophisticated modeling tool developed for analysis of hydrologic conditions in the Salinas
Valley. The SVIGSM was calibrated to be utilized as a planning level analytical tool, and since then it has
been applied to a number of projects, including CSIP and the Salinas Valley Water Project (SVWP).

Table B-11 below shows 25 years of historic water use in the Salinas Valley as estimated by SVIGSM,; it
was modeled based upon historic agricultural land use and cropping pattern analysis between 1970 and
1994 (MCWRA 1997a). While urban water use shows a steady increase over the 25-year period,
agricultural water use shows a slightly declining trend (though there is less of a discernable pattern for
agricultural use).

Table B-11: Estimated Water Use 1970-1994 in the Salinas Valley, Utilizing
the Salinas Valley Integrated Ground and Surface Water Model

Agricultural Urban Pumping Total

Year Pumping (AF) (AF) Groundwater

Pumping (AF)
1970 564,298 17,127 581,425
1971 568,064 17,619 585,683
1972 611,384 18,231 629,535
1973 545,882 18,845 564,725
1974 500,875 19,457 520,332
1975 524,948 20,072 545,020
1976 500,261 20,681 520,942
1977 563,798 21,465 585,150
1978 503,630 21,941 525,559
1979 566,337 22,508 588,845
1980 475,635 23,118 498,753
1981 491,257 23,868 515,092
1982 415,170 24,654 439,826

33 Information about North County from Bryan Largay, Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine Research Reserve,
November 2010 email communication with IRWM Plan Coordinator.
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1983 422,071 25,139 447,214
1984 513,759 25,557 539,319
1985 487,486 25,966 513,456
1986 453,867 26,381 480,328
1987 495,354 26,790 522,349
1988 481,758 27,202 509,166
1989 465,537 26,255 491,907
1990 426,615 28,029 454,789
1991 454,862 29,890 484,977
1992 453,027 32,086 485,235
1993 435,698 34,283 470,190
1994 449,015 36,478 485,691
Average 494,824 24,546 519,420

Source: MCWRA 1997a

In February of 1993, the Monterey County Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No. 3663 that
required water suppliers in the Agency’s Zones 2, 2A and 2B to report water use information for
groundwater extraction facilities and service connections. That ordinance was replaced in October 1993
by Ordinance No. 3717, which modified certain requirements in the previous ordinance but kept the
groundwater extraction reporting requirements in place for wells with a discharge pipe with an inside
diameter of at least three inches.

MCWRA began collecting groundwater extraction data from well operators for agricultural and urban
water uses in 1992. Agricultural water use consists of water used for irrigation, while urban water use
includes all household consumption as well as commercial and industrial water use. Because agriculture
is the main economic activity in the Salinas Valley, commercial and industrial water use is relatively low
and therefore considered to be a function of the population. The groundwater extraction data, provided by
over 300 well operators, is compiled in the Ground Water Extraction Management System portion of
MCWRA Information Management System, a relational database maintained by the MCWRA, and
summarized in annual Ground Water Extraction Summary Reports (GWESR). Since 1991, MCWRA has
also required the annual submittal of Agricultural Water Conservation Plans, which outline the best
management practices (BMPs) that are adopted each year by growers in the Salinas Valley. In 1996,
another ordinance was passed that required the filing of Urban Water Conservation Plans. This program
provides an overview of per capita water use and BMPs being implemented by urban water users as
conservation measures.

Table B-12 below summarizes the GWESR data from 1995 to 2015. The agricultural data cover reporting
from November 1 (previous year) through October 31 of the reporting year (the “water year”); the urban
data cover the calendar year of the reporting year. Note that reported data provided by the water
purveyors is not 100 percent accurate; reporting has varied over the years from 82 percent to 98 percent,
and therefore the water use reflected in the table below is lower than actual use. In addition, data is
submitted by individual reporting parties and is not verified by MCWRA staff. Note that a second source
of agricultural water use not reflected in this table currently includes 13,300 AFY of tertiary treated
recycled water from the Monterey One Water plant, delivered to approximately 12,000 acres of
agricultural users near Castroville.
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Table B-12: Agricultural and Urban Water Use in the Salinas Valley 1995-2015

Year % Agricultural Urban Pumping Total Pumping
Reported | Pumping (AFY) Reported (AFY) (AFY)
1995 98% 462,628 41,884 504,512
1996 96% 520,804 42,634 563,438
1997 93% 551,900 46,238 598,138
1998 93% 399,521 41,527 441,048
1999 91% 464,008 40,559 504,567
2000 89% 442,061 42,293 484,354
2001 82% 403,583 37,693 441,276
2002 93% 473,246 46,956 520,202
2003 97% 450,864 50,472 501,336
2004 97% 471,052 53,062 524,114
2005 98% 443,567 50,479 494,046
2006 96% 421,634 49,606 471,240
2007 97% 475,155 50,440 525,595
2008 97% 477,124 50,047 527,171
2009 97% 465,707 45,517 511,224
2010 97% 416,421 44,022 460,443
2011 97% 404,110 44,474 448,584
2012 97% 446,620 42,621 489,241
2013 97% 462,873 45,332 508,205
2014 98% 480,160 44,327 524,487
2015 98% 478,113 36,601 514,714

Source: MCWRA GWESR from website: http://www.mcwra.co.monterey.ca.us/.
Note: The extraction amounts reflected in this table are lower than actual extraction
amounts, since reporting was less than 100% in each reporting year (as shown).

Figures B-16, B-17, and B-18 below illustrate agricultural and urban water use trends from 1970-2015
using the combined data from SVIGSM and GWESR. As of 2015, agricultural pumping accounts for
about 93 percent of groundwater extraction in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin, with urban pumping
accounting for the remaining 7 percent.

Figure B-16: Agricultural Water Use Trends 1970-2015

Source: SVIGSM for 1970-1994; GWES
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Figure B-17: Urban Water Use Trends 1970-2015
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Figure B-18: Agricultural and Urban Water Use Trends 1970-2015
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The two figures below provide more detail for both agricultural and urban water use for the most recently
reported year (calendar year for urban data, water year for agricultural data). Figure B-19 below illustrates
the relative amounts of water used for different crop categories in the Salinas Valley in 2015. Note that
374,495 AF of water was extracted from the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin to irrigate vegetables,
totaling 81 percent of the total agricultural pumping. Groundwater extracted for grapes totaled 61,592 AF,
or 13 percent of the total agricultural pumping. These data are based on 98 percent reporting of the 1,901
wells in the Salinas Valley for the 2015 reporting year. Figure B-20 shows relative groundwater
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extraction amounts attributed to wurban (residential, commercial/institutional, industrial,
governmental) pumping for 2015 in the Salinas Valley.

Figure B-19: Acre-feet of Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin Water applied
to Selected Crop Categories in 2015

uVegetables: 374,495 AF
u Grapes: 61,592 AF

. Berries: 17,955 AF

u Field Crops: 1,226 AF

= Nursery: 2,735 AF

= Trees: 3,685 AF

= Other: 1,686 AF

= Forage: 396 AF

Source: MCWRA 2015 GWESR

Figure B-20: Distribution of Salinas Valley Groundwater Extraction for
Urban Areas in 2015

Soledad Prisons

4.6% Castroville 2.1%

Soledad 5.4% King City 6.4%

San Ardo 0.4%

Gonzales 3.8%

Other Areas
27.0%

Chualar 0.3%

Greenfield 5.0%

. 0, B
Marina 5.6% San Lucas 0.1%

Source: MCWRA 2015 GWESR

and
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B.5.4 Future Water Demand

In the Big Sur coastal region, population and land use trends are expected to remain relatively constant
over the next 20+ years, due to the fairly restrictive land use policies in the Local Coastal Plan. As a
result, water demand is also expected to remain relatively stable over the 20-year planning horizon. As
noted above, currently there is no shortage of water in the Big Sur coastal region; water supply problems,
when they occur, have more to do with infrastructure limitations such as inadequate filtration or
insufficient storage capacity. Environmental water needs may change over time with climate change, but
the extent and nature of those impacts are still unclear. For the purposes of IRWM planning, therefore,
water demand/supply is expected to remain relatively stable (and essentially non-problematic) over the
next 20+ years in the Big Sur coastal region.

The remainder of this section will focus entirely on the Salinas Valley and North County areas of the
Greater Monterey County IRWM region, i.e., the areas that depend solely on the Salinas Valley
Groundwater Basin for water supply. Future water demand can be estimated based on projected urban
water uses (including industrial uses) and agricultural water uses, plus environmental water needs. The
following sections describe each of these in turn for the Salinas Valley and North Coast areas of the
Greater Monterey County IRWM region.

B.5.4.a Urban Water Use Projections

Three different methods for projecting urban water use over the next 20 years are considered and
compared for the purposes of this IRWM Plan. Each method is valid, and results are broadly consistent
though differences do exist. For planning purposes, the most conservative estimate will be used. This
section describes each of these three methods.

First Method: MCWRA GWESR and AMBAG Population Projections

The first method utilizes the GWESR data, US Census population data, and AMBAG population
projections for urban areas in the Salinas Valley (see Table B-8 in Section B.5.1 above for population
projections for the years 2020-2035). Note that “urban water use” in GWESR includes water used for
residential, commercial/institutional, industrial, and governmental uses (including city landscaping).

In order to calculate future water demand using this first method, an average urban water use estimate was
determined for the year 2010 by averaging urban water use from 2008-2010 (to account for variability
within any one year) for selected cities and communities within the Salinas Valley (locations were chosen
based on availability of 2010 US Census data). Next, an average per capita water use was determined
based on US Census year 2010 population, as follows:

Table B-13: Determining Average Per Capita Water Use

Average GW Average Per
Use (AF) from Capita Water Use
2008-2010 Population (AF)

Castroville 792 6,481 0.122203364
King City 2,926 12,874 0.227305681
Gonzales 1,422 8,187 0.173649281
Salinas 19,833 150441 0.131834628
San Lucas 40 269 0.149938042
Greenfield 2,335 16,330 0.142967953
San Ardo 117 517 0.226305609
Soledad City 2,419 14,538 0.166391526
Soledad Prisons 2,015 11,200 0.179880952
TOTAL 31,899 220,837 0.144445904

Sources: US 2010 Census and MCWRA 2008-2010 GWESR. In all three reporting years,
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MCWRA received data for 97% of wells; consequently, the water use amounts reflected in
this table will be somewhat lower than actual water use.

Finally, per capita water use was multiplied by the projected populations for each city for the years 2020,
2030, and 2035 to determine future urban water demand in the Salinas Valley. For communities not
included in the table above, the average per capita water use rate of 0.144446 was used. Table B-14
illustrates future urban water demand using this method.

Table B-14: Future Water Demand (AFY) for Urban Areas in Salinas Valley,
Calculated from MCWRA GWESR and Population Projections

Urban Water Demand (AFY)
2010 2020 2030 2035
(actual data)

Castroville, CDP 810 880 1,039 1,100
Chualar, CDP 121 179 178 179
Gonzales 1,282 2,773 3,636 4,067
Greenfield 2,152 3,125 3,910 4,337
King City 3,089 3,925 5,110 5,620
Marina Coast Water District

(Marina + Ord Community) 4,234 8,337 10,095 10,962
Other Areas 11,383 11,827 11,811 11,855
Salinas 16,819 21,520 22,532 22,855
San Ardo, CDP 100 122 121 122
San Lucas, CDP 36 42 42 42
Soledad City 2,293 3,754 4,593 5,026
Soledad State Prisons 1,702 2,015 2,015 2,015
Total Urban Areas 44,022 58,497 65,083 68,179

Sources: 2010 data reflects actual urban water use from the 2010 MCWRA GWESR, with
97% reporting. 2020-2035 estimates are based on: MCWRA GWESR 2008-2010 (averaged
raw data, with 97% reporting in each reporting year) and AMBAG population projections
for Salinas Valley cities, 2020-2035 (with exceptions as noted in Table B-8, Population
Projections for Cities and Communities in the Salinas Valley). Future water demand for
“Other Areas” has been calculated by first estimating population (see above), then
multiplying by average per capita water use.

Second Method: Data Reported by Water Purveyors

A second method for estimating future water demand for urban areas in the Salinas Valley is based on
data reported by the water purveyors. The sources for these data are varied, and include Urban Water
Management Plans (UWMPs), personal communications with water managers, and a 2005 survey
administered to water purveyors.** For urban areas that are too small to have a UWMP, the future water
demands were estimated using the methodology described above (i.e., using GWESR and population
projections). Table B-15 below presents the current and future water demand identified for each urban
area of the Salinas Valley using this second method.

34 RMC Water and Environment Survey conducted in October 2005.
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Table B-15: Future Water Demand for Urban Areas in Salinas Valley, Based on Information

Provided by Water Purveyors

Urban Water Purveyors Urban Water Demand (AFY)

2010 2020 2030 2035
Castroville — Castroville Community Services District @ 813 1,200 1,600 1,800
Chualar — CalAm 121 179 178 179
Gonzales — City of Gonzales ° 1,867 3,112 4,800
Greenfield — City of Greenfield ¢ 3,398 5,666 6,800
King City — California Water Service ®© 1,724 1,985 2,448 2,721
Marina Coast Water District — City of Marina 1,962 3,181 4,044
Marina Coast Water District — Ord Community f 2,592 6,715 8,172
Other Areas® 11,383 11,827 11,811 11,855
Salinas — California Water Service (70% Salinas 16,940 19,840 22,504 23,984
population plus outlying areas) 9
Salinas — Alco (30% Salinas population) " 4,240 8,307 10,550
San Ardo — San Ardo California Water District 100 122 121 122
San Lucas — San Lucas County Water District® 36 42 42 42
Soledad — City of Soledad' 2,355 3,281 4,212
Soledad State Prisons — California State Prisons 1,702 1,702 1,702 1,702
Total Urban Areas 49,233 67,159 78,984 | (incomplete data)

Sources:

a) Estimated by CCSD General Manager (email communication with IRWM Plan Coordinator, December 5, 2011)

b)
)
) 2008 City of Greenfield UWMP
)

2010 Marina Coast UWMP

Q>0 00

conservation targets

2010 King City UWMP (California Water Service Company)

Calculated according to GWESR and population projections (as described in Method One, above).
October 2005 RMC Water and Environment Survey

) 2010 Salinas District UWMP (California Water Service Company), accounting for SBx7-7 (20x2020) urban water

h) Estimated by Alco for years 2010 and 2020 (email communication with Alco President, December 13, 2011); year
2030 was estimated based on Alco 2025 and 2027 urban water projection trends (adding 5% to the 2027

projection).
i) 2010 City of Soledad UWMP

j) 2010 GWESR: Actual 2010 Soledad State Prison ground water usage, and assuming stable prison population

2020-2035.

Third Method: Salinas Valley Integrated Ground and Surface Water Model

The third method for assessing urban water demand in Salinas Valley utilizes the SVIGSM. In 1997,
MCWRA published the Salinas Valley Water Project Report, which utilized the SVIGSM to estimate
current (1995 conditions) and future (2030) water demands. This method shows a projected urban water

use increase from 45,000 AFY in 1995 to 85,000 AFY in 2030 (a 90 percent increase).

Urban Water Use Projections: Comparison of the Three Methods
Table B-16 below compares the results of the three methods used to estimate future urban water use. The
results differ but are not entirely inconsistent. All three methods are valid, but for the purposes of IRWM
planning, the most conservative water use estimate—resulting from the SVIGSM method—will be used.

Table B-16: Comparison of Urban Water Use Projection Methods

Urban Water Use in the Salinas Valley (AFY)
Method 1995 2000 2010 2020 2030 2035
1. Ground Water Extraction 41,884 42,293 44,022
Summary Reports and (with 98% (with 89% (with 97%
Population Projections reporting) reporting) reporting) 58,497 65,083 68,179
2. Reports from Purveyors 49,233 67,159 78,984
3. SVIGSM Method 45,000 85,000
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B.5.4.b Agricultural Water Use Projections

Conclusions about future agricultural water use could not be drawn based on analysis of historical (1970-
2010) agricultural water use data from GWESR, as the data suggests no significant trend. Therefore, the
SVIGSM, taking into account projected land use changes, will be used to estimate future agricultural
water demand for the Salinas Valley. As noted earlier, agriculture is expected to remain the predominant
land use in the Salinas Valley well into the future, though the pressure to convert agricultural land to
urban will intensify as the population in the Salinas Valley continues to grow. The SVIGSM predicts that
agricultural needs, which make up a far greater share of water use, will decrease by approximately 60,000
AFY from the year 1995 to the year 2030, a 13 percent reduction. This prediction was based on several
assumptions, including increased irrigation efficiencies, changes from high to low water demand crops,
and a slight reduction in agricultural land use resulting from conversion to urban uses.

Table B-17: Agricultural Water Demand Based on SVIGSM Modeling

Basin Groundwater Pumping Baseline or Existing (1995) Projected Future Baseline
Conditions (AFY) (2030) Conditions (AFY)
Agricultural Water Use 418,000 358,000

Source: MCWRA 1998.

B.5.4.c Environmental Water Needs

Ecological and environmental water needs must also be taken into consideration when considering future
water supplies for the region. Unfortunately, environmental water needs are not well quantified for the
Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region. The lack of numerical data for environmental water
needs—and the preponderance of data for urban and agricultural water needs—suggests that
environmental water needs may be getting overlooked in water resource planning. Addressing
environmental water needs will become more and more critical as ecosystems become increasingly
vulnerable to the impacts of climate change. It is the intention of the RWMG to provide quantified data
for environmental water needs in future updates of this IRWM Plan. In the meantime, the following
section describes the types of environmental water uses in the region that will be most significant in the
planning context.

All plant and animal species, terrestrial and aquatic, depend on water for their survival, but the
consideration of “environmental water needs” in water resource planning tends to focus on in-stream and
riparian water needs to support special status or other significant species, such as steelhead trout. It may
also focus on adequate delivery of water to support the healthy functioning of important ecosystems such
as floodplains, wetlands, and coastal waters. At present, environmental water needs are considered more
often in the context of a regulatory or permitting process rather than as a component of planning.

The restoration of adequate in-stream flows, as well as the floodplain functions that depend on flow, is the
statewide priority for the CDFG. The CDFG has developed Streamflow Recommendations (minimum
flows) for rivers and streams throughout the state to assure the continued viability of their fish and
wildlife resources. The CDFG has also developed a list of 22 other streams regarded by State and Federal
fish and wildlife agencies as high priority for future in-stream flow studies. The only river on that list
located within the Greater Monterey County region is the Big Sur River (ranked #5 out of 22). Objectives
for the major rivers, estuaries, and wetlands of northern and central California are tabulated in Chapter 5
of the California Water Plan Update 2009, along with the amount of water needed to meet each of them
(DWR 2009a, vol. 1, p. 4-16).

Environmental water needs include not only adequate water supply but adequate water quality suitable to
the needs of the “water user” (e.g., cool in-stream water temperatures for steelhead). In the Greater
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Monterey County IRWM region, environmental water needs will need to be identified primarily for:

» Rivers and streams that provide habitat, or potential habitat, for steelhead and other special status
aquatic species. Within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, critical habitat has been
designated for South-Central California Coast steelhead along the entire Big Sur coast, including
Big Sur River, Little Sur River, San Carpoforo and Arroyo de la Cruz Creeks, and within the
Salinas River basin, which includes the Salinas River, the Salinas River Lagoon, Gabilan Creek,
Arroyo Seco River, Nacimiento River, the San Antonio River, and their tributaries.

= Significant wetlands and estuaries such as Elkhorn Slough and Tembladero Slough; and

» Protected coastal waters such as the federally protected MBNMS, which encompasses four
Critical Coastal Areas (CCA), two Areas of Special Biological Significance (ASBS), and five
Marine Protected Areas (MPA).3® One of the main environmental water uses in the region,
according to DWR, is for the 366-acre Salinas River National Wildlife Refuge, where the Salinas
River empties into Monterey Bay (DWR 2005, as cited in Monterey County Planning Department
2010Db, p. 4.3-5).

B.5.4.d Future Water Demand: Conclusions

The projected water demands for water supply from the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin are
summarized in Table B-18 below. Water demand estimates of the Salinas Valley are based on the
SVIGSM model for both urban and agricultural uses, with environmental water needs currently unknown.
The SVIGSM model predicts an overall decrease in water use on the order of 20,000 AFY from 1995 to
the year 2030. While agricultural water use is expected to decrease by about 60,000 AFY over this time
period, urban use is expected to increase by about 40,000 AFY.

Table B-18: Future Water Demand

Baseline or Existing (1995)

Projected Future Baseline

Water Use Conditions (AFY) (2030) Conditions (AFY)
Urban 45,000 85,000
Agricultural 418,000 358,000
Environmental unknown unknown
Total Demand 463,000+ 443,000+

Source: SVIGSM
B.5.5 Future Water Supply

Water use in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin has significantly outpaced water supply over the past
several decades, resulting in overextraction and in extensive seawater intrusion. Despite the overall future
reduction in total basin water use predicted by the SVIGSM, the current groundwater problems in the
basin are projected to continue into the future. Table B-19 below shows SVIGSM estimates for Salinas
Valley Groundwater Basin overdraft, seawater intrusion, and Salinas River outflow to the ocean for the
year 2030. Though basin overdraft is predicted to decrease 3,000 AF by the year 2030, overdraft will
nonetheless continue to be a problem for the Salinas Valley basin (estimated at 14,000 AFY in 2030). In
addition, seawater intrusion will continue to worsen (from 8,900 AF in 1995 to 10,300 AF in 2030). A
strategy is clearly needed to offset groundwater pumping in order to meet the objective of achieving
hydrologic balance within the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin.

33 Protected areas include: Elkhorn Slough (CCA and MPA), Moro Cojo Estuary (MPA), Old Salinas River Estuary
(CCA), Salinas River (CCA), Julia Pfeiffer Burns Underwater Park (CCA and ASBS), Point Lobos (MPA), Point
Sur (MPA), Big Creek (MPA), and the ocean area surrounding the mouth of Salmon Creek (ASBS).

B-67



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Region Description

Table B-19: Basin Overdraft, Seawater Intrusion, and Salinas River Outflow for the Salinas
Valley

Baseline or Existing (1995) Projected Future Baseline
Conditions (AFY) (2030) Conditions (AFY)
Basin Overdraft (does not include seawater 17,000 14,000
intrusion)
Seawater Intrusion 8,900 10,300
Salinas River Outflow to Ocean 238,000 249,000

Source: MCWRA 1998. Note: Both conditions assume that deliveries from the Monterey County Water Recycling
Project are being made, with 13,300 AY delivered for 1995 conditions and 15,900 AFY delivered under 2030
conditions. Basin overdraft is defined as the average annual rate of groundwater extraction over and above the total
recharge to the groundwater basin. Seawater intrusion is defined as the average annual rate of subsurface flow from
the Monterey Bay into the groundwater aquifers. All numbers shown assume that the Salinas Valley Water Project
is not in place.

B.5.5.a Locally Proposed Solutions to Local Water Supply Issues

The RWMG is promoting a mix of resource management strategies to help achieve and maintain
hydrologic balance in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. Goals and objectives in this IRWM Plan
encourage projects that will improve water supply reliability and protect groundwater and surface water
supplies. Objectives include:
= Increase groundwater recharge and protect groundwater recharge areas.
= Optimize the use of groundwater storage with infrastructure enhancements and improved
operational techniques.
= Increase and optimize water storage and conveyance capacity through construction, repair,
replacement, and augmentation of infrastructure.
= Diversify water supply sources, including but not limited to the use of recycled water.
= Maximize water conservation programs.
= Capture and manage stormwater runoff.
= Optimize conjunctive use where appropriate.
= Promote projects to prevent seawater intrusion.

Several projects proposed in this IRWM Plan are intended to address these water supply objectives.
Projects include, for example: the Granite Ridge Regional Water Supply Project, a project being proposed
by the MCWRA to alleviate existing water supply and water quality deficiencies in the Granite Ridge
area of northern Monterey County; the Recycled Water Element of the Regional Urban Water
Augmentation Project (RUWAP), a recycled water distribution system being proposed by MCWD; and
an Interlake Tunnel between Lake Nacimiento and Lake San Antonio being proposed by the Nacimiento
Regional Water Management Advisory Committee.

A portfolio of possible additional water supply projects, called the Monterey Regional Water Supply
Program, has been formulated as part of a regional collaborative process to address pending regional
water supply shortages and to develop a regionally supported solution. This portfolio currently contains
ten water supply projects—spanning the Greater Monterey County and Monterey Peninsula IRWM
regions—that have potential to enhance the region’s water supplies (note that RUWARP is part of this
portfolio). Projects with potential benefits for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region include:

= Regional Urban Water Augmentation Project (RUWAP)

= A Regional Desalination Project for the Monterey Bay Area

= Regional Recycled Water Storage Project

= RUWAP/Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project (CSIP) Expansion
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= Monterey County Regional Conservation Program
= Monterey Regional Cogeneration Project

The Monterey Regional Water Supply Program will be implemented in multiple phases. Projects that
have potential benefits for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region are described below, along with
additional water supply projects proposed for the region including expanded storage at the Salinas Valley
Reclamation Plant (SVRP), the Granite Ridge Regional Water Supply Project (included as a proposed
project in this IRWM Plan), and the Interlake Tunnel between Lake Nacimiento and Lake San Antonio
(also included as a proposed project in this Plan).

Regional Urban Water Augmentation Project

RUWAP is a recycled water distribution system developed by MCWD in cooperation with FORA. The
MCWD currently owns, operates and maintains the potable water distribution, wastewater collection, and
recycled water distribution systems in their service areas that encompass the City of Marina and the Ord
Community. Monterey One Water operates the Regional Treatment Plant (RTP) to treat and discharge
wastewater, the Salinas Valley Reclamation Plant (SVRP) to take treated wastewater to tertiary levels,
and the regional wastewater interceptor facilities. The SVRP tertiary treatment facility is located
approximately two miles north of Marina. Institutional agreements between MCWD and Monterey One
Water are in place and define the access to recycled water generated by Monterey One Water. MCWD
owns a contiguous piece of land next to the RTP/SVRP where MCWD will take ownership of the
recycled water and responsibility for distribution of the recycled water to urban users within MCWD
jurisdiction and, potentially, the Monterey Peninsula.

Tertiary-treated recycled water produced at the SVRP is currently distributed to agricultural irrigators in
the Salinas Valley via the Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project. RUWAP consists of a recycled water
distribution system to provide up to 3,000 AFY of tertiary-treated disinfected recycled water from
Monterey One Water’s existing SVRP to urban users in the MCWD service area and the Ord Community
for municipal irrigation. RUWAP includes a connection to the SVRP, an onsite pump station referred to
as the Water Augmentation Pumping Plant (WAPP), a new distribution system consisting of
approximately 39,000 linear feet of pipeline within existing roadway rights-of-way, one recycled water
storage tank (called the Blackhorse Reservoir) at an existing storage tank site, one intermediate pump
station (called the 5™ Avenue Pump Station) located in the City of Marina, and pressure reducing valves
and appurtenances.

Currently, up to 10,000 AF of the treated effluent from the SVRP is discharged annually via Monterey
One Water’s existing outfall into Monterey Bay. By distributing additional recycled water with RUWAP,
discharges of treated effluent to Monterey Bay will be reduced, thus providing a benefit to the adjacent
marine environment within the MBNMS, in addition to the potable water offset resulting from the use of
recycled water for urban irrigation. There is additional treated water available that will continue to be
discharged via the outfall on an annual basis, but seasonal storage is required in order to expand RUWAP
and/or CSIP and to maximize recycled water. This seasonal storage of recycled water would be
implemented as a separate project as described in a following section.

A Regional Desalination Project for the Monterey Bay Area

The Monterey Peninsula (adjacent IRWM region) needs to replace their current water supply with another
water source to stop illegal withdrawals from the Carmel River. A proposed solution is a desalination
plant. Desalination has been discussed and studied in Monterey County since the 1980s to augment
existing, regional, groundwater and surface potable water supplies. MCWD built and operated a
desalination pilot plant in the 1990s; in 1996, MCWRA and MCWD agreed that it would be appropriate
for MCWD to plan for and develop new water supplies from reclamation and desalination to meet
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MCWD’s needs; and, Sand City (in adjacent Monterey Peninsula IRWM region) recently developed a
small plant to desalinate brackish water.

There have been multiple site proposals for a new desalination facility, though the one with the most
traction would be a desalination plant near the city of Marina. Proposed desalination has most recently
focused on reverse osmosis (RO) desalination facilities to treat brackish water extracted from the
seawater-intruded 180-Foot Aquifer of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin to produce about a
combined 10 MGD of product water. Intake facilities would include intake wells and a pipeline to convey
extracted water to desalination facilities for treatment. A great deal of work has been done by MCWD,
MCWRA, and CalAm to develop a plant that has slant wells for the seawater intakes. Desalination
facilities would include a pretreatment system, an RO system, a post-treatment system, clearwell tanks,
and brine disposal. The proposed plant could utilize the Monterey One Water’s existing ocean outfall for
the brine disposal. At the time of the writing of this report, there is not a definitive solution developed for
desalination, though the timeline to provide the alternative water source for the Monterey Peninsula is
January 1, 2017.

Expanded Storage at SVRP

This project is a Monterey One Water project and is not considered to be part of the Monterey Regional
Water Supply Program. As previously mentioned, the SVRP produces recycled water that is distributed to
the CSIP for agricultural irrigation during the months of February through October. Wastewater entering
the SVRP is treated to meet the requirements of Title 22 for distribution as recycled water. Before being
distributed, the recycled water is conveyed to an existing 80-AF storage pond at the southeast corner of
the Monterey One Water plant site. Storage is required to equalize the supply and demand for recycled
water produced at the plant. As it is currently operated, the SVRP shuts down from November to January
of each year, when demand from the CSIP system for irrigation purposes is minimal.

The SVRP facility has operational problems at low flows, primarily due to the prolonged storage
(detention) time in the basin and the production of algae in the recycled water. To counteract this
prolonged detention time and algae production problems, an Engineering Feasibility Study in 2001
evaluated the construction of a 6-AF (2-MG) storage basin at the SVRP site. Such a facility could be used
to maximize use of recycled water throughout the year, allowing production, storage and distribution of
recycled water from November through February, when the SVRP would otherwise be shut down.
Construction of the 2-MG storage basin would supplement the current supply to CSIP and provide a new
supply to RUWAP, described above. The first phase of the urban reclamation project would require
between 1,727 AFY (with conservation) and 2,077 AFY (without conservation) of recycled water to meet
the anticipated urban demand. With the long-term projected CSIP demand at approximately 19,000 AFY,
total agricultural and urban water demand from the SVRP/CSIP system would range from 20,727 AFY to
21,077 AFY depending on conservation practices. From November through February, the total demand
would range from 1,331 AF (demand without conservation) to 1,318 AF (demand with conservation). It is
expected that part of this demand could be met through production and storage of recycled water in the 2-
MG storage basin during this period.

Regional Recycled Water Storage Project

Additional seasonal storage, in the form of either surface and/or subsurface storage, is required within the
Monterey region in order to maximize use of the recycled water produced at the SVRP. Seasonal storage
would consist of storing recycled water produced at the SVRP during winter months for later use during
the peak irrigation period by either agricultural and/or urban irrigators. The Regional Recycled Water
Storage could be located adjacent to the SVRP or may be located at a distance along the RUWAP and/or
CSIP systems. However, regardless of the location or type of seasonal storage developed, this project
would allow for the expansion of urban and/or agricultural recycled water use within the Monterey
region.
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RUWAP/CSIP Expansion

Once the Regional Recycled Water Storage Project is implemented, additional recycled water will be
available during peak irrigation months to augment agricultural irrigation via expansion of the CSIP
and/or urban recycled water with expansion of RUWAP. Both projects will offset existing potable water
supplies derived from groundwater pumping in the Salinas Valley and Seaside Groundwater Basins
and/or by Carmel River diversions. Agricultural and urban users have already been identified that would
benefit from expanding use of recycled water resulting from expansions of both projects.

Monterey County Regional Conservation Program
The Monterey County Regional Conservation Program would result in conservation savings of up to
1,000 AF over the next three years. Although this savings in water is not considered a new supply source,
it can reduce overall demand and the need for additional new potable water supplies. In general,
conservation measures to be implemented under this program would include, but are not limited to:
=  Water audits for residential, large landscape, and commercial/industrial customers.
= Residential rebates for heavy use appliances including toilets and washers as well as irrigation
system equipment and landscape improvements to target reductions in outdoor water usage.
= Residential plumbing retrofits including low-flow showerheads and faucet aerators, leak detection
kits, evapotranspiration-based (ETo) irrigation equipment and timers. The ETo controllers would
automatically control an outdoor sprinkler system using real-time or historical weather data,
utilizing data such as humidity, temperature, solar radiation, soil moisture, and rain gauge
Sensors.
= Commercial rebates for devices such as high efficiency or dual flush toilets, water-less urinals,
waterbrooms, dishwashers, and others.
= School Education Programs targeting grades K-12.
* Implementation of the Expanded Water Conservation and Standby Rationing Plan allowing for
mandatory water rationing and conservation during either legal or actual supply shortages,
including reductions ranging from 15 percent to 50 percent reduction goals.

Monterey Regional Cogeneration Project

The Monterey Regional Waste Management District (MRWMD) provides integrated waste management
services to the greater Monterey Peninsula. Materials that cannot be recycled are deposited in a landfill on
MRWMD’s 475-acre property, which has capacity to accept solid waste for the next 100 years. Methane
gas is produced as a by-product of decomposition of material within the landfill;, MRWMD currently
captures the methane and uses it as fuel to produce electricity in a 5,000 kW cogeneration facility. As the
landfill capacity increases, the MRWMD is evaluating plans to construct an additional 5,000 kW
cogeneration plant on the southern side of the landfill site, immediately adjacent to the proposed
desalination facilities.

The combined power from both the existing and new cogeneration facilities would be sufficient to
provide all of the power needed for operation of the desalination facilities, specifically the desalination
water treatment plant and distribution pumping. The power would be delivered to the desalination plant
through a new power transmission line running directly from the co-generation facilities to a substation at
the regional facilities. This would provide an “over-the-fence” power delivery of up to 10,000 kW for the
desalination plant and any adjunct facilities. Powering the regional facilities from the Monterey Regional
Cogeneration Project provides the following added benefits:

= Significantly reduced greenhouse gas emissions.

= Reduced carbon footprint for the regional water supply facilities.

= Power potentially provided at a cost lower than buying from PG&E.

= Power will not be required from PG&E on a regular basis. Connection, if any, to PG&E will be

for backup only, and so a locally controlled power supply will be created.
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Granite Ridge Regional Water Supply Project

The Granite Ridge Regional Water Supply Project is a project being proposed by the MCWRA to
alleviate existing water supply and water quality deficiencies in the Granite Ridge area of northern
Monterey County. Groundwater is the single source of water supply for the Granite Ridge area and is
highly limited due to an underlying granitic formation. The Granite Ridge project will enable MCWRA to
provide potable water service in a way that complies with US EPA and CDPH drinking water standards.
The Granite Ridge Project will enable MCWRA to improve the reliability of water supply by
interconnecting existing smaller systems into a consolidated water supply system with a new groundwater
well to improve supply reliability. The project has been developed to meet four objectives:

» Increase water supply availability: Water supply availability would be increased through the
creation of a new water distribution system that would obtain its water supply from the higher
producing alluvium wells of the Salinas Valley East Side subarea. Relocating the supply sources
takes advantage of the water supply benefits made available through implementation of the
SVWP.

= Improve reliability of water supplies: The reliability of water supplies would be improved by
pumping from an area with enhanced long-term hydrologic balance between recharge and
withdrawal, and interconnecting existing smaller systems into a consolidated water supply system
with backup well pumping and storage capabilities.

»  Provide supply meeting drinking water quality standards: The project would supply potable
water that meets drinking water quality standards, thus providing the residents in Granite Ridge
with uniform access to improved water quality.

»  Enhance fire protection: Fire protection would be enhanced by installing system storage, water
transmission and fire hydrants meeting North County Fire District requirements.

Interlake Tunnel between Lake Nacimiento and Lake San Antonio

This project proposed by the Nacimiento Regional Water Management Advisory Committee consists of
building an interlake tunnel between Lake Nacimiento and Lake San Antonio. With the recent changes in
allowed water storage derived from the modification of the Lake Nacimiento dam spillway due to the
completion of the SVWP, there has been a renewed interest in capturing all of the rainwater run-off. This
past year, despite the increased storage capacity of Lake Nacimiento, tens of thousands of AF of water
were released for flood control, ultimately flowing to the ocean. Over the same period Lake San Antonio
had a minimum of 20 percent of its storage capacity available—twice what was needed to store the extra
runoff from Lake Nacimiento. During the winter season, this tunnel would transfer extra rainwater that
would be released, traveling the Salinas River and ending up as “wasted water” in the Pacific Ocean. The
water from these two lakes would then be used downstream for groundwater recharge, abatement of
saltwater intrusion, and the promotion of fish habitats. Increasing the total available supply of water will
benefit all of these uses, industries, and communities.

B.5.5.b Potential Impacts of Climate Change on Water Supply and Demand

Typically, water demand projections are based on past water use along with population projections.
However, given climate change as a “new” factor, it may no longer be adequate to simply rely on
historical water years when projecting future demand or supply. Local governments, agencies, and
organizations in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region are only in the beginning stages of
considering and planning for the effects of climate change on water supply, other critical services and
infrastructure, and natural resources in the region (though state and federal projects do consider climate
change in their reliability assessments, so any region that is connected to such projects will have it
factored in to some degree).
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The water supply and demand projections provided in this IRWM Plan do not reflect anticipated effects
of climate change, since the effects have not yet been well quantified in those terms. As water managers
(along with regional scientists, local government agencies, and other key decision-makers) obtain better
analytical tools for understanding the specific effects of climate change, the water supply and demand
projections in this IRWM Plan will reflect that information. The RWMG will continue to work closely
with other community leaders and scientists throughout the state to obtain and refine the tools needed to
better understand and plan for the impacts of climate change in the Greater Monterey County region.

In the meantime, the RWMG—with assistance from a Climate Task Force comprised of regional
scientists, water managers, and coastal policy professionals—has conducted preliminary climate risk
analyses. These analyses indicate the following climate risks to be top priority for the Greater Monterey
County IRWM region for considering how to adapt the region’s water management systems for climate
change impacts:

»  Decreased water supply due to changes in precipitation, more frequent and severe droughts,
increased surface and groundwater consumption, and increased seawater intrusion (due to sea
level rise affecting coastal aquifers).

» Increased flooding and erosion of creeks and rivers due to more intense storm events (higher
river flow rates), and overburdening of conveyance systems, levees, and culverts.

= Coastal inundation of urban development and other land uses, and impacts to river and
wetland ecosystems due to changes in rainfall patterns, storm intensity, storm surges (due to
increased storm intensity) and sea level rise.

The RWMG is aware of the following significant impacts that climate change is expected to have on
water supply and demand, generally:

= Sea level rise and higher groundwater extraction will lead to increased rates of saltwater
intrusion.

» Agricultural water use is expected to increase to offset higher temperatures and
evapotranspiration.

= Rangelands are expected to be drier.
* Domestic landscaping water needs will be higher.
* Droughts are expected to be more frequent and severe.

»  Average rainfall is expected to change (though at this point it is unclear whether rainfall in the
local region will increase or decrease; a decrease will lead to diminished water supplies, but even
if it increases, the rainfall may tend toward more sporadic and intense storms, which may not
produce the water supply benefits that a more even distribution would provide).

» Climate change will also likely have adverse effects on water quality, which in turn will affect the
beneficial uses (habitat, water supply, etc.) of surface water bodies and groundwater in the region.
Changes in precipitation may result in increased sedimentation, higher concentrations of
pollutants, higher dissolved oxygen levels, increased temperatures, and an increase in the amount
of runoff constituents reaching surface water bodies.

Please see Section R, Climate Change, for an overview of the most current information and regional
activity regarding climate change in the Monterey Bay area.
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B.5.6 Water Supply and Demand: Conclusions

Water use in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin has significantly outpaced water supply over the past
several decades, resulting in overextraction and seawater intrusion. The SVIGSM modeling estimated
basin overdraft in 1995 to be approximately 17,000 AFY, with an additional 8,900 AFY of the
groundwater supplies affected by seawater intrusion (defined as the average annual rate of subsurface
flow from the Monterey Bay into the groundwater aquifers).

Conditions are expected to improve somewhat by 2030, at least in terms of basin overdraft. SVIGSM
modeling predicts basin overdraft in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin to be approximately 14,000
AFY in 2030, about 3,000 AFY less than baseline (1995) conditions. This improvement is attributed to an
expected overall decrease in water use on the order of 20,000 AFY from 1995 to the year 2030: while
urban water use is predicted to increase by about 40,000 AFY (totaling 85,000 AFY in 2030), agricultural
water use is predicted to decrease by about 60,000 AFY (totaling 358,000 AFY in 2030). The SVIGSM
model based the predicted decline in agricultural water use over the 35-year time period on several
factors, including increased irrigation efficiencies, changes from high to low water demand crops, and a
slight reduction in agricultural land use resulting from conversion to urban uses. It is important to note,
however, that the SVIGSM modeling does not take into account the potential impacts of climate change.

The SVIGSM predicts total water use in the year 2030 to be 443,000 AFY. This projection does not take
into account environmental water demand. If environmental water needs are factored in, total water
demand in the year 2030 will likely be considerably higher than the predicted 443,000 AFY. The RWMG
intends to include environmental water needs, as well as the impacts of climate change, in future
modeling efforts for the region.

Finally, “water demand” in the region is met not only by ensuring an adequate water supply, but by
ensuring adequate water supply infrastructure to meet the storage, treatment, and distribution needs of
water users. The IRWM Plan promotes projects that address specific infrastructure needs as well as
overall water supply reliability for the region, in terms water conservation projects, water recycling
projects, desalination, and other “water supply enhancement” projects. It is the hope and intention of the
RWMG that projects developed and funded through the IRWM planning process will, over time, reverse
the trend of basin overdraft in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin, halt the advance of seawater
intrusion, and ultimately help achieve hydrologic balance and water supply reliability for the Greater
Monterey County IRWM region.

B.6 WATER QUALITY

This section describes current water quality conditions in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region for
surface and groundwater, regional water quality goals and objectives (including Central Coast Basin Plan,
Watershed Management Initiative, and specific watershed goals), and current efforts to protect and
improve water quality in the IRWM planning region.

B.6.1 Water Quality: Current Conditions

B.6.1.a Surface Waters: Rivers and Waterways

The quality of surface waters in the region is greatly influenced by land use practices. Primary causes of
pollutants to surface waters include urban runoff, agricultural runoff, erosion and sedimentation, and
septic systems. Erosion is a widespread problem in Monterey County, due in part to the erosive nature of

local soils as well as from land use practices (including farming on steep slopes, unmaintained or
improperly designed dirt roads, altered water channels that increase water velocities and alter the natural
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sediment balance, and areas that have been denuded of vegetation by fire, overgrazing, or clearing).

The coastal rivers of the Big Sur region, where urban and agricultural land uses are minimal, are generally
considered to be of excellent to good water quality. Big Sur rivers, creeks, and coastal waters are
primarily affected by erosion and sedimentation (e.g., from roads and construction, and from periodic
wildfire events), septic systems located close to the rivers, and trash from park visitors.

The North County portion of the region is comprised of the Monterey County portion of the Pajaro Valley
Groundwater Basin that lies within the Salinas River watershed, the Elkhorn Coastal Plain, and the Hilly
Area including Prunedale. The North County area has significant erosion problems. The sandy soils and
slopes in the interior hills are especially conducive to erosion. This has become more problematic in
recent years due to intensified strawberry farming activity, particularly since strawberry farming practices
often involve covering the fields in plastic,”® creating impermeable surfaces for runoff. Cultivation
practices particularly in the Elkhorn Highlands and to a lesser extent in the Carneros Creek watershed
have led to high erosion/sedimentation rates. There is relatively little urban land use in the North County
area, and urban runoff sources are limited to the areas of commercial development and small communities
at Moss Landing, Castroville, and Prunedale. However, because of their proximity to water bodies
throughout the North County area, such as the Elkhorn Slough and creeks and sloughs tributary to the
Elkhorn Slough drainage system, these limited urban uses have the potential to generate significant
adverse water quality impacts (excerpted from Monterey County Planning Department 2010b, Section
4.3).

In the Salinas Valley, surface waters are impacted largely by intensive agricultural use (including grazing)
and nonpoint source pollutants from urban uses. Salinas Valley surface waters are especially impaired by
nitrates, pesticides, toxicity, and pathogens. Nitrate contamination is of particular concern in the Salinas
Valley, resulting mainly from the use of nitrogen-based synthetic fertilizers for irrigated agriculture
(though elevated nitrate levels also exist near septic systems and wastewater treatment plants). Urban
runoff from communities along the Salinas Valley impacts the Salinas River, Salinas Reclamation Ditch,
and other tributaries ultimately flowing to the Monterey Bay.

The City of Salinas monitors water quality as part of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Phase I requirements. The City of Salinas is the only Phase I Municipal Separate Storm Sewer
System (MS4) in the Central Coast Region and is covered by an individual NPDES permit. There are five
Phase II Small MS4 regulated entities within the IRWM planning region: the cities of Marina, Soledad,
Gonzales, and King City, and the County of Monterey. Monterey County Resource Management Agency
administers the Phase II General Permit for unincorporated urban areas of the county.

For a more in-depth discussion of impaired surface waters in the region, see “Impaired Water Bodies and
Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs)” in Section B.6.3.a below.

B.6.1.b Estuaries
The following information is excerpted from the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary Condition
Report 2009 (Office of National Marine Sanctuaries, 2009, pp. 72-74).%

Over the past 150 years, human actions have altered the tidal, freshwater, and sediment processes
in Elkhorn Slough and its watersheds. Such impacts have substantially changed the water quality

36 Specifically: Whole fields are covered in plastic for fumigation. During the growing period, only the planting
beds are covered; furrows are bare soil.

3T Tosee a summary of impacts on the estuarine environment, go to the MBNMS website:
http://sanctuaries.noaa.gov/science/condition/mbnms/welcome_est.html
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conditions and have increased the levels of pollution and eutrophication in the slough (Elkhorn
Slough Tidal Wetland Project Team 2007). Approximately two dozen wetlands comprising nearly
637 acres of estuarine habitats in the Elkhorn watershed are currently behind water control
structures and levees. Control structures have caused many sites in Elkhorn Slough to have very
restricted tidal exchange, thus resulting in poor water quality conditions, as evident through low
dissolved oxygen and elevated levels of organic matter accumulation (ibid.).

A main cause of water and sediment quality degradation is agricultural non-point source pollution
(Caffrey 2002; Phillips et al. 2002; ESNERR, NOAA, and CDFG 2009). Relatively high levels of
nutrients and legacy agricultural pesticides, such as DDT, have been documented within the
Elkhorn Slough wetlands complex, with the highest concentrations measured in areas that receive
the most freshwater runoff (ibid.). Pathogens, pesticides, sediments, low dissolved oxygen levels
and ammonia have impaired sections of Elkhorn Slough and water bodies adjacent to the slough
(Moro Cojo Slough and Moss Landing Harbor). A Central Coast Ambient Monitoring Program
(CCAMP) study conducted between 2001 and 2006 showed problematic levels of dissolved
oxygen, dissolved inorganic nitrogen, ortho-phosphate, and chlorophyll, and poor water clarity at
the mouth of the slough in Moss Landing Harbor (Sigala, Fairey, and Adams 2007). Toxicity due
to organophosphate (such as diazinon and chlorpyrifos) and pyrethroid pesticides has been
documented in adjacent watersheds (Hunt et al. 2003; Anderson et al. 2006; Phillips et al. 2006),
pointing to the potential for similar toxicity problems in Elkhorn Slough.

Use of persistent pesticides for agriculture in the area has been phased out, but high
concentrations are still present in the sediment and can become re-suspended by erosion
(ESNERR, NOAA, and CDFG 2009). As legacy organochlorines were phased out in the 1970s
and 1980s, organophosphate pesticides such as diazinon and chlorpyrifos became widely used,
and these pesticides have been found at toxic concentrations in many Central Coast watersheds
(Hunt et al. 2003). Pyrethroid pesticides are now increasingly applied along the Central Coast and
have been found at toxic concentrations in watershed sediments (Anderson et al. 2006; Phillips et
al. 2006). Management efforts by a number of organizations are aimed at reducing inputs of
pollutants to estuarine habitats, however, these management activities have yet to show
measurable decreases in contaminants in Elkhorn Slough (ESNERR, NOAA, and CDFG 2009).

Water bodies adjacent to the main channel of Elkhorn Slough, including Moro Cojo Slough, Old
Salinas River Estuary, and Salinas River Lagoon, are impaired by nutrients and low dissolved
oxygen levels. Elkhorn Slough is currently classified as moderately eutrophic (Bricker et al.
2007); however, the report noted concerns for the future based on the susceptibility of the system
and predicted nutrient loads (ibid.). Eutrophication can lead to an array of harmful effects
including reduction in water quality (specifically low dissolved oxygen levels), fish mortality, and
the loss of biodiversity (Cloern 2001), and has been identified by the Millennium Ecosystem
Assessment as one of the largest and most dangerous threats to coastal ecosystems in the United
States and globally.

B.6.1.c Coastal Marine Waters

Significant surface waters of the Greater Monterey County IRWM region also include the coastal waters
that lie immediately offshore the region’s boundaries. The Greater Monterey County region lies adjacent
to the MBNMS, which spans nearly 300 miles of California coastline. The Sanctuary receives runoff from
all of the region’s major watershed areas. Offshore areas of the Sanctuary are in relatively good condition,
but nearshore coastal areas show a number of problems resulting largely from nonpoint sources of

B-76



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Region Description

pollution. The following information is excerpted from the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary
Condition Report 2009 (Office of National Marine Sanctuaries, 2009, pp. 55-59).%%

Pollutants associated with urban development and agricultural cultivation exert pressure on
nearshore water quality conditions in the sanctuary. The greatest loads of nutrients and persistent
contaminants in the sanctuary are delivered via the rivers that drain heavily cultivated watersheds
(Los Huertos, Gentry, and Shennan 2003; CCLEAN 2007).

Certain portions of the nearshore ocean, such as along the Big Sur Coast, are relatively free from
direct inputs of watershed based contaminants, compared to areas that drain relatively large
human-altered watersheds such as the Salinas and Pajaro (Conley, Hoover, and De Beukelaer
2008). While there is no overall regional trend for changes in pollutant concentrations at coastal
confluences of watersheds that drain to the sanctuary, significant increases at some locations are
cause for concern (ibid.). Non-point sources flow into rivers that drain to the sanctuary and
deliver substantial loads of persistent organic pollutants (e.g., PCBs, PAHs, dieldrin, DDT) to the
nearshore environment (CCLEAN 2006). The Central Coast Long-term Environmental
Assessment Network (CCLEAN) monitoring program has reported PCB levels that exceed the
California Ocean Plan standards and determined that the four largest rivers that drain to Monterey
Bay, the Salinas, Pajaro, Carmel, and San Lorenzo Rivers, were the source of most of the PCBs
(CCLEAN 2006 and 2007).

Of the 51 water bodies draining directly to the sanctuary that were monitored for impairment, 15
were determined to be impaired by elevated nutrient levels (SWRCB 2006). Sources of nutrients,
such as phosphorus, nitrate, and urea, to the nearshore environment include waste products from
mammals, runoff from agriculture fields, leaking septic tanks, and sewage discharge systems.
Rivers vary in their load contributions relative to different nutrients (CCLEAN 2006). Nitrates
from the Pajaro and Salinas Rivers and Tembladero Slough are far greater in comparison to other
major rivers that drain to the sanctuary (CCLEAN 2007). ...Harmful algal bloom (HAB) events
have been linked with freshwater runoff events (Kudela and Chavez 2004). Biotoxins produced
by HABs have been shown to accumulate in filter feeders, such as anchovy and mussels, and can
cause health effects in nearshore mammals and seabirds that consume tainted prey (Fritz et al.
1992; Scholin et al. 2000; Kreuder et al. 2005).

Although the majority of the sanctuary’s nearshore waters generally do not pose risks to human
health, there are localized areas and isolated impacts that pose serious health risks. Pollutants
present in nearshore waters are absorbed into the tissues of organisms such as mussels and fish.
High levels of contaminants such as pesticides and metals can pose a human consumption risk.
Toxins (domoic acid and paralytic shellfish poison) are produced by certain algal species and
have been observed at levels in Monterey Bay that are potentially harmful to human health via
bioaccumulation in the food web (Jester 2008). ... Periodic beach warnings and closures, due to
the presence of pathogen indicators (E. coli, fecal coliform, total coliform, Enterococcus) that can
cause illness in beach goers, are common at some locations (Ricker and Peters 2006).

B.6.1.d Groundwater Quality
The MCWRA has an existing monitoring program focused on monitoring water supply levels and water

quality changes over time. Conditions currently tracked by the MCWRA include: seawater intrusion;
nitrate and other groundwater quality conditions; factors influencing basin balance (i.e., data for rainfall,

B Toseea summary of impacts on the nearshore environment, go to the MBNMS website:
http://sanctuaries.noaa.gov/science/condition/mbnms/welcome near.html
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stream flows, reservoir operations, groundwater levels, etc.); and land use and water needs. Two major
water quality problems affecting the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin are nitrate contamination and
seawater intrusion. Note that much of the information below regarding nitrate contamination and seawater
intrusion has been excerpted from Technical Memorandums to EPA Region IX from MCWRA, dated
July 30, 2010 (MCWRA 2010a and MCWRA 2010b).

Nitrate Contamination

Nitrogen, in the form of nitrate, is the most significant nutrient affecting groundwater quality in the lower
Salinas River watershed. The US EPA established the current drinking water standard (DWS) and health
advisory level of 45 mg/l NOs (note that the DWS has been changed to 10 mg/l NOs-N, however for the
purposes of consistency this plan will continue to use the former standard notation of 45 mg/l NOs).
Levels of nitrate in groundwater that exceed that level pose a threat to human health and to other
biological organisms that depend on groundwater. Particularly in rural, private wells, incidence of
methemoglobinemia, or blue baby syndrome, appears to be the result of high nitrate levels. Nitrate may
also interact with organic compounds to form N-nitrosamines, which are known to cause cancer (Mahler,
Colter, and Hirnyck 2007). Many organic compounds could link with nitrate to form N-nitrosamines,
including some pesticides. This is potentially significant because wells with high nitrate levels are also
sometimes associated with high pesticide levels. Neither the immediate nor the chronic health effects of
N-nitrosamines in humans are well understood.

Nitrate contamination in the Salinas Valley was first documented in a report published by AMBAG in
1978. Nitrate may occur naturally in groundwater due to biologic activity or decomposition of geologic
deposits, but rarely do natural concentrations exceed the Primary DWS of 45 mg/l NOs;. Nitrate
contamination in the Salinas Valley is due primarily to use of nitrogen-based synthetic fertilizers for
irrigated agriculture, and commonly occurs in the unconfined and semi-confined aquifers that underlie
areas of intense agricultural activity. However, nitrate contamination can also be caused from septic
system failures, from wastewater treatment ponds located in floodplains that convey sewage during flood
events, and from livestock waste.

Nitrate contamination is present throughout the Salinas Valley in varying concentrations. In 2007, 37
percent of the 152 wells sampled in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin showed nitrate levels greater
than the maximum DWS of 45 mg/l NO;, with concentrations highest in the Upper Valley and East Side
Subareas. In the Upper Valley Subarea, 68 percent of wells had nitrate concentrations reported at greater
than the DWS, with a maximum concentration of 425 mg/L NOs and a mean concentration of 90 mg/L
NO;3; and in the East Side Subarea, 60 percent of wells had nitrate concentrations reported at greater than
the DWS, with a maximum concentration of 502 mg/L. NOs and a mean concentration of 106 mg/L NO;,
as shown in the table below (MCWRA 2010a):

Table B-20: 2007 Summary of Nitrate-NOs; Concentrations for Study Wells in Salinas Valley Basin

Hydrologic Subarea Number of Mean NO3 Median Maximum Percent of
Wells (mg/L) Concentration | Concentration | Wells Greater

Sampled NO; (mg/L) NO; (mg/L) than DWS
Upper Valley 19 90 78 425 68%
East Side 15 106 63 502 60%
Forebay 41 79 54 290 54%
Pressure 180-Foot Aquifer 28 49 20 284 32%
Pressure 400-Foot Aquifer 44 12 3 143 7%
Pressure Deep Aquifer 5 1 1 2 0%
All Locations 152 56 20 502 37%

Source: Technical Memorandum from MCWRA to EPA Region IX, dated July 30, 2010 (MCWRA 2010a)
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The MCWRA has documented increasing trends of nitrate levels in the Salinas Valley Groundwater
Basin. Three hundred and seventy (370) wells were sampled in 1993, 152 wells were sampled in 2007,
and 96 of those wells were sampled in both years. The change in groundwater nitrate concentration in
those 96 wells ranged from a maximum 75 mg/L decrease to a maximum 255 mg/L increase. Many
nitrate concentrations for wells in the Pressure subarea showed no change in nitrate concentration from
1993 to 2007 (ibid.).

Between 1993 and 2007, the percentage of wells sampled within the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin
with concentrations of NOs greater than the DWS increased from 25 percent to 37 percent (ibid.).
Significant increases in both mean and median concentrations of NO3; were also observed, as shown in the
table below.

Table B-21: 1993 and 2007 Comparison of Nitrate-NO3z Concentrations for Study Wells in Salinas
Valley Basin

Hydrologic Subarea Mean NO3; (mg/L) Median Concentration NO; | Percent of Wells
(mg/L) Greater than DWS
1993 2007 Mean 1993 2007 Median 1993 2007
Change Change
1993 - 1993 -
2007 2007
Upper Valley 96 90 -6 59 78 +19 53% 68%
East Side 70 106 +36 36 63 +27 45% 60%
Forebay 41 79 +38 33 54 +21 36% 54%
Pressure 180-Foot Aquifer 23 49 +26 6 20 +14 14% 32%
Pressure 400-Foot Aquifer 11 12 +1 3 3 0 7% 7%
Pressure Deep Aquifer 1 1 0 1 1 0 0% 0%
All Locations 38 56 +18 13 20 +7 25% 37%

Source: Technical Memorandum from MCWRA to EPA Region IX, dated July 30, 2010 (MCWRA 2010a)

All of the Salinas Valley cities have had to replace domestic water wells due to high nitrate levels that
exceed the drinking water standard. In 1988, a report by the SWRCB documented that nitrate levels in the
Salinas Valley groundwater had impaired its beneficial use as a drinking water supply. In response to that
report an Ad Hoc Nitrate Advisory Committee was formed by the MCWRA to examine nitrate in the
Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin and recommend a course of action. Their report was published in 1990
and echoed the concerns and findings of the SWRCB. In a July 1995 staff report, the SWRCB ranked the
Salinas Valley as their number one water quality concern due to the severity of nitrate contamination.
Development and implementation of a nitrate management program for the Salinas Valley has become a
priority for the SWRCB. In 1998, MCWRA convened a Nitrate Technical Advisory Committee (NTAC)
to re-evaluate current nitrate management needs. The NTAC recommendations were incorporated into a
MCWRA Nitrate Management Program. Eleven of the 13 Nitrate Management Program Elements were
implemented as objectives for two Clean Water Act 319(h) grants which concluded in 2002, and some of
the program elements have been incorporated into ongoing Agency programs.

Seawater Intrusion

As both irrigated agriculture and urban development have increased during the past several decades,
groundwater demand has exceeded available recharge. Seawater intrusion was first observed in a few
wells in the Castroville area in 1932, and was documented in Bulletin 52 (DWR 1946). By the 1940s,
many agricultural wells in the Castroville area had become so salty that they had to be abandoned.
According to the 2015 Urban Water Management Plan for the Salinas District (Cal Water 2016), the
annual non-drought overdraft of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin is estimated to be approximately
45,300 AF per year. Because of the hydrologic continuity between the ocean and the 180-Foot and 400-
Foot Aquifers of the Pressure Subarea, seawater has been intruding into these aquifers at a rate of
approximately 28,800 AF per year. During droughts, the annual overdraft can escalate to between
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150,000 to 300,000 AF per year. As a result of this consistent overdraft, groundwater levels in the Salinas
Valley Groundwater Basin have dropped below sea level, allowing seawater to intrude from Monterey
Bay into aquifers located 180 and 400 feet below ground surface. The East Side and Pressure Subareas of
the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin are the most impacted by lack of recharge.

Groundwater quality during phase I, early intrusion of seawater, is characterized by increasing chloride
and conductivity concentrations. Early intrusion also includes a cation base exchange; there is an
exchange of calcium and sodium between the aquifer matrix and intruding seawater. As intrusion
proceeds, groundwater is mixed with seawater, trending directly toward seawater quality. Seawater is
high in chlorides. Chloride, according to the California Safe Drinking Water Act, has a Secondary DWS
upper limit of 500 mg/L. This upper limit indicates drinking water impairment and is used as the
benchmark for determining the isocontours used in developing maps of the sweater intrusion front, shown
on the following pages. In addition to the fact that chloride concentrations above 500 mg/L. impair
drinking water, chloride ion concentrations above 350 mg/L are considered to be injurious to plants,
according to guidelines for agricultural suitability of irrigation water (Todd Engineers 1989).

Figures B-21 and B-22 on the following pages illustrate the extent of seawater intrusion in the Salinas
Valley through the year 2017. Seawater has intruded approximately 7.5 miles inland in the 180-Foot
Aquifer and 4.5 miles inland in the 400-Foot Aquifer. As a result of seawater intrusion, urban and
agricultural supply wells have been abandoned, destroyed, and relocated. In the past several years there
has been an increase in the number of Pressure Deep Aquifer (900-Foot Aquifer) wells that have been
drilled in the Castroville coastal area. For this reason MCWRA has begun to sample Pressure Deep
Aquifer wells as part of its Coastal Sampling Program. Thus far, the Deep Aquifer is not known to be
impacted by seawater intrusion (MCWRA 2010b).

The current land use overlying the intruded aquifers is predominantly agricultural production. Large
agricultural wells are owned and operated by the private sector and used for drawing groundwater for
irrigation purposes. As noted previously, MCWRA constructed CSIP in the mid-1990s, aimed at
providing recycled water to agricultural growers within the seawater intrusion front area. These growers
use the recycled water in lieu of pumping groundwater. Since 1998, recycled water deliveries have ranged
from approximately 7,500-14,000 AFY. As a result of the CSIP, the seawater intrusion front has slowed,
but has not been halted (ibid.). More recently, MCWRA has developed the Salinas Valley Water Project
as a means to increase the availability of recycled water, thereby further reducing agricultural pumping
from intruded Pressure Subarea Aquifers. Both the CSIP and the Salinas Valley Water Project are
described in Section B.6.3.b (Efforts to Improve Groundwater Quality in the Salinas Valley Groundwater
Basin) below.

Despite best efforts on the part of water managers and water users in the region to reverse the trend of
seawater intrusion, the problem is expected to become worse as a result of climate change in future years.
One of the most serious anticipated consequences of climate change for the Monterey Bay region is sea
level rise. Sea level rose approximately seven inches (18 cm) over the past century (1900-2005) along
most of the California coast (Cayan et al. 2008). Currently, the State of California is using estimates of
global sea level rise produced by Rahmstorf (2007) and Cayan et al. (2008) for coastal adaptation
planning purposes. These projections suggest possible sea level rise of approximately 14 inches (36 cm)
by 2050 and up to approximately 55 inches (140 cm) by 2100. Sea level rise will significantly increase
the pressure of saltwater on the coastal Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin aquifers, causing increased
seawater intrusion in critical groundwater supplies.
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Figure B-21: Seawater Intrusion in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin: Pressure 180-Foot Aquifer
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Figure B-22: Seawater Intrusion in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin: Pressure 400-Foot Aquifer
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B.6.2 Regional Water Quality Goals and Objectives

This section describes regional water quality goals and objectives that have been established on a state
level by the Central Coast RWQCB. The water quality goals and objectives that have been established
specifically for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region by the RWMG as part of this IRWM
planning effort are described in Section D, Objectives.

B.6.2.a Basin Plan Goals

California’s Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (1969) establishes the responsibilities and
authorities of the State’s nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards and the State Water Resources
Control Board. The Porter-Cologne Act names the Regional Boards “...the principal State agencies with
primary responsibility for the coordination and control of water quality” (Section 13001). Each Regional
Board is directed to formulate a water quality control plan for all areas within its region. The Central
Coastal Basin Plan is the water quality control plan formulated and adopted by the RWQCB for the
Central Coast region. The Basin Plan was updated in March 2016 (see RWQCB 2016).

The objective of the Central Coastal Basin Plan is to show how the quality of the surface and ground
waters in the Central Coast Region should be managed to provide the highest water quality reasonably
possible. The Basin Plan lists various water uses (Beneficial Uses), then describes the water quality which
must be maintained to allow those uses (Water Quality Objectives). The Implementation Plan then
describes the programs, projects, and other actions necessary to achieve the standards established in the
plan. The RWQCB implements the Basin Plan by issuing and enforcing waste discharge requirements to
individuals, communities, or businesses whose waste discharges can affect water quality. These
requirements can be either State Waste Discharge Requirements for discharges to land, or federally
delegated NPDES permits for discharges to surface water. The Basin Plan is also implemented by
encouraging water users to improve the quality of their water supplies, particularly where the wastewater
they discharge is likely to be reused.

The Central Coast RWQCB has established the following planning goals for water quality in the Central
Coast Region (p. IV-2):

1. Protect and enhance all basin waters, surface and underground, fresh and saline, for present and
anticipated beneficial uses, including aquatic environmental values.

The quality of all surface waters shall allow unrestricted recreational use.

3. Manage municipal and industrial wastewater disposal as part of an integrated system of fresh
water supplies to achieve maximum benefit of fresh water resources for present and future
beneficial uses and to achieve harmony with the natural environment.

Achieve maximum effective use of fresh waters through reclamation and recycling.

Continually improve waste treatment systems and processes to assure consistent high quality
effluent based on best economically achievable technology.

6. Reduce and prevent accelerated (man-caused) erosion to the level necessary to restore and protect
beneficial uses of receiving waters now significantly impaired or threatened with impairment by
sediment.

B.6.2.b Watershed Management Initiative Goals
Each of the nine RWQCBs in the state is responsible for developing a Watershed Management Initiative

(WMI) Chapter as part of the State’s five-year Strategic Plan for water resource protection. Together the
nine Chapters constitute the State’s Watershed Management Initiative Integrated Plan. The aim of the
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WMI is to plan and prioritize activities within and amongst watersheds; integrate various surface and
groundwater regulatory programs; promote local, collaborative efforts; and focus limited resources on
priorities.

In the WMI, the Central Coast RWQCB outlines water quality priorities for the region, identifies priority
watersheds and water quality issues, describes watershed management strategies. The WMI includes the
following Water Quality Priorities (RWQCB 2002, List D-7 from the 2004 Update, Appendix D):

e Agriculture: Addressing water quality impacts from irrigated agriculture, a major land use in the
region that has been identified as a potential source of impairment for many of the water bodies
on the 303(d) list (constituents of concern include nutrients, pesticides and sediment) by
implementing the conditional waiver for irrigated lands.

e Total Maximum Daily Loads: Developing and implementing TMDLs throughout the region.

e Urban Runoff: Addressing beach closure issues, implementing Phase II of the NPDES
Stormwater Program.

e Point Source Regulatory Programs: Streamlining permit writing, renewing major permits and
several existing Waste Discharge Requirements, performing inspections.

e Basin Planning: Developing a riparian corridor policy, revising or developing water quality
objectives.

e Monitoring: Maintaining the Central Coast Ambient Monitoring Program, integrating data from
the agricultural cooperative monitoring program.

e (Clean-up: Overseeing perchlorate, MTBE, military base, hazardous waste, and underground
storage tank cleanups.

As part of the WMI planning process, the RWQCB has identified nine priority watersheds. Two
watersheds within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region are included on that list: the Salinas River
watershed and the Elkhorn Slough, with the Salinas River watershed being targeted as a “highest priority
watershed.” Pollutants of concern in the Salinas River watershed include seawater intrusion, nitrates and
minerals in groundwater, nutrients, pesticides, heavy metals, and sedimentation. Water quality problems
include overpumping of groundwater, agricultural activities, urban development and runoff, past mineral
mining, and gravel mining. The primary water quality concerns in the Elkhorn Slough watershed include
erosion, pesticides, bacteria and scour. Many of these water quality concerns are generated from
surrounding agricultural activities. Several Moss Landing Harbor activities, including ongoing dredging,
impact the slough at its confluence with the harbor.

Table D-7 in the WMI Appendix D (updated 2004) lists the following Targeted Projects and Activities for
the Salinas River and Elkhorn Slough watersheds as well as Central Coast region-wide efforts (the Table
includes the other seven priority watersheds as well):

Region-wide:
1. Projects that support implementation of the Conditional Waiver for Irrigated Lands (“agricultural
waiver”), including:
a. Projects that support implementation of the Cooperative Monitoring Program
b. Projects that support development and implementation of farm water quality management
plans for irrigated operations to address irrigation management, nutrient management,
pesticide management and erosion control
c. Projects that implement and test the effectiveness of management practices
2. Projects that implement approved or developed TMDLs (see below)
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3. Projects that support development of scheduled TMDLs

Salinas Watershed:

1. Agricultural waiver implementation (monitoring, education, BMP implementation)
2. Riparian and wetland protection and restoration

3. Urban runoff reduction/increase infiltration

Elkhorn Slough Watershed:
1. Agricultural waiver implementation (monitoring, education, BMP implementation)
2. Riparian and wetland protection and restoration

B.6.2.c Water Quality Goals and Objectives for Watersheds in the Region

Watershed assessments and management plans have been completed to varying extents for several
watersheds in the region, including the San Antonio River and Nacimiento River watersheds in the
southern portion of the region (and northern San Luis Obispo County), Big Sur River watershed and
Garrapata Creek watershed in Big Sur, and the Elkhorn Slough watershed, Moro Cojo Slough watershed,
and Reclamation Ditch/Gabilan watershed area, all of which are located in the northern Salinas Valley.
The section below briefly summarizes the watershed goals and objectives resulting from each of the
existing watershed management planning efforts, along with recommended actions.

San Antonio and Nacimiento Rivers Watershed Management Plan: The San Antonio and Nacimiento
Rivers Watershed Management Plan—a watershed management plan for the combined San Antonio
River and Nacimiento River watersheds—was developed by the Nacimiento and San Antonio (Nacitone)
Watersheds Steering Committee and Central Coast Salmon Enhancement, Inc. for the MCWRA and the
SWRCB in October 2008. Goals and objectives in the plan are organized around 11 issue areas,
including: Recreation, Monitoring and Information Needs, Preventing Pollution from Point and Nonpoint
Sources, The Role of Agriculture, Fire in the Watersheds, Taking Enforcement Action, Coordination and
Communication, Watershed Health: Plants and Animals, Roads and Culverts, Education and Outreach,
and Invasive Species. Top priorities that emerged from the stakeholder process include steps to continue
the watershed planning process plus the following short-term priority actions (i.e., 1-2 years):

=  Monterey County, San Luis Obispo County and resident associations should work together to
develop and implement programs to control invasive species.

» Continue existing water quality monitoring. In addition, establish a comprehensive water quality
monitoring program with uniform collection, analysis and reporting protocols across pertinent
jurisdictions for technical and public sector use. ... [As part of the SuperFund site cleanup
program,] encourage the US EPA to conduct a lake bottom sediment study of Nacimiento
reservoir to better understand mercury contamination.

= Support the work of existing Local Fire Safe Councils.
= Conduct road system survey to prioritize needs for erosion control.

» Collaborate on the design and implementation of educational stewardship campaigns targeting
watershed residents and visitors with customized messages such as “Be A Watershed Citizen.”

Big Sur River Watershed Management Plan: The Big Sur River Watershed Management Plan was
prepared by the Resource Conservation District of Monterey County, Central Coast Salmon
Enhancement, Stillwater Sciences, and California State University of Monterey Bay, for the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife in 2014. The purpose of the plan was to investigate the habitat factors
affecting south-central California steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss) population dynamics in the Big Sur
River Watershed. The plan assesses existing conditions, documents issues and concerns of stakeholders

B-85



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Region Description

related to the watershed’s ecological conditions, and prioritizes recommendations to support restoration
and recovery of steelhead.

Garrapata Creek Watershed Assessment and Restoration Plan: The Garrapata Creek Watershed
Assessment and Restoration Plan was developed by the Garrapata Creek Watershed Council for the
Garrapata Creek Watershed Community and the CDFG in July 2006. The plan focuses on critical issues
related to steelhead and invasive species, both as indicators of overall watershed health and as important
restoration goals. Specific areas of assessment included: the watershed’s hydrologic function and
sediment transport; geologic setting; road-produced sediment (erosion issues); the current status of the
steelhead population and distribution in the watershed; migration barriers to steelhead in the creeks; the
Garrapata Lagoon and its function for steelhead; and the watershed’s vegetation composition and the
health of the riparian corridor. The keystone limiting factors in the watershed were found to be as follows,
in order of importance:

» Sediment delivery to the streams from road erosion in the watershed is causing adverse conditions
to Garrapata Creek and tributaries.

* Non-native plant species invasion has restricted riparian habitat and has caused significant
negative impacts, including the development of invasive monocultures that impedes the
recruitment of native riparian species in the watershed.

=  Steelhead migration barriers in the lower reaches of Garrapata Creek and tributaries prevent fish
from utilizing all of the habitat available for spawning and rearing.

Goals and objectives were established around each of these limiting factors. Specific recommendations
included reducing sediment loading through better road management, improving fish migration,
eliminating or reducing non-native plant species, and re-vegetating and stabilizing creek banks with
native vegetation. One major restoration opportunity that stood out above all others was reducing
sediment delivery to the creeks from unpaved roads. An upslope erosion reduction project was completed
in 2010.

Elkhorn Slough Watershed Conservation Plan: This plan was developed for the Elkhorn Slough
Foundation and The Nature Conservancy by Scharffenberger Land Planning & Design in 1999. The
Conservation Plan was developed to identify critical resources within the Elkhorn Slough watershed, to
identify and address threats, and to maintain the long-term viability of Elkhorn Slough and its related
upland communities as a significant coastal system. In 2002, a second report was produced based on the
Elkhorn Slough Watershed Conservation Plan. Elkhorn Slough at the Crossroads: Natural Resources and
Conservation Strategies for the Elkhorn Slough Watershed identifies key natural resources of the slough
and suggests strategies for conserving them. The proposed vision for the slough includes an intact and
interconnected network of natural communities including over 4,000 acres of coastal marsh within
Elkhorn Slough and Moro Cojo Slough, enhanced freshwater wetlands of McClusky Slough, a restored
stream-side forest along the lower Carneros Creek Floodplain and a series of upland ridges with
unfragmented maritime chaparral in the Elkhorn Highlands.

Moro Cojo Slough Management and Enhancement Plan: The Moro Cojo Slough Management and
Enhancement Plan was developed by The Habitat Restoration Group for the Monterey County Planning
and Building Inspection Department and the State Coastal Conservancy in October 1996. The plan
includes the following water quality and nonpoint pollution objectives:

1. Identify alternative methods to address water quality problems at the source.

2. Minimize sedimentation and soil erosion through the use of vegetation cover and other erosion
control measures.

3. Improve and/or create stormwater detention facilities to protect/enhance water quality of the
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slough from agricultural and urban runoff.
Manage water and drainage to accommodate agricultural uses on adjacent lands.
Avoid actions that impact groundwater.

Coordinate with mosquito abatement district on measures to minimize impacts to sensitive habitat
features.

7. Develop a monitoring program to evaluate the success of the slough management program.

The RCD of Monterey County has provided considerable assistance to farmers in Moro Coho Slough on
winter erosion control, including furrow alignment, furrow and road seeding, irrigation efficiency
evaluations, and engineered practices for steep slopes. Engineered practice implementation has included
sediment traps, stormwater detention structures, underground outlets, and other pond-type structures.

Northern Salinas Valley Watershed Restoration Plan: The Northern Salinas Valley Watershed
Restoration Plan was the Final Report of a study entitled, “Nonpoint Pollution in Coastal Harbors and
Sloughs of the Monterey Bay Region” prepared by Moss Landing Marine Laboratories and the Watershed
Institute for AMBAG in January 1997, and funded under Section 205(j) of the federal Clean Water Act.
The plan focuses on the northern Salinas Valley, encompassing all of the water courses that flow from the
Gabilan Mountains east of Salinas into Moss Landing Harbor. The plan promotes the restoration of
former wetland and riparian areas (“wet corridors”) throughout the watershed as the primary means for
water quality restoration, with wetlands and riparian areas acting as natural sediment and pollution filters.

Reclamation Ditch Watershed Assessment and Management Strategy: This study, completed in 2005
by the Central Coast Watershed Studies (CCoWS) team of the Watershed Institute at California State
University Monterey Bay for MCWRA, focuses on the same geographic area as the Northern Salinas
Valley Watershed Restoration Plan — a 157 square-mile watershed with its headwaters in the Gabilan
Range and its terminus at a set of tide gates at the entrance to Moss Landing Harbor.** Management goals
listed in the plan relate to water quality, flood control, parklands, determining fish passage and steelhead
presence/absence, special status species protection, mosquito abatement, food safety and agricultural pest
control, harbor sedimentation, sustainable water supply, and economic viability. Management actions are
listed for each goal. Those specifically related to water quality include:

1. Support the 2004 Conditional Waiver of Agricultural Waste Discharge Requirements developed
by the Central Coast RWQCB.

Support agricultural discharge source control.

Evaluate City of Salinas stormwater (i.e., implement a monitoring program to determine the
degree to which City runoff contributes to water quality concerns).

4. Support urban water quality source control (employing appropriate technologies and regulatory
instruments for mitigating urban sources of pollution).

5. Implement urban water quality treatment measures, specifically, modify the function of existing
urban stormwater detention basins in the City of Salinas to detain magnitude 2-year storms or less
(as opposed to 10-year storms or larger).

6. Install vegetated treatment systems, such as constructed wetlands, vegetated furrows, and grassed
waterways, to reduce sources of water quality constituents and treat those constituents that are
detrimental in waterways. Theses systems should be located and managed so as to minimize risks
relating to food safety and agricultural pests.

39 Casagrande and Watson 2005. The Final Report is available for download on MCWRA’s website:
http://www.mcwra.co.monterey.ca.us/Agency data/RecDitchFinal/RecDitchFinal. htm
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Relevant to this last strategy, the RCD of Monterey County has tested multiple vegetated treatment
systems on land draining into the Salinas River, Elkhorn Slough, the Salinas Reclamation Ditch, and
Blanco Drain (between the Salinas River and the Reclamation Ditch).

B.6.3 Efforts to Improve Water Quality in the Greater Monterey County Region

Efforts to improve water quality throughout the Greater Monterey County IRWM region are being carried
out on the federal, state, regional, and local watershed levels through both regulatory and non-regulatory
programs, and through collaborative partnerships that involve government agencies, non-profit
organizations, research institutions, and private landowners. The following describes some of the major
ongoing efforts to protect and improve water quality in the region, while recognizing that many smaller
scale water quality improvement projects and monitoring studies, too numerous to describe here, are
making great progress toward water quality improvements in the region.

B.6.3.a Regulatory Water Quality Programs

Impaired Water Bodies and Total Maximum Daily Loads

The RWQCBs are responsible for assessing the water quality of all water bodies in their regions. This
information is compiled into a statewide Water Quality Assessment, a database that lists water bodies
alphabetically by water type (lakes, streams, wetlands, groundwater, etc.) and assesses each water body as
having “good,” “intermediate,” “impaired,” or “unknown” water quality. Formally, an impaired water
body is one that does not meet water quality standards even after technology based discharge limits on
point sources are implemented (i.e., water quality standards are not attainable even with Best Available

Treatment/Best Control Technology).

Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act requires each State to maintain a list of impaired water
bodies and to develop TMDLs for all impaired water bodies. A TMDL estimates the maximum amount of
a pollutant that a water body can receive and still meet water quality standards. A TMDL must be
developed for each stressor or pollutant for each water body threatened or impaired. Establishing a TMDL
includes gathering data about the sources of the pollutant, including both point and nonpoint sources, and
allocating the pollutant loads from the various identified sources. Once a TMDL is established, an
implementation plan must be developed to describe how that water body will meet water quality
standards.

The Central Coast RWQCB is the State agency responsible for identifying impaired water bodies within
the Central Coast region. In April 2018, approved California’s 2014-2016 303(d) list. The final approved
list is included as Appendix G in this IRWM Plan, with the identified pollutants. The 2014-2016 303(d)
list for water bodies in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region is shown in Table B-22.*

Within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, 31 water bodies have been determined by the
RWQCB to be impaired under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act. These water bodies are illustrated
in Figure B-23. Impairments are found to occur within the Salinas, Gabilan, and Bolsa Nueva watersheds,
with very minor impairments listed for two water bodies in the Big Sur coastal watershed. The region has
332 miles of impaired rivers (20 rivers/creeks, including over 100 miles of the Salinas River), 2,339 acres
of impaired estuaries (mostly Elkhorn Slough with 2,034 acres listed, but also including the Salinas River
Lagoon, Moro Cojo Slough, Salinas River Refuge Lagoon, and Old Salinas River Estuary), 79 acres of
impaired harbor (Moss Landing Harbor), and 5,580 acres of impaired lakes/reservoirs (most of which —
5,417 acres — includes San Antonio Reservoir, listed for mercury). Note that Nacimiento Reservoir, which

40 7o see the Section 303(d) List of water bodies for all of California, go to the RWQCB’s website:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/tmdl/integrated2012.shtml.
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is not located within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region but is an important water supply source
for the region, is also listed for mercury (5,736 acres). The entire Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin,
which includes four sub-basins, is listed as impaired and as only partially supporting beneficial uses due
to nitrate contamination and seawater intrusion (RWQCB 2002, p. 29).

The water bodies in the lower Salinas Valley have some of the worst pollutant impairments on the Central
Coast. The Lower Salinas River (from the estuary to Gonzales Road) has the most pollutant impairments
identified on the 303(d) list of any other water body on the Central Coast, with 19 impairments. Second is
Orcutt Creek in Santa Maria (Santa Barbara County) with 15 impairments, but tied for third are the
Salinas Reclamation Ditch and Tembladero Slough, each with 14 pollutant impairments. In addition,
Quail Creek is listed with 13 impairments, and Old Salinas River Channel is listed with 10.*' More
important than the number of pollutant impairments identified are the magnitude of the problems. Each of
these water segments is impaired for toxicity and high levels of pesticides, nutrients and indicator
bacteria. Moss Landing Harbor, which lies at the bottom of the Salinas Reclamation Ditch (Gabilan)
watershed, is listed for 12 pollutant impairments, including pesticides, toxicity, pathogens, and sediment.

1 To see the fact sheets for each of these water segments, go to the following link:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/tmdl/2010state ir reports/category5 report.shtml
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Figure B-23: Impaired Surface Waters in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Region
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Central Coast Irrigated Lands Agricultural Order

Many surface water bodies in the Greater Monterey County region, as well as groundwater, are impaired
because of pollutants from agricultural sources. Discharges from agricultural lands include surface
discharges (also known as irrigation return flows or tailwater), subsurface drainage generated by installing
drainage systems to lower the water table below irrigated lands (also known as tile drains), discharges to
groundwater through percolation, and stormwater runoff flowing from irrigated lands. These discharges
can affect water quality by transporting pollutants including pesticides, sediment, nutrients, salts
(including selenium and boron), pathogens, and heavy metals from cultivated fields into surface waters
(RWQCB 2012a).

Both regulatory and non-regulatory approaches are being employed in the effort to improve water quality
from agricultural sources in the region. In July 2004, the Central Coast RWQCB adopted an order known
as the “Conditional Waiver of Waste Discharge Requirements for Discharges from Irrigated Lands.” The
Central Coast RWQCB extended the 2004 Agricultural Order multiple times, and on March 15, 2012
voted to adopt an updated Irrigated Lands Order (Order No. R3-2012-0011). The 2012 Irrigated Lands
Agricultural Order prioritized conditions to control pollutant loading in areas where water quality
impairment was documented in the 2010 Clean Water Act section 303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies,
specifically addressing the growing problem of nitrate contamination in the region’s drinking water.

The Agricultural Order mandates all growers within the RWQCB’s jurisdiction who discharge runoff
from irrigated agricultural lands to comply with the conditions of the Order. Dischargers are required to
implement, and where appropriate update or improve, management practices, which may include local or
regional control or treatment practices and changes in farming practices to effectively control discharges,
meet water quality standards, and achieve compliance with the Order. Dischargers must also comply with
other conditions of the Agricultural Order, including monitoring and reporting requirements. For farms
that pose the greatest risk to water quality, growers will be required to develop certified Irrigation and
Nutrient Management Plans, Water Quality Buffer Plans if they are adjacent to the most critical creeks,
and monitor their individual discharge.

The Central Coast Water Board approved a new Agricultural Order on March 8, 2017. This is a three-year
Agricultural Order, which must be replaced by March 7, 2020. The new Agricultural Order is the third
Agricultural Order adopted in the central coast region, so is referred to as Ag Order 3.0 (Order R3-2017-
0002). Ag Order 3.0 requires groundwater monitoring in 2017. Growers must sample: 1) primary
irrigation well located on each ranch, and 2) all domestic wells located on the assessor parcel numbers
where the ranch is located. Ag Order 3.0 also expands the Total Nitrogen Applied reporting requirement
to include all Tier 2 and Tier 3 ranches that grow any crop with a high potential of loading nitrogen to
groundwater.*?

Federal and State Stormwater/Urban Runoff Programs

Urban runoff in California is addressed through both state and federal programs: the State’s Nonpoint
Source (NPS) Pollution Control Program, and the US EPA’s NPDES Stormwater permit program.** The
State’s NPS Pollution Control Program details how the State will promote the implementation of
management measures and BMPs to control and prevent polluted runoff, as required by Section 319 of
the federal Water Pollution Control Act (also referred to as the Clean Water Act [CWA]). Because of the
diffuse nature of polluted runoff, which originates from multiple sources and has a widespread reach, the
State’s NPS Pollution Control program has emphasized financial incentives, technical assistance, and

42 The 2012 Irrigated Lands Agricultural Order can be viewed at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralcoast/water_issues/programs/ag_waivers/http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/ce
ntralcoast/water issues/programs/ag_waivers/ag_order.shtml

43 Much of this section has been excerpted from the Monterey Regional Storm Water Management Program 2006.
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public education, rather than regulatory activities.

Coastal states are also required to develop programs to protect coastal waters from nonpoint source
pollution, as mandated by the federal Coastal Zone Act Reauthorization Amendments (CZARA) of 1990.
CZARA Section 6217 identifies polluted runoff as a significant factor in coastal water degradation, and
requires implementation of management measures and enforceable policies to restore and protect coastal
waters. In lieu of developing a separate NPS program for the coastal zone, California’s NPS Pollution
Control Program was updated in 2000 to address the requirements of both the CWA section 319 and the
CZARA section 6217 on a statewide basis.

In 1972, the CWA was amended to provide that the discharge of pollutants to waters of the United States
from any point source is unlawful unless the discharge is in compliance with an NPDES permit. Although
urban nonpoint sources contribute to stormwater runoff, runoff may be channeled into a storm drain and
ultimately become a point source. Therefore, stormwater is regulated as a point source under the NPDES
permit program.

Phase I of the US EPA’s stormwater program was promulgated in 1990 under the CWA. Phase I relies on
NPDES permit coverage to address stormwater runoff from: (1) “medium” and “large” MS4s generally
serving populations of 100,000 or greater, (2) construction activity disturbing five acres of land or greater,
and (3) ten categories of industrial activity. On December 8, 1999, EPA promulgated regulations known
as the Stormwater Phase II Final Rule. The Phase II program expanded the Phase I program to include all
municipalities within designated urbanized areas, as well as designated small municipalities outside of
urbanized areas (generally those with a population of at least 10,000 and/or a population density of at
least 1,000 persons per square mile), and operators of small construction sites that disturb between 1-5
acres.

The City of Salinas is the only Phase I MS4 in the Central Coast Region and is covered by an individual
NPDES Phase I permit (Order No. R3-2012-0005). Stormwater runoff is generated from various land
uses, including urban and agricultural uses, and discharges into the Salinas Reclamation Ditch and the
Salinas River. The City’s NPDES permit requires the City to reduce the discharge of pollutants in
stormwater discharges to the maximum extent practicable (MEP) and protect water quality and beneficial
uses. The Order also contains effectiveness assessment measures, including water quality monitoring,
detailed BMP assessment requirements, and water quality action levels, designed to provide information
about the effectiveness of efforts to reduce pollutant discharges and protect water quality and beneficial
uses. In addition, the Order contains requirements for identifying dominant watershed processes that are
impacted by stormwater management and are necessary to protect water quality and beneficial uses, and
for developing control measures to protect and restore those processes. An emphasis of the Order is on
acquiring an understanding of important watershed processes to inform development and stormwater
management decisions, and identifying measures for maintaining and restoring watershed processes
impacted by stormwater management to protect water quality and beneficial uses that the City will
implement in subsequent permit terms (RWQCB 2012d and 2012e).

The City’s NPDES Phase I permit was renewed in May 2012. The permit represents the next iterative step
in stormwater requirements and includes increased specificity; a blend of water quality monitoring and
BMP assessment for evaluating program effectiveness; and commencement of a watershed-based
approach to stormwater management (including watershed characterization). Notably, the new permit also
includes provisions for the City to pursue IRWM objectives. Specifically, the permit states:

3) Aligning Stormwater Management with Related Planning Goals and Requirements
a) Integrated Regional Water Management —
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1) Within 12 months of adoption of this Order, the Permittee shall coordinate with other
stakeholders to pursue the Environmental Enhancement Objectives of the May 2006 Integrated
Regional Water Management Functionally Equivalent Plan Update, or comparable water supply,
water quality, and flood protection and flood management goals and objectives of the Integrated
Regional Water Management Plan in use, through the Permittee’s stormwater management
program.

ii) Within 2 years of adoption of the Order, the Permittee shall identify opportunities to protect,
enhance, and/or restore natural resources including streams, groundwater, watersheds, and other
resources consistent with the Integrated Regional Water Management Plan. At a minimum, the
Permittee shall examine opportunities for stormwater capture and reuse, and stormwater
infiltration for aquifer recharge. (RWQCB 2012d, p. 86)

The Phase II NPDES Program is intended to address potentially adverse impacts to water quality and
aquatic habitat by instituting the use of controls on the unregulated sources of stormwater discharges that
have the greatest likelihood of causing continued environmental degradation. Cities within the Greater
Monterey County IRWM planning region enrolled under the Phase II General Permit for Stormwater
Discharges include King City, Soledad, Gonzales, and Marina.

B.6.3.b Voluntary Water Quality Programs

Agriculture Water Quality Alliance (AWQA)

The MBNMS’s Water Quality Protection Program (WQPP) has developed six action plans to address
water quality problems in Monterey Bay and its watersheds: Implementing Solutions to Urban Runoff;
Regional Monitoring, Data Access, and Interagency Coordination; Marinas and Boating; Agriculture and
Rural Lands,; Beach Closures and Microbial Contamination; and Cruise Ship Discharges.** Each plan
contains a set of voluntary strategies to address the water quality problems specific to the plan. The
WQPP has been working in partnership with numerous stakeholder groups in the region to implement
those strategies.

The Agriculture and Rural Lands Action Plan (Ag Plan) was developed with extensive input from
agriculture industry groups, resource agencies, and environmental groups. The plan lays out voluntary
strategies for protecting water quality and the productivity of Central Coast agricultural lands through a
stewardship approach. These strategies fall into six general categories: identification and adoption of
more effective management practices through development of industry networks; expansion and
coordination of technical assistance/outreach; public education and public relations; regulatory
coordination/permit streamlining for conservation measures; improved funding mechanisms and tax
incentives; and strategies for public lands and rural roads.

The Agriculture Water Quality Alliance (AWQA) was initiated in 1999 to carry out the strategies of the
Ag Plan® AWQA is a unique regional partnership that brings together farmers, ranchers, resource
conservation agencies, researchers, and agricultural and environmental organizations. Since 1999, AWQA
partners have worked together to reduce the runoff of sediments, nutrients, and pesticides from
agricultural and rural lands through education and outreach, technical and financial assistance, research
and monitoring, permit streamlining, and watershed coordination. AWQA’s regional approach focuses on
industry-led initiatives and voluntary, collaborative solutions to tackling water quality problems, and as
such offers an important non-regulatory approach to improving water quality in the region. AWQA

44 Summaries of these actions plans can be found in the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary Final
Management Plan (MBNMS 2008b).
5 See AWQA website at: http://www.awqa.org/index.html
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partners meet monthly to discuss emerging issues and coordinate projects. The process has led to
improved coordination and collaboration of agencies, researchers, non-profits, and industry groups.

With a mix of federal, state, and private funding, AWQA partners have made great strides towards
implementing the Ag Plan. Some examples include:

v Watershed Working Groups: Through AWQA, farmers and ranchers throughout the region have
been establishing management practices on their properties to reduce runoff in the form of
sediments, nutrients and pesticides. The Central Coast Agricultural Water Quality Coalition,
which represents six County Farm Bureaus whose watersheds drain to the Sanctuary, has been
organizing Watershed Working Groups comprised of agricultural landowners and managers along
local streams and rivers. These groups work together to identify local water quality issues and
implement conservation projects.

= [rrigation and Nutrient Management Program: AWQA and a broad suite of partners developed
the Central Coast Irrigation and Nutrient Management Program to help farmers implement
irrigation and nutrient management practices to address water quantity and water quality concerns
in the region. Led by the Central Coast Resource Conservation & Development Council, AWQA
has secured millions of dollars in federal financial cost-share assistance under the NRCS
Agricultural Water Enhancement Program (AWEP) to support implementation of irrigation and
nutrient management practices in Central Coast watersheds. These practices include irrigation
system and nutrient management evaluations, improved sprinkler systems, conversion to micro-
irrigation, and installation of flow meters, among many others. AWEP is a non-regulatory
program; participation is voluntary and confidential.

»  Permit Coordination Programs: The time, cost, and complexity of navigating the permit process
with a host of regulatory agencies can be daunting for landowners seeking to implement
conservation projects on their properties. To help farmers, ranchers and other rural landowners
overcome these barriers and to encourage implementation of conservation and restoration projects
across Sanctuary watersheds, AWQA partners have worked to develop permit coordination
programs. Led by Sustainable Conservation, RCDs, and the NRCS, the Partners in Restoration
Permit Coordination Programs help landowners to quickly and effectively obtain permits from
multiple agencies, and provides technical and cost-share assistance for the installation of certain
conservation practices.

»  FEducation and Outreach: AWQA developed a Farm Water Quality Planning Short Course
through which 70 percent of growers in the region have developed farm water quality
management plans for their properties.

»  Confidential Technical and Financial Assistance: Over the past 10 years the NRCS has assisted

growers in the region to voluntarily implement conservation practices through $18M in Farm Bill
support dollars, matched by $15M of farmer investment in these same practices.
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Central Coast Joint Effort for LID and Hydromodification Control

The Municipal NPDES Stormwater Permit requires municipalities to develop performance measures and,
in some cases, numeric criteria to manage stormwater. Development of these measures and criteria
requires substantial knowledge of urban hydrologic processes; appropriate use of Low Impact
Development (LID) techniques; and an understanding of technical, policy and regulatory issues related to
implementing municipal stormwater control requirements. The Central Coast RWQCB is providing
municipalities the option of participating in a Joint Effort, led by a consultant team, to develop
hydromodification control criteria to meet the Water Board’s stormwater regulations for new and
redevelopment.

While there are various efforts statewide to develop hydromodification control criteria, the focus has
generally been on the large Phase I communities. Compared to the Phase I communities, many Phase II
communities are small, have fewer resources, and possess less in-house expertise to develop and
implement hydromodification controls. By participating in a joint effort led by subject area experts,
municipalities will be assisted in moving forward toward optimal water quality protection. Part 1 of the
effort will develop a science-based methodology that municipalities on the Central Coast and across the
state can use to determine their own specific hydromodification control criteria. Part 2 of the effort
includes the technical and modeling analysis required to determine the actual hydromodification control
criteria. Municipalities can then propose these resulting hydromodification control criteria to the Central
Coast RWQCB to meet the requirements of their NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit.*

Efforts to Improve Groundwater Quality in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin

From the MCWRA'’s beginning in 1947, projects have been designed and developed to address the
seawater intrusion issue in the Salinas Valley. Beginning with construction of the Nacimiento and San
Antonio reservoirs in 1957 and 1967, respectively, these projects have generally focused on capturing
surface water and utilizing that water more effectively.

* Monterey County Water Recycling Projects: In 1983, MCWRA received SWRCB funding to
evaluate alternatives that would prevent further seawater intrusion. Numerous studies were
conducted between 1983 and 1992 to determine the extent of the seawater intrusion and possible
solutions. The results of these studies created a series of projects known as the Monterey County
Water Recycling Projects, which are joint efforts between MCWRA and Monterey One Water.
Landowners of the Salinas Valley agreed to assess themselves to help fund these multi-million
dollar projects, creating the Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project (CSIP)—a water recycling
facility at the Regional Treatment Plant and a pipeline distribution system to provide recycled
water for agricultural irrigation. The project has successfully addressed a portion of the seawater
intrusion problem in the Salinas Valley by providing reclaimed wastewater to approximately
12,000 acres of agricultural land near Castroville. The Monterey County Water Recycling
Projects have been in operation since April 1998.

= Salinas Valley Water Project: The SVWP is MCWRA’s most recent project to address the
problem of seawater intrusion, designed to transfer water from its reservoirs in the southern part
of the Salinas Valley to the northern portion of the groundwater basin. The SVWP was completed
in April 2010 and consisted of two main components, the first being the modification of the
spillway at Nacimiento Reservoir, and the second being re-operation of the reservoirs and the
construction of an inflatable dam diversion structure. The spillway modifications included
lowering of the existing spillway, installation of an inflatable dam on the new spillway, and

46 For more information on the Central Coast Joint Effort for LID and Hydromodification Control, visit the
RWQCB website:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb3/water issues/programs/stormwater/docs/lid/lid hydromod charette index.shtml.
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enlargement of the spillway chute. The inflatable dam is held in the raised position for normal
operations, allowing the reservoir storage to be maintained at its present maximum elevation, and
is lowered during large flood events to preclude the dam from overtopping. The second
component included the re-operation of the reservoirs and the construction of an inflatable dam
diversion structure with associated fish screening and pumping facilities to allow the diversion of
Salinas River water into the existing CSIP distribution system. An average of 9,700 AFY of
Salinas River is diverted and delivered to the CSIP system, reducing groundwater pumping by the
same amount. The water is blended with recycled water, resulting in an improved and more
uniform quality of water delivered through the CSIP system. The SVWP also increases
groundwater recharge via the Salinas River.

B.6.4 Addressing AB 1249 Requirements

AB 1249 (Salas, Chapter 717, Statutes of 2014) — Water Code §10541 requires IRWM regions with
nitrate, arsenic, perchlorate, or hexavalent chromium (chromium-6) contamination to include specific
information in their IRWM Plans regarding the location, impacts, actions currently being taken to address
the contaminant impacts, and any additional action needed to address the contamination. It also requires
grant applications from these regions to include information regarding how the project(s) in their grant
application helps to address the contamination or an explanation why the application does not include
such project(s). Regions with areas of nitrate, arsenic, perchlorate, or chromium-6 contamination are
required to include a description of each of the following:

e The location and extent of that contamination in the region,
e The impacts caused by the contamination to communities within the region,
e Existing efforts being undertaken in the region to address the impacts, and

e Any additional efforts needed to address the impacts.

In 2017-2018, as part of the IRWM Plan update to achieve compliance with 2016 IRWM Guidelines, the
RWMG led an effort to address AB 1249 requirements. This effort, funded by Proposition 1 2016 IRWM
Planning Grant funds, was led by a project team consisting of the IRWM Program Director, Nilsen and
Associates (a consulting company with expertise related to water resources and disadvantaged
communities in the local region), and a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) comprised of staff from
the following entities:

e Castroville Community Services District

e Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board

e Elkhorn Slough National Estuarine Research Reserve

e Environmental Justice Coalition for Water (EJCW)

e MNS Engineers, Inc.

e Monterey County Environmental Health Bureau, Drinking Water Protection Services
e Monterey County Water Resources Agency

e San Jerardo Cooperative, Inc.

The project team gathered data, information, and applicable maps, developed recommendations based on
the data reviewed and existing efforts being taken to address the contaminants, and presented this
information to the RWMG for discussion and input at three different RWMG meetings between March
2017 - January 2018. This section describes the results of that effort.
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B.6.4.a Background: How Water Systems are Regulated in Monterey County

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) is the agency responsible for administration and
enforcement of the Safe Drinking Water Act in California. The SWRCB Division of Drinking Water
regulates public drinking water systems (defined as having 15 or more service connections or regularly
serving at least 25 individuals daily at least 60 days out of the year). The State has the authority to
delegate primary responsibility for enforcement with regard to community water systems with fewer
than 200 connections to county health departments, by means of a local primacy delegation
agreement. Monterey County has been delegated local primacy responsibility since 1993.

Monterey County Health Department’s Environmental Health Bureau (EHB) regulates Local Primacy
Agency (LPA) water systems (serving between 15-199 connections), state small water systems (serving
between 5-14 connections), and local small water systems (serving between 2-4 connections) through
their Drinking Water Protection Services program. State small and local small systems are regulated
through the EHB’s Small Water System Program. Private domestic wells are not regulated by the State.
The County requires one-time nitrate testing of newly installed private domestic wells, but there are no
additional County requirements.

A Word about Hexavalent Chromium: Since the time that AB 1249 was enacted into law (September
2014), the Superior Court of Sacramento County issued (on May 31, 2017) a judgment invalidating the
hexavalent chromium maximum contaminant level (MCL) of 10 p/L that was adopted as a regulatory
standard for drinking water on July 1, 2014. The court ordered the SWRCB to take the necessary actions
to delete the chromium-6 MCL standard from the California Code of Regulations. As of September 11,
2017, the MCL for chromium-6 is no longer in effect. The court's primary reason for invalidating the
MCL is that the California Department of Public Health “failed to properly consider the economic
feasibility of complying with the MCL” when adopting the MCL. The court did not make any finding
about whether the MCL adequately protected public health, nor did it reach a conclusion about whether
the MCL was too low or too high. The court merely found that the department did not adequately
document why the MCL was economically feasible. As the successor agency to the California
Department of Public Health, the SWRCB will be establishing a new MCL for chromium-6, which will
be between the chromium-6 public health goal (PHG) of 0.02 p/L and the total chromium MCL of 50
w/L. Both the chromium-6 PHG and the total chromium MCL remain unchanged by the May 31, 2017
court ruling.

Because chromium-6 remains present in the water supply of many public water systems, and continues to
pose a threat to public health, the TAC and RWMG chose not to alter its approach in addressing AB 1249
requirements based on the new court ruling, and continues to use the former MCL of 10 u/L as a
“benchmark” for contamination of chromium-6 in the region.

B.6.4.b Addressing the Four Requirements of AB 1249
1) Location and extent of contamination in the region

Section B.6.1.d (Groundwater Quality) previously in this Chapter describes the problem of nitrate in
groundwater in Monterey County quite extensively. This section focuses more specifically on the
contamination of drinking water systems (all of which use groundwater as their exclusive source for
drinking water supply). Because very little groundwater quality data for private domestic wells exist (at
the time of this writing), this section does not address private domestic wells. Given the number of rural
residents throughout the County that rely on private domestic wells for their drinking water supply and
the known extent of groundwater contamination, especially in the Salinas Valley and North County areas,
it can be assumed that the actual extent of contamination by arsenic, nitrate, and chromium-6 is more
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substantial than described in this section.

Data was collected to determine the location and extent of nitrate, arsenic, chromium-6, and perchlorate
contamination within the region. Data sources included:

=  SWRCB Division of Drinking Water (for water systems serving 200+ connections)
= Monterey County Health Department (for water systems serving 2-199 connections)

» GeoTracker Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment (GAMA) online information
system (SWRCB)

= United States Geological Survey (USGS) domestic well survey

= Samples collected by EJCW and Community Engineering Corps during the Salinas
Valley/Greater Monterey County Disadvantaged Community Water and Wastewater Planning
Project (described briefly below, and in Chapter P Stakeholder Involvement)

Results of the data search indicated contamination within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region
includes nitrate, arsenic, and chromium-6. Perchlorate has not been identified as an issue at this time;
however, Monterey County EHB staff continue to monitor for potential exceedances.

For public drinking water systems serving 200+ connections in Monterey County, SWRCB data as of
March 2017 showed no exceedances for perchlorate, nitrate, or arsenic. One system (Sunny Mesa Water
System, owned by Pajaro Sunny Mesa Community Services District) was shown to exceed the MCL for
chromium-6."” The SWRCB is working with that system to address the contamination.

The Monterey County Drinking Water Protection Services administers LPA, state small, and local small
water systems, including 276 LPA systems, 276 state small systems, and 694 local small systems.*® Table
B-23 summarizes the number of LPA, state small, and local small water systems that are out of
compliance for nitrate and/or arsenic, or that exceeded the former MCL for chromium-6 in Monterey
County based on October 2017 Monterey County EHB data. Table B-24 provides details about the LPA
water systems.

A total of 162 small water systems (2-14 connections) exceed the MCL for nitrate (10 mg/L. NOs-N), 81
exceed the MCL standard for arsenic (10 p/L), and 165 exceed the former MCL standard for chromium-6
(the former MCL was 10 w/L and the current public health goal is 0.02 p/L). The highest level of nitrate
detected was 96.3 mg/L NOs-N. The highest level of arsenic detected was 118 p/L. The highest level of
chromium-6 detected was 49 p/L.

Nineteen LPA systems are out of compliance for nitrate, and 10 LPA systems are out of compliance for
either arsenic or arsenic and cadmium. Note, EHB staff reported that 10-15 systems exceed the former
chromium-6 MCL standard (10 p/L);** however, these systems were not specifically included in the data
provided by EHB, given the recent change in the State standard for chromium-6.

47 Personal communication between IRWM Program Director Susan Robinson and Jan Sweigert, State Water
Resources Control Board Division of Drinking Water, District Engineer for Monterey County, dated March 24,
2017.

48 See Monterey County Health Department website (http://www.mtyhd.org/index.php/services/environmental-
health/small-water-system-program/) and Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board website
(http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralcoast/water issues/programs/gap/index.shtml).

4% Email communication with Cheryl Sandoval, March 30, 2018.
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Table B-23: Number of LPA (15-199 Connections) and Small Water Systems (2-14 Connections) in

Monterey County Exceeding Arsenic, Nitrate, or Chromium-6 Standards

Arsenic Nitrate Chromium-6
LPAs (15-199 connections) 10 (4%) 19 (7%) 10-15 (see note above)
State Smalls (5-14 connections) 29 (11%) 39 (14%) 59 (21%)
Local Smalls (2-4 connections) 52 (7%) 123 (18%) 106 (15%)

Source: Monterey County Environmental Health Bureau, data dated October 2017.

Table B-24: LPA Systems in Monterey County Exceeding Arsenic or Nitrate Standards

System

# of

MCL

No. System Name Connections Population Violation Status
Corral de Tierra 16 45
2700536 | Estates WC Arsenic
Cypress Community 4 200
2702030 | Church Arsenic
2702550 | Grange Hall WS 1 25 Arsenic
2702009 | Laguna Seca Rec WS 1 500 Arsenic
Currently in compliance. Additional
57 162 At Arsenic | monitoring being done to confirm
2700612 | Laguna Seca WC MCL compliance.
2701296 | Moro Rd #9 70 210 Arsenic
Has treatment, had previous issues,
84 252 but upgraded system and recent
2700702 Prunedale MWC Arsenic samples are acceptable
2702370 | SPCAWS 8 50 Arsenic Treatment is failing
19 57 Installed treatment - going through
2701959 | Tierra Vista MWC Arsenic start-up
. 1 250 Cadmium, .
2701221 Washington School Arsenic Construction plans approved
. 29 87 Cadmium,
2700799 | Vista Del Toro WS Arsenic
2702616 | Altman Plants WS #2 3 25 Nitrate
2701036 | Apple Ave WS #3 20 60 Nitrate Consolidating with City of Greenfield
2700964 Bradley Union School Nitrate
2702409 | El Camino WC 31 90 Nitrate
El Camino Machine
2702452 | and Welding Nitrate
2701241 Encinal Rd WS #1 18 41 Nitrate
2700686 | Garlen Ct WS 23 69 Nitrate
Gonzales 76 Station 2 200 Working on approving treatment
2701542 | WS Nitrate plant
Treatment installed, but needs to
2701153 Growers Transplant Nitrate upgrade
1 40 . Treatment installed, needs to finalize
2702621 Iverson Road WS #3 Nitrate operations plan
2701040 | McCoy Rd WS #5 Nitrate
35 105 Installed dedicated pipeline to tank.
2700665 | Oak Heights WS Nitrate Working on op plan.
2701063 | River Rd WS #25 19 65 Nitrate Consolidating with City of Gonzales
2701676 | San Lucas WD Nitrate
2700738 | San Miguel WS #1 34 100 Nitrate
2702466 | San Vicente MWC Nitrate
2701176 | Soledad Mission WS Nitrate
2701726 | Spence Rd WS 05 Nitrate
2700771 Springfield MWC 42 200 Nitrate

Source: Monterey County Environmental Health Bureau, data dated October 2017.
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The Monterey County EHB has developed large-scale high-resolution data maps that show the location of
contamination for LPA systems and small water systems in the County. The maps allow users to zoom in
to street level in order to see water system boundaries. The map files are too large to include in this
chapter, but Figures B-24 and B-25 provide low-resolution images of the maps as an example. The maps
can be obtained from the Drinking Water Protection Services at Monterey County EHB.

Figure B-24: Location of Nitrate and Arsenic Contamination in Small Water Systems in Monterey
County.
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Figure B-25: Location of Chromium-6 Contamination in Small Water Systems in Monterey County
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2) Impacts caused by the contamination to communities in the region

Drinking water contamination by arsenic, nitrate, or chromium-6 can cause potentially serious health
effects. Many individuals, especially those who rely on private domestic wells, may be unaware of the
quality of their drinking water and may have been consuming contaminated water for many years. The
costs associated with addressing contaminated drinking water wells can result in significant economic
impacts, which are particularly onerous for low-income individuals and economically disadvantaged
communities. Municipalities, water districts, and water purveyors are incurring significant costs to replace
contaminated wells, and ongoing water treatment can be even more costly. Individual homeowners also
face substantial costs to replace wells, treat their water, or buy bottled water.

3) Existing efforts being undertaken in the region to address the impacts
The Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the agency with primary regulatory

authority over groundwater quality in the Central Coast region, has implemented several programs to
address the causes of nitrate contamination. As described in Section B.6.3.a (Regulatory Water Quality
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Programs), the Irrigated Lands Agricultural Order (Ag Waiver) mandates all growers within the
RWQCB?’s jurisdiction who discharge runoff from irrigated agricultural lands to implement, or improve,
management practices, to effectively control discharges, meet water quality standards, and achieve
compliance with the Ag Waiver. While the RWQCB works to address the causes of contamination, other
efforts are underway to address impacts. This section briefly describes some of those efforts.

Monterey County EHB: Monterey County EHB, as a regulatory agency, is tasked with identifying
drinking water contamination, ensuring that water system owners are aware of identified problems,
informing the water customers/users of contamination problems and providing them with guidance on
how to protect themselves. However, it is not specifically within the EHB’s mission to help develop or
implement drinking water solutions. The Monterey County EHB staff regularly update data and maps to
identify nitrate, arsenic, and chromium-6 contamination in small drinking water systems throughout the
county.

Central Coast RWQCB: The RWQCB has recently initiated a private well water quality testing
program. The well sampling program focuses on private individual household and local/state small
drinking water systems, and is a free and voluntary program that will provide testing for nitrate, arsenic,
chromium-6, 1,2,3-trichloropropane, perchlorate and general minerals. Priorities of the program are: 1) to
provide information to well owners about the safety of their drinking water, along with information on
how to interpret testing results, how to address contamination, and other supporting services; 2) to
improve the RWQCB’s understanding of water quality with respect to beneficial uses in the region
(specifically with regard to small water systems). The RWQCB is focusing on individuals in rural and
peri-urban areas not served by public water systems through direct mailings and other outreach activities.
Funding is currently available to sample about 1,000 wells. The program was launched in early 2018 and
will run through at least the end of 2019. Additional information about the program is available at:
https://sites.google.com/view/ccgroundwater.

Interim Replacement Water Settlement Agreement: In March 2017, the SWRCB’s Office of
Enforcement and the RWQCB signed an agreement — referred to as the Interim Replacement Water
Settlement Agreement —with a coalition of Salinas Valley growers, landowners, and shippers (i.e., Salinas
Basin Agricultural Stewardship Group). The settlement agreement temporarily exempts members of the
coalition from replacement water related enforcement actions in exchange for providing replacement
drinking water to residents with nitrate contaminated drinking water wells within areas of the Salinas
Valley as defined by the boundaries of the Upper Valley Aquifer, Forebay Aquifer, East Side Aquifer and
180/400 Aquifer subbasins of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. The Salinas Basin Agricultural
Stewardship Group has agreed to supply bottled water for up to two years to customers of qualifying LPA
water systems, small water systems, and private domestic wells. The program targets financially
disadvantaged communities and individuals during the first year and will include all communities,
individuals and water systems regardless of economic status if the program extends into a second year.

As part of the settlement agreement, the Stewardship Group agreed to provide replacement water to a
minimum of 58 total systems/wells (including three LPAs, 42 small water systems, and 13 private
domestic wells identified in the settlement agreement) during the first year of implementation. The
Stewardship Group also agreed that any disadvantaged person whose domestic well tests above the safe
drinking water level for nitrate may opt in to the program and be provided replacement water at no cost.
More information regarding the settlement agreement and associated replacement water program are
available at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/enforcement/salinas_valley nitrate.shtml.

Greater Monterey County IRWM: The Stakeholder Involvement Chapter of this IRWM Plan (Chapter
P, see Section P.2.6) briefly describes a recent RWMG effort, completed in September 2017, to address
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drinking water and wastewater issues of disadvantaged communities within the Greater Monterey County
IRWM Region. The resulting report, Integrated Plan to Address Drinking Water and Wastewater Needs
of Disadvantaged Communities in the Salinas Valley and Greater Monterey County IRWM Region
(Disadvantaged Community Plan), has been incorporated into this IRWM Plan as Appendix P.

The Disadvantaged Community Plan addresses nitrate, and to a lesser extent, arsenic contamination in
disadvantaged communities with small water systems (2-14 connections) and/or private wells in
unincorporated areas of the county. The RWMG planning team identified over 20 disadvantaged and
suspected disadvantaged communities with potential drinking water and/or wastewater problems. Of
those communities, seven were selected for further in-depth investigation. The team worked in
partnership with the Community Engineering Corps (CECorps), an alliance of the American Society of
Civil Engineers, the American Water Works Association, and Engineers Without Borders-USA, to
identify and evaluate solutions for each of the seven selected high priority communities. The plan
describes the water problems and alternative long-term options for each of the seven communities, along
with recommended solution(s), potential barriers, community preference (if any), and recommended next
steps.

The planning team has been able to continue its work to identify drinking water problems and develop
solutions for disadvantaged communities in the IRWM region with financial assistance from IRWM
Proposition 1 Disadvantaged Community Involvement funds (beginning in 2018). These funds will
enable the team to bring projects for several of the high priority communities closer to construction. It is
anticipated that Proposition 1 IRWM Implementation Grant funds will be used, in part, to help implement
the resulting solutions.

One of the outcomes of the Disadvantaged Community Plan planning effort was the development of a
new data viewing platform. The Greater Monterey County Community Water Tool is a powerful tool for
the Greater Monterey County RWMG, local agencies, and non-profit community assistance organizations
to identify “hot spots” of contamination and to evaluate options for potential consolidation of small
disadvantaged communities with nearby water utilities. The mapping tool includes water quality layers
for chromium-6, arsenic, and nitrate. The RWMG anticipates using this mapping tool into the foreseeable
future to identify disadvantaged communities with drinking water problems, and if funding permits, to
work toward developing potential solutions. The Community Water Tool can be viewed at:
http://www.arcgis.com/apps/View/index.html?appid=1aea37e5150c425f987bd7129ad40a53

4) Any additional efforts needed to address the impacts

The TAC and RWMG engaged in numerous discussions over the course of the 2017-2018 IRWM
Planning Grant period to develop a “plan of action” for addressing AB 1249 requirements. Several
possible “solutions” were considered, but given the complex nature of the problem and various obstacles
associated with implementing solutions, no conclusive “plan of action” was developed to address this
very pervasive public health problem. Nonetheless, one need was clearly identified: the need for a single
entity (or “working group”) to either implement or coordinate the various funding, outreach, planning,
design, permitting and construction activities required to achieve both interim and long-term drinking
water solutions for disadvantaged communities, and to help facilitate ongoing operation and maintenance
of drinking water systems. More often than not, disadvantaged communities lack the basic technical,
managerial and financial (TMF) capacity and legal entity status to be eligible for funding opportunities, or
operate and maintain a functional water system that is not contaminated. Therefore, a support network is
desperately required to help disadvantaged communities develop the capacity needed to achieve safe and
affordable drinking water solutions.
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The TAC identified a gap between the regulation of drinking water and the implementation of solutions.
Monterey County EHB regulates drinking water systems with 2-199 connections, the SWRCB regulates
systems with 200+ connections, and the Central Coast RWQCB has regulatory authority over
groundwater quality; there is currently no entity or group of entities that has an expressed mission to
implement solutions to address identified drinking water problems for communities impacted by
contaminated groundwater. This is particularly true for small communities in unincorporated areas of
Monterey County.

At the January 2018 RWMG meeting, the project team presented the following recommendations: 1) the
RWMG should make formal presentations to the County Board of Supervisors and to the RWQCB and
SWRCB members and staff to highlight data and key conclusions from the Disadvantaged Community
Plan and results of the AB 1249 work; and 2) the RWMG should request the County’s support in
coordinating a “Coalition of Entities” to develop and implement a plan of action to address the problem,
along with a modest amount of funds to convene the working group and develop a general strategy for
addressing the problem. Suggested agencies and organizations for a Coalition of Entities include:

e Monterey County EHB staff member

e Monterey County Public Works staff member

e State Board staff member

e Regional Board staff member

e Salinas Valley Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency staff member
e Municipalities

e  Water Purveyors

e Rural Community Assistance Corporation

In February 2018, the Disadvantaged Community Plan project team made a formal presentation to the
RWQCB, highlighting key findings and recommendations of the Plan. Key findings included, among
other things, the difficulty in finding qualified sponsors for drinking water projects for small
disadvantaged communities. (The lack of project sponsorship poses a common and significant barrier to
implementing drinking water solutions for small communities throughout the region, as well as
statewide.) The project team requested that the RWQCB provide staff support to work with the project
team to address problems with project sponsorship. The RWQCB was receptive to that request, and
referred the recommendations to their staff for follow up.

The Monterey County Board of Supervisors has been informed about the health crisis associated with
nitrate contaminated drinking water systems via communications with RWQCB staff, County EHB staff,
and EJCW. While many feel the County should play a leading role in addressing the problem, County
representatives have noted on numerous occasions that County resources are limited. It is also unclear
which County division would have the capacity, or would be most appropriate, to take the lead. While
EHB staff see their role clearly as “regulator” rather than “implementer of solutions,” the County Public
Works department has on occasion stepped in to help implement drinking water or wastewater solutions
for small communities (though due to certain burdens associated with taking on that role, they are
understandably reluctant to do so on a regular basis). The County Health Department, under the direction
of the County Health Officer, may be a logical starting place for County involvement in developing a
solution.

Members of the Disadvantaged Community Plan project team have engaged in conversations with

individual members of the Board of Supervisors to discuss these issues. While viable options exist, no
agreed upon path forward has been developed. The RWMG plans on pursuing communications with the
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RWQCB as well as with the County Board of Supervisors to seek their assistance, where appropriate.
Assistance may potentially include obtaining County or RWQCB support in seeking the assistance of the
SWRCB or local legislators to provide State funding for implementing solutions.

B.6.5 Matching Water Quality to Water Use

Matching water quality to water use is a management strategy used to optimize the efficient use of water
supplies. An example of matching water quality to water use is a water supplier choosing to use a deeper,
cleaner aquifer for municipal water, which requires less treatment before delivery (resulting in potentially
fewer disinfection byproducts and less energy), over a more shallow, more contaminated aquifer.
Recycled water can also be treated to a wide range of purities that can be matched to different uses.

In the Greater Monterey County region, water is currently reclaimed and treated for agricultural irrigation
purposes. A water recycling facility was constructed at the Regional Treatment Plant in 1998 along with a
pipeline distribution system to provide recycled water for agricultural irrigation. The distribution of the
recycled water occurs via CSIP. As noted above, the CSIP has successfully addressed a portion of the
seawater intrusion problem in the Salinas Valley by providing reclaimed wastewater to approximately
12,000 acres of agricultural land surrounding Castroville, which greatly reduces groundwater extraction
for crop irrigation.

In addition, two water suppliers within the region are preparing (or proposing) to use recycled water for
municipal landscaping purposes. While the CSIP effort uses almost all the recycled water from the
regional generating facility during the summer months, the Marina Coast Water District does have
recycled water rights to a small fraction of the summer-time recycled water flows and is proposing to
distribute that recycled water to regional golf courses, municipalities, and institutions (e.g., CSUMB) for
the irrigation of large landscapes and public common areas. In addition, the City of Soledad is in the
process of completing Phase II of the Soledad Water Reclamation Project (with support from Round 1
Proposition 84 IRWM Implementation Grant funds), which includes completion of design of a recycled
water delivery system to both agricultural and recreation areas in and near the City of Soledad, and
composting municipal sludge for reuse on City landscaping.

The potential exists to treat recycled water to a drinking water standard if the need should arise in the
future, though this is not practiced currently.

B.7 MAJOR WATER-RELATED ISSUES AND CONFLICTS

The following list highlights the issues and conflicts related to water resource management that have the
most regional significance within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. This list was developed as
a basis for developing the goals and objectives for the Greater Monterey County region for the purpose of
IRWM planning (see Section D, Objectives).

The list of issues and conflicts was developed in several stages. A committee comprised of RWMG
members was formed in May 2009 to investigate and identify the region’s issues and conflicts. The
committee interviewed 43 local experts in the areas of water quality, water supply, flood control, natural
resources, and public health and safety. Based on those interviews, the committee developed a summary
list of water-related issues and conflicts in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. The list was
expanded at a RWMG brainstorming session, and then presented to stakeholders for input at two public
workshops held in Big Sur and Soledad in September 2009. After incorporating stakeholder input, a final
list of “issues and conflicts” — outlined below — was approved by the RWMG in October 2009.
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Water Quality

Drinking water quality impairments, particularly in small communities in North and South
County (including both private and municipal wells)

Groundwater quality impairments due to seawater intrusion

Surface and groundwater quality impairments due to runoff (agricultural and urban sources,
including municipal outflows/stormwater), including:

- Nitrates and other nutrients from agriculture, livestock management, septic system failures,
and urban sources

- Sediment (due to land use practices, including construction, agricultural practices, and poorly
constructed/maintained roads)

- Pesticides

- Metals (e.g., mercury, arsenic, chromium, copper, zinc)
- Bacteria

- Salts

- Trash

- Unknown impairments in surface waters and ocean from emerging pollutants such as
pharmaceuticals, personal hygiene products, etc.

Agricultural food safety issues impacting water quality
Impacts to marine environment

Data gaps as outlined in the Strategic Plan for Central Coast Water Quality Monitoring
Coordination and Data Synthesis (e.g., long-term data sets for trend analysis, improved
dissemination of data results)

Public recreation vs. water quality in reservoirs and rivers/creeks

Challenges for small water system managers in complying with water quality regulations
Need for increased public education about water quality issues

Need for more enforcement of existing water quality regulations

Lack of effective incentive structure (including economically feasible management practices) for
protecting water quality from agricultural runoff

Water Supply

Water supply problems associated with water quality impairments, particularly:
- Seawater intrusion
- Nitrates

Problems with water storage and conveyance infrastructure (inadequate, leaky, or otherwise
defective water systems, particularly in regard to small water systems)

Overconsumption/overdraft
- Irrigation
- Municipal supplies (including landscaping)

Water supply unreliable in certain areas, particularly in small communities
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Need/opportunities for increased water conservation (including gray water re-use, rainwater
catchment)

Environmental water needs (fisheries, wildlife)
Drought management

Need for increased public education about water supply issues

Watershed Management and Flood Management

Data gaps (need for overall watershed resource assessments)

Need for monitoring programs to assess effectiveness of projects and/or policies
Regulatory and intergovernmental issues:

- Interagency coordination

- Conflicting mandates and regulations

- Problems with regulatory compliance

- Inconsistent enforcement of regulations

Stormwater management/municipal drainage

Impacts of wildfires (including water supply and water quality, debris flows)
Need to protect and restore functioning watersheds

Conflicts regarding flood control projects (particularly in regard to Salinas River Channel
maintenance programs)

Need to better educate rural landowners about land management/development practices that
affect water resources)

Environmental Resources

Hydrologic modifications of wetlands, streams, estuaries and lagoons impact the preservation and
quality of habitat by affecting circulation (water quality), habitat structure (geomorphology), and
the exchange of energy and nutrients.

Food safety issues impacting wildlife and habitat protection
Steelhead, specifically:

- Sustaining flows

- Fish passage

- Habitat (including problems caused by erosion and invasive species, e.g., sticky eupatorium
weed)

Other special status species:
- Protection
— Habitat restoration

Data gaps (while noting stakeholder concern for potential “regulatory creep” with collection of
new data), including especially:

- Surface water quality

- Sources of erosion (especially in Big Sur)
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- Environmental water needs
= Invasive species (i.e., Arundo, Cape ivy, zebra mussels)

» Upland riparian habitat

Climate Change

* Anticipated changes in rain patterns and intensity adding to the uncertainty of water supply and to
creek instability

= Potential impacts from sea level rise and storm surges on coastal aquatic resources and water
infrastructure

= Exacerbation in saltwater intrusion in groundwater basin from sea level rise

* Anticipated increase in number and severity of wildfire events, with subsequent erosion and water
quality problems

» Potential increase in flooding due to climate change

Disadvantaged Communities
»  Water quality and water supply reliability problems in certain small communities
* Inadequate wastewater treatment in some disadvantaged communities
* Need for increased public education in disadvantaged communities

* Flood impacts from small and large watersheds

Miscellaneous

* Need for increased academic training and job recruitment in local water resource management
sectors
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Section C: Flood Management

Flood management is an important part of Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) planning.
The Proposition 84 IRWM Grant Program encourages implementation projects that improve flood
management, particularly projects that support integrated flood management. Integrated flood
management is one of the Statewide Priorities for the IRWM Grant Program. Preference is given to
proposals that contain projects that promote and practice integrated flood management to provide multiple
benefits including:

= Better emergency preparedness and response

= Improved flood protection

= More sustainable flood and water management systems

= Enhanced floodplain ecosystems

= Low Impact Development (LID) techniques that store and infiltrate runoff while protecting

groundwater

A separate allocation of IRWM Grant Program funds also exists under Proposition 1E, the Disaster
Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bond Act of 2006. To be eligible for grant funds under Proposition
1E, a project must be included in an adopted IRWM Plan, must be designed to manage stormwater runoff
to reduce flooding, and must yield multiple benefits, including groundwater recharge, water quality
improvement, ecosystem restoration and benefits, and/or reduction of instream erosion and sedimentation.

Flood management is considered to be an integral part of the collective water management system in the
Greater Monterey County IRWM region. It is discussed briefly in the Region Description section (Section
B.3.3.e Floodwater and Flood Management) and is discussed separately in this section to allow for a more
in-depth review. This chapter describes the current framework for flood management in the Greater
Monterey County IRWM region and identifies the potential for integrated flood management. Note that
most of the information in this chapter has been either excerpted or summarized from the Monterey
County Floodplain Management Plan Update 2008 (MCWRA 2008).

C.1 HISTORIC FLOODING

As population and urbanization increase in a region, so does flood risk. Increased impervious surfaces and
channelization of streams results in increased runoff and intensified flood flows; and increased
development in floodplains, including houses, buildings, and agricultural fields, puts more property and
lives at risk for flooding. The damages caused by flooding in the Salinas Valley today—even with the
construction of major flood control infrastructure—are far more substantial than they were a century ago.
Along the Big Sur coast, streams and rivers draining the steep coastal mountains are subject to short,
intense floods, capable of producing significant damage to property. Wildfires also exacerbate flood risk
in Big Sur, denuding areas of vegetation, which can lead to increased sheet flow and greater velocities
during subsequent rainstorms, and causing water quality problems in coastal waters.

Historic records from 1911-2007 show flooding and flood damage to have occurred on a fairly regular
basis (every few years) within Monterey County. The County experienced severe damages in:

= 1969: Two distinct floods, each of which resulted in Monterey County being declared a disaster
area;

= 1978: A series of storms emanating from a southerly direction, causing extensive beachfront and
coastal damage;

= 1983: “El Nifio” storms that brought an extremely unusual series of high tides, storm surges, and
storm waves along the coast, and heavy rains causing extensive flooding and erosion in the

C-1



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Flood Management

Salinas Valley;

= 1995: A second significant winter storm that brought devastating flooding and extensive damage
throughout the County, and in particular the Pajaro community where life was lost and extensive
damage occurred in both Santa Cruz and Monterey counties; and

= 1998: A series of “El Nifio” winter storms that hit various parts of California. In Monterey
County there were impacts to agricultural lands and to the City of Salinas. Several communities
were evacuated and Monterey County was declared a disaster area by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA).

In the 1998 storm event, the Las Lomas area experienced severe damage of eight residential parcels.
Monterey County acquired the parcels through the Federal Hazard Mitigation Grant Program and all
structures were removed. Each parcel was subsequently rezoned to “open space” in perpetuity.
Countywide losses from that storm were estimated at over $38 million, with agriculture-related losses
totaling over $7 million and involving approximately 29,000 damaged acres.

Flooding on the Salinas River, March 1995, looking south toward Castroville. Used by permission
from MCWRA.

C.2 FLOOD MANAGEMENT

The agency with primary responsibility for floodplain management in Monterey County is the Monterey
County Water Resources Agency (MCWRA). The MCWRA also has responsibility for flood control in
benefit assessment areas. Flood control also falls under the authority of municipalities throughout the
region, which are responsible for storm drain maintenance and surface water disposal. In addition, several
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other organizations—most notably the Resource Conservation District (RCD) of Monterey County and
the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)—contribute significantly to flood control and
floodplain management efforts in the region through sediment and erosion control programs and grant
incentives, though they have no jurisdictional flood control authority per se.

The MCWRA employs both structural and non-structural approaches to flood control and floodplain
management in the county.

C.2.1 Structural Approaches to Flood Management

The flood control infrastructure in the Greater Monterey County region is considered a critical component
of the region’s overall water management system, providing not only flood control protection but water
supply and recreational benefits as well. Existing flood control infrastructure within the Greater Monterey
County IRWM region includes the Nacimiento and San Antonio Dams, constructed in 1957 and 1967
respectively. Note that there are no federally constructed (i.e., U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) flood
control structures in the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region (though the Pajaro levee
system, in northern Monterey County and located within the Pajaro River Watershed IRWM planning
region, is a federally constructed system).

Nacimiento Dam is a large earthfill dam originally constructed for flood control, water conservation,
water supply (including percolation into the Salinas Valley aquifer), and recreation. It also provides water
supply and recreation activities to San Luis Obispo County. The dam is located in San Luis Obispo
County but is owned and operated by MCWRA, and provides an important source of water supply for the
Greater Monterey County IRWM region. The drainage basin for Nacimiento Reservoir covers 324 square
miles with half the basin in Monterey County and half in San Luis Obispo County.

The Nacimiento Reservoir has a minimum pool volume of 22,300 AF and a conservation pool of 237,700
AF. Flood protection is provided by reserving storage capacity in the reservoir (known as the “flood
pool”) to temporarily store flood water during the winter. The flood pool storage is 117,900 AF, and is
located between elevation 777 feet and the top of the spillway, elevation 800 feet. Lake Nacimiento has
spilled three times since its construction in 1957; spilling occurred in 1958, 1969, and 1983. The
Nacimiento Spillway was modified as part of the Salinas Valley Water Project in 2009. Modifications to
the spillway include lowering of the existing spillway, installation of an inflatable dam on the new
spillway, and enlargement of the spillway chute. The modifications were necessary to enable the dam’s
spillway to release enough water in the event of a large storm event to ensure flood protection and safety
of the dam. The adjustable spillway crest also allows for greater storage flexibility, which has resulted in
an ability to store more water in the reservoir. Since modification of the spillway, Nacimiento has spilled
one additional time in 2011—after which the reservoir was at full capacity on April 1.
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Nacimiento Dam (used by permission from MCWRA)

San Antonio Dam is an earthfill dam that is also owned and operated by MCWRA. Like the Nacimiento
Reservoir, the San Antonio Reservoir is a multi-use facility operated for flood control, water supply
(including groundwater percolation), and recreation uses. The dam is located approximately 7 miles
southwest of Bradley on the San Antonio River in Monterey County, and has a 330 square mile
watershed. The reservoir has minimum pool storage of 23,000 AF. During the 1980s, the storage required
by the Flood Rule Curve of the reservoir was increased to allow safe passage of the Probable Maximum
Flood (PMF), resulting in less water conservation storage. More recent analysis of the PMF was
performed using extensive data obtained during the March 1995 event, and showed that the San Antonio
Dam spillway could safely pass the PMF. In July 2000, the MCWRA Board of Directors adopted a new
Flood Rule Curve increasing the water conservation pool to 282,000 AF and reducing the flood pool
storage to 30,000 AF. When the lake is full (spillway elevation 780 feet), it has a maximum storage
capacity of 335,000 AF. The maximum elevation during flood stage is 802 feet, with a maximum
temporary capacity of about 477,000 AF and a temporary surface area of about 7,500 acres. Almost 2,050
cubic feet/second (cfs) were discharged through the outlet works on March 4, 1971, and three small spills
have since occurred (in 1982, 1983, and 2006).

San Antonio Dam (used by permission from MCWRA))
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The Salinas Reclamation Ditch, originally named Reclamation Ditch District No. 1665, was constructed
in 1917 to drain the marshlands in the northern Salinas Valley for agricultural use and urban
development. The ditch connected a series of seven shallow lakes roughly between the City of Salinas
and Castroville. The Reclamation Ditch watershed area covers approximately 157 square miles of rural,
agricultural, and urban lands located in northern Monterey County and a small mountainous region in San
Benito County, including the watersheds of Tembladero Slough, Merritt Lake, Santa Rita Creek, Espinosa
Lake, Gabilan Creek, Natividad Creek, Alisal Slough, and Alisal Creek. The Ditch eventually joins
Tembladero Slough near Castroville, then the Old Salinas River Channel, and eventually discharges into
Moss Landing Harbor through tide gates at Potrero Road.

While the original purpose of the Reclamation Ditch was to reclaim lands, the Ditch came to be used and
depended upon by local residents as a flood control channel. Rapid agricultural and urban development
throughout the 1900s, however, significantly changed the hydrology of the watershed, causing a dramatic
increase in the rate and amount of runoff from storms. Even just 24 years after completion of the Ditch,
the County Surveyor began investigating the feasibility of enlarging the Ditch’s drainage capacity to
accommodate increased runoff. By the end of the 1950s it had become clear that the system lacked
capacity to manage flooding from storms (which was not its original intent).

In 1967, the Monterey County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (now MCWRA) took over
maintenance over portions of the Reclamation Ditch from the Northern Salinas Valley Mosquito
Abatement District. After two major floods in the 1990s (March 1995 and February 1998) that resulted in
substantial damage to agricultural lands west of Salinas, the MCWRA initiated an evaluation of the
Reclamation Ditch and a committee was convened to assist MCWRA in planning for an improved
drainage system. That committee, the Reclamation Ditch Improvement Plan Advisory Committee
(RDIPAC), has made several recommendations for improvements and provided guidance during the
development of several studies such as the Potrero Tide Gates study (September 2000) as a result of
changes in the watershed. The implementation of those recommendations is included as a proposed
project in this IRWM Plan.

Figure C-1 below provides a map of the Salinas Reclamation Ditch and its watershed.
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Figure C-1: Present Location of Reclamation Ditch and its Watershed
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Source: MCWRA Monterey County Floodplain Management Plan, used by permission.
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C.2.2 Non-Structural Approaches to Flood Management

Non-structural approaches to flood management include land use management tools such as regulation
and flood insurance, and emergency response systems.

The MCWRA first developed the Monterey County Floodplain Management Plan in 2002 with the goal
of creating an action plan to minimize the loss of life and property in areas where repetitive losses have
occurred, and to ensure that the natural and beneficial functions of the County’s floodplains are protected.
The Plan, updated in 2008, lists, describes, and assesses Repetitive Loss Properties (RLPs) in the County.
A RLP is a property for which two or more claims of $1,000 or more have been paid by the National
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) within any given 10-year period since 1978. Monterey County has 107
RLPs. The vast majority of these RLPs are located along the Carmel River, however, which is outside of
the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. There are a total of 13 RLPs occurring within the Greater
Monterey County IRWM region along 10 different waterways (including the Big Sur River, Carneros
Creek, El Toro Creek, and Santa Rita Creek). There are no RLPs along the Salinas River.

The Monterey County Floodplain Management Plan also describes the County’s flood control system
(infrastructure), identifies flood zones defined by FEMA, including maps depicting RLPs and 100-year
floodplains, provides a general hazard assessment (including atmospheric, geologic, hydrologic, seismic,
fire, system failure, and general flood hazards), assesses the flood hazards of specific waterways in the
county in terms of repetitive losses, and provides an implementation plan for flood mitigation and for
mitigation of RLPs. The Plan also describes the County’s emergency response system for flood events. In
the late 1970s, Monterey County developed the first ALERT (Automated-Local-Evaluation-in-Real-
Time) flood warning system. Recent enhancements to the ALERT system include the addition of a
network of “satellite data concentrators and transmitters” which pass data, via satellite, to a system of
secure servers. Now, in addition to accessing ALERT data from a base-station which receives radio or
microwave signals directly from the monitoring stations, the system is designed so multiple operators can
monitor rainfall and stream conditions throughout the county as storm events occur from anywhere
internet access if available.

The Monterey County Floodplain Management Plan supports existing Monterey County Code floodplain
management policies and objectives. Monterey County Code Chapter 16.16, Regulations for Floodplains
in Monterey County, contains the minimum FEMA requirements necessary for participation in the regular
phase of the NFIP, as well as the higher regulatory standards that are credited through the Community
Rating System (CRS). The NFIP is a federal program, administered by FEMA that makes federally
backed flood insurance available in communities that adopt and enforce floodplain management
ordinances to help reduce future flood losses. Monterey County joined the NFIP in 1984. Compliance and
ongoing participation in the NFIP ensures that all County residents can purchase flood insurance. The
CRS is also a federal program that was implemented in 1990 to encourage communities to implement
floodplain management activities beyond the minimum NFIP standards. Of the approximately 21,600
communities that participate in the NFIP, only about 1,100 participate in the CRS program. Monterey
County has been a voluntary participant in the CRS since 1991. CRS allows for reductions in flood
insurance premium rates according to the extent to which a community implements additional floodplain
management activities. The County was upgraded in the CRS to “Class 5” in May 2007; of the 1,100
communities participating in the CRS program, only six have a higher rating than Monterey County
(based on August 2009 CRS statistics).

Figure C-2 below illustrates FEMA-defined Special Flood Hazard Areas in Monterey County.
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Figure C-2: Monterey County FEMA-Defined Special Flood Hazard Areas
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C.3 INTEGRATED FLOOD MANAGEMENT

Both the California Water Plan Update 2009 and the Proposition 84/1E IRWM Program Guidelines
strongly support the concept of integrated flood management. Integrated flood management “does not rely
on a single approach to flood management, but instead uses various techniques, including traditional
(meaning structural) flood protection projects, nonstructural measures (such as land use practices), and
reliance on natural watershed functions, to create an integrated flood management system” (DWR 2009b,
vol. 1, p. 2-21). The importance of integrated flood management is explained in the California Water
Plan as follows:

Floodplains are formed by periodic inundation and the deposition of sediment. Over time, the
repeated process creates a landform that is favorable for human settlement, due to the relatively
flat land, good soils, and easy access to water. Sparse settlements have grown into urban areas,
greatly complicating the task of flood management, as many people now live in locations that are
within historic floodplains.

Traditionally, flood management practices largely focused on reducing flooding and
susceptibility to flood damage through physical measures intended to store floodwaters, increase
the conveyance capacity of channels, and separate rivers from adjacent populations. Although
this approach may reduce the intensity and frequency of flooding, it limits the natural role of
floodplains to reduce flooding in developed areas.

In recent years, flood managers have recognized the potential for natural watershed features to
reduce the intensity or duration of flooding. Undeveloped floodplains can store and slowly
release floodwaters. Wetlands can act as sponges, soaking up floodwaters, filtering runoff, and
providing opportunities for infiltration to groundwater. Healthy forests, meadows, and other
open spaces can slow runoff during smaller flood events, reducing peak flows, mudslides, and
sediment loads in streams.

A challenge for flood managers is to integrate these natural functions with more traditional flood
protection methods, thus reducing floodflow peaks and their subsequent impacts during small and
frequent flood events, while simultaneously providing other water resource benefits. To address
this integration, the FloodSAFE California initiative and this update of the Water Plan promote
the concept of integrated flood management, a comprehensive approach to flood management
that considers land and water resources at a watershed scale within the context of integrated
water management; employs both structural and nonstructural measures to maximize the benefits
of floodplains and minimize loss of life and damage to property from flooding; and recognizes the
benefits to ecosystems from periodic flooding. (DWR 2009b, vol. 1, pp. 2-21 — 2-22)

The Monterey County Floodplain Management Plan recognizes the importance of protecting “the natural
and beneficial functions of [the county’s] floodplains.” While substantial progress is being made to return
natural floodplain function to some waterways in Monterey County (most notably the Carmel River
system, which lies outside of the Greater Monterey County IRWM region), most of the waterways in the
Greater Monterey County region, with the exception of the rivers and streams along the Big Sur coast,
have been significantly altered. Perhaps the greatest challenges for integrated flood management in the
region are the waterways in the Salinas Reclamation Ditch (Gabilan) watershed and the Salinas River. All
sections of the lower watershed below, and most sections within, the City of Salinas are ditched and are at
risk for flooding, as evidenced in the 1995 and 1998 floods. The map below shows flooding during the
1995 El Nifio flood.
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Figure C-3: 1995 EI Nifio Flood

TR g B

1995 El Nino Flood
(March 12, 1995)
B Flooded Area
&) Basin Pumps and Tide Gates

Source: Flood layer (CCoWS)

Used by permission from CCoWS at the Watershed Institute, CSUMB.

Significant potential exists to improve riparian coverage and floodplain function along the Salinas River
system and Arroyo Seco River, and along waterways in northern Monterey County, including Elkhorn
Slough and its tributaries, and Moro Cojo Slough. The Salinas River system, in particular, is a challenge
to approach from an integrated approach because of the adjacent agricultural lands and food safety
concerns with flooding and agricultural production.

The Greater Monterey County RWMG supports integrated flood management as a desirable goal. The
IRWM Plan’s Flood Protection and Floodplain Management goal is to “develop, fund, and implement
integrated watershed approaches to flood management through collaborative and community supported
processes.” IRWM Plan objectives that aim to achieve integrated flood management together include:

e Promote projects and practices to protect infrastructure and property from flood damage.
¢ Improve flood management infrastructure and operational techniques/strategies.

¢ Implement flood management projects that provide multiple benefits such as public safety,
habitat protection, recreation, agriculture, and economic development.

e Develop and implement projects to protect, restore, and enhance the natural ecological and
hydrological functions of rivers, creeks, streams, and their floodplains.
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e Promote public education about local flood management issues and needs.

The RWMG s still in the early stages of considering how to promote integrated flood management in the
region. One effort underway (and funded through the Proposition 84 IRWM Planning Grant) is the
“Water Resource Project Coordination” process. The Water Resource Project Coordination process is a
stakeholder outreach program that aims to bring together IRWM Plan project proponents and other
stakeholders in the lower Gabilan/Reclamation Ditch watershed, to discuss and reconcile any significant
conflicts between projects or project objectives, to coordinate and integrate the projects where possible,
and to find new potential areas of collaboration. Through this process the RWMG also hopes to find
additional opportunities for integrated flood management. Please see Section | Integration for a detailed
description of the Water Resource Project Coordination process.

C.4 FLOOD MANAGEMENT AND CLIMATE CHANGE

Climate change is expected to have many serious impacts on water resources, and will pose significant
challenges for water managers in the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region. One of the
anticipated impacts of climate change is increased flooding. Increased flooding is expected to occur in
coastal areas due to sea level rise and storm events, as well as in upper watershed areas due to changes in
precipitation patterns resulting in higher peak flood events.

A study conducted by the Pacific Institute (Heberger et al. 2009) evaluated and mapped areas of the
California coast that are vulnerable to flooding with a 55-inch (1.4 meter) increase in sea level rise. Low-
lying coastal areas of the Monterey Bay region will be exposed to a greater risk of major flooding events,
and storm surge, high tides, and waves will travel farther inland (ibid.). Elevated sea levels combined with
increases in winter storm intensity and wave heights will make coastal inundation a more serious risk
(Storlazzi and Wingfield 2005; Wingfield and Storlazzi 2005). Monterey and Santa Cruz counties were
identified in the Pacific Institute study as the two counties most vulnerable to flood-related risks of sea
level rise in terms of population, due to the vast low lying areas of the Pajaro and Salinas valleys. The
low-lying coastal location of many agricultural properties in this region increases the likelihood of
significant loss of agricultural land due to storm-induced flooding and salinization with increasing sea
level and long-term inundation. Loss of agricultural production in the region will have lasting
consequences for the largest sector of the regional economy.

The Pacific Institute study also noted that a 1.4 meter sea level rise will put a wide range of critical
infrastructure, such as roads, hospitals, schools, emergency facilities, wastewater treatment plants, and
power plants, at risk. To help protect against the impacts of sea level rise, the study identified the need to
construct, raise, or repair 53 miles of levees and seawalls in Monterey County.

Coastal inundation also poses a risk to local wetlands. The impact of sea level rise on wetlands is
significant for the Greater Monterey County area, since the region contains several important wetland
systems. If the rate of sea level rise exceeds the rate of wetland accretion, or if wetlands cannot transgress
(migrate up and inland) large tracts of critically important habitat, such as Elkhorn Slough, will become
permanently submerged (Heberger et al. 2009; Largier et al. 2010).

In the upper watersheds, natural creeks and managed conveyance will see higher flow rates leading to
increased erosion and flooding. Regional river levees will provide less protection during higher storm
flow events, and coastal levees and control structures will be undersized to manage the combined
influences of higher river flows and sea level rise. According to the California Water Plan Update 2009
(Volume 3), failure to take into account the impacts of climate change may lead to the underestimation of
areas inundated by 100-year floods. Authors of the California Water Plan therefore advise that protection
provided by flood control infrastructure should be raised to at least the 200-year level in order to
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accommodate any inaccuracies in floodplain delineation on FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps and the
challenges put forth by climate change.

Water managers, flood control managers, and other decision-makers in the Greater Monterey County
IRWM region are in the early stages of analyzing and planning for the impacts of climate change on water
resources in the region. The Greater Monterey County RWMG is working closely with scientists,
government agencies, environmental and community organizations, and other leaders throughout the
broader Monterey Bay and Central Coast region to obtain the most up-to-date scientific data and to refine
the current analytical tools in order to develop climate change adaptation strategies. This IRWM Plan will
incorporate the latest climate change information and regional planning efforts with each new Plan
update.

Please see Section R Climate Change for a full discussion of climate change and its anticipated impacts in
the Greater Monterey County IRWM region.
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Section D: Goals and Objectives

The Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Plan goals and objectives are at the very foundation
of the IRWM planning process. The goals and objectives are the response to what the Regional Water
Management Group (RWMG) perceives to be the major water resource issues in the region and as such,
reflect the RWMG’s water resource management values and overall priorities for the region. The
objectives give focus to the Plan, provide the basis for determining which resource management strategies
are appropriate for use in the region, guide project development, and are used to evaluate project benefits.
In addition, the objectives are used to help the RWMG rank projects in the IRWM Plan (i.e., projects
score higher to the extent that they address objectives in the Plan).

The following sections include: a description of the process for identifying the goals and objectives for
the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region; the list of approved goals and objectives; a matrix
used to measure progress toward achieving each of the objectives; and an explanation of why the Greater
Monterey County RWMG chose not to prioritize objectives.

D.1 PROCESS FOR IDENTIFYING GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The development of goals and objectives was based directly on the water resource issues and conflicts in
the region. A committee comprised of RWMG members was formed in May 2009 to investigate and
identify the region’s issues and conflicts. From May — July 2009, the committee interviewed more than 40
local experts in the areas of water quality, water supply, flood control, natural resources, and public health
and safety. Based on those interviews, the committee developed a summary list of water-related issues
and conflicts in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. The list was expanded at a RWMG
brainstorming session, and then presented to stakeholders for input at two public workshops held in Big
Sur and Soledad in the Salinas Valley in September 2009. After incorporating stakeholder input, a final
list of “issues and conflicts” was approved by the RWMG in October 2009. This list is printed in Section
B.7, Major Water-Related Issues and Conflicts.

Once the issues and conflicts were identified, a committee comprised of RWMG members was formed to
determine the goals and objectives for the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning region. While the
committee based the development of goals and objectives mainly on the issues and conflicts, they also
took into consideration, and worked to ensure consistency with, the following overarching goals for the
region:

Basin Plan Objectives: The Central Coast Basin Plan is the water quality control plan formulated and
adopted by the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) for the Central Coast region. The
objective of the Basin Plan is to show how the quality of the surface and ground waters in the Central
Coast Region should be managed to provide the highest water quality reasonably possible. The Basin
Plan lists various water uses (Beneficial Uses), describes the water quality which must be maintained
to allow those uses (Water Quality Objectives), and outlines an implementation plan for achieving
those standards. In addition, the Central Coast RWQCB has established the following planning goals
for water quality in the Central Coast Region (RWQCB 2016):

1. Protect and enhance all basin waters, surface and underground, fresh and saline, for present
and anticipated beneficial uses, including aquatic environmental values.

The quality of all surface waters shall allow unrestricted recreational use.

3. Manage municipal and industrial wastewater disposal as part of an integrated system of fresh
water supplies to achieve maximum benefit of fresh water resources for present and future
beneficial uses and to achieve harmony with the natural environment.
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Achieve maximum effective use of fresh waters through reclamation and recycling.

5. Continually improve waste treatment systems and processes to assure consistent high quality
effluent based on best economically achievable technology.

6. Reduce and prevent accelerated (man-caused) erosion to the level necessary to restore and
protect beneficial uses of receiving waters now significantly impaired or threatened with
impairment by sediment.

The objectives for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region promote strategies to meet the water
quality standards outlined in the Central Coast Basin Plan, and are consistent with the overarching
planning goals promulgated by the Central Coast RWQCB.

20x2020 Goals: In February 2008, Governor Schwarzenegger set a goal of a 20 percent reduction in
per capita urban water use by the year 2020 (20x2020). Actions toward the 20x2020 goal were
furthered by the passage of SBx7-7, which amended the California Water Code (CWC) to contain
provisions not only to improve urban water use efficiency but to improve agricultural water use
efficiency as well. The planning objectives for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region promote
both urban and agricultural water conservation and water use efficiency, and are therefore consistent
with the 20x2020 goals.

Requirements of §10540(c): CWC §10540(c) states that, at a minimum, all IRWM Plans shall
address all of the following:

* Protection and improvement of water supply reliability, including identification of feasible
agricultural and urban water use efficiency strategies.

» Identification and consideration of the drinking water quality of communities within the area
of the plan.

* Protection and improvement of water quality within the area of the plan consistent with
relevant basin plan.

» Identification of any significant threats to groundwater resources from overdraft.

* Protection, restoration, and improvement of stewardship of aquatic, riparian, and watershed
resources within the region.

» Protection of groundwater resources from contamination.

= Identification and consideration of water-related needs of disadvantaged communities in the
area within the boundaries of the plan.

The planning objectives for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region encompass all of the
objectives outlined above, and are therefore consistent with the requirements of CWC §10540(c), the
minimum objectives that all IRWM Plans are required to address.

Local Plans: The IRWM Plan objectives reflect, and are consistent with, the objectives of local land
use and water resource management plans. Consistency between the IRWM Plan and local plans is
discussed in more detail in Section N, Relation to Local Water Planning.

The Goals and Objectives Committee, with consistent input from the RWMG, spent several months
developing a draft list of goals and objectives based on the issues and conflicts identified for the region,
ensuring consistency with the overarching regional goals outlined above. After an extended public
comment period and much debate, a final list of goals and objectives was approved by the RWMG in
March 2010.
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In March 2011, following the release of the Proposition 84 and 1E IRWM Program Guidelines, the Goals
& Objectives Committee was re-convened to reassess the goals and objectives in light of the new
guidelines—specifically, to make the objectives more measurable and to reconsider the RWMG’s earlier
decision not to prioritize the objectives—and to ensure that the objectives were still appropriate and
relevant after a year of working with them. As a result of this process, some slight revisions were made to
the objectives (mostly to eliminate redundancies), a “measurability matrix” was developed (see Section
D.4 below), and the decision to not prioritize objectives was reaffirmed (see Section D.5 below). The
revised goals and objectives were presented to stakeholders for a 30-day public comment period, and the
final goals and objectives were approved by the RWMG in September 2011.

In response to the release of the Proposition 1 2016 IRWM Program Guidelines, the RWMG reviewed the
objectives once again in early 2017 to ensure that the IRWM Plan objectives were consistent with the new
IRWM Program standards. The review was conducted at a regularly scheduled RWMG meeting that was
open to the public. As a result of this review, some slight revisions to the Climate Change objectives were
made. The final goals and objectives were approved by the RWMG in February 2017.

D.2 THE GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The goals and objectives are intended to guide regional efforts toward solving water resource problems.
Goals are broad, simple statements of what the RWMG wishes to accomplish, while objectives are the
more specific, tangible, and measurable activities that will help carry out the goals. The goals encompass
seven categories that define the focus of this region’s IRWM planning effort. These categories are: water
supply, water quality, flood protection and floodplain management, environment, regional communication
and cooperation, disadvantaged communities, and climate change. Through the implementation of
projects contained in the plan, the RWMG hopes to achieve the IRWM Plan objectives in order to attain
the water resource goals. When implementing regional projects, project partners will strive to meet as
many objectives as possible, while also recognizing that some objectives may not be fully achieved
through the IRWM planning process.

Prior to developing the goals and objectives, the RWMG developed a set of “guiding principles” that
outline the overall approach to IRWM planning in the Greater Monterey County region. The guiding
principles might be thought of as “rules of conduct” for the overall IRWM planning effort. They are the
overarching principles to which all of the objectives must adhere and help guide the RWMG’s decision-
making throughout the planning process. Note that the second guiding principle, “Do not burden anyone
unfairly or unnecessarily,” expresses an explicit understanding and agreement on the part of the RWMG
that no IRWM Plan project can be put forward for grant funding without proof of support from the
landowner(s) of the property(ies) on which the project is located.

Below are the guiding principles, goals, and objectives for the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning
effort.
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GUIDING PRINCIPLES

Continue to provide localized solutions to regional water supply issues
Do not burden anyone unfairly or unnecessarily

Project results should be measured through monitoring

Encourage projects with multiple benefits

Support collaboration of agencies, organizations, stakeholders, and willing
landowners on the development of projects that provide water resource benefits
Minimize negative impacts to the environment and the local economy from
water resource management projects

Recognize, respect, and consider water rights and those who hold them

Projects should be science based

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
WATER SUPPLY

Goal:
e Improve water supply reliability and protect groundwater and surface water supplies.

Objectives:
e Increase groundwater recharge and protect groundwater recharge areas.
e Optimize the use of groundwater storage with infrastructure enhancements and improved
operational techniques.
e Increase and optimize water storage and conveyance capacity through construction, repair,
replacement, and augmentation of infrastructure.
Diversify water supply sources, including but not limited to the use of recycled water.
Maximize water conservation programs.
Capture and manage storm water runoff.
Optimize conjunctive use where appropriate.
Support research and monitoring to better understand identified water supply needs.
Support the creation of water supply certainties for local production of agricultural products.
Promote public education about water supply issues and needs.
Promote planning efforts to provide emergency drinking water to communities in the region in
the event of a disaster.

WATER QUALITY

Goal:
e Protect and improve surface, groundwater, estuarine, and coastal water quality, and ensure the
provision of high-quality, potable, affordable drinking water for all communities in the region.

Objectives:
e Promote practices necessary to meet, or where practicable, exceed all applicable water quality
regulatory standards (for drinking water, surface and groundwater quality).
e Promote projects to prevent seawater intrusion.
e Incorporate or promote principles of low impact development where feasible, appropriate, and
cost effective.
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Protect surface waters and groundwater basins from contamination and the threat of
contamination.

Support research and pilot projects for the co-management of food safety and water quality
protection.

Improve septic systems, sewer system infrastructure, wastewater treatment systems, and manure
management programs to prevent water quality contamination.

Support research and other efforts on salinity management.

Support monitoring to better understand major sources of erosion, and implement a
comprehensive erosion control program.

Promote programs and projects to reduce the quantity and improve the quality of urban and
agricultural runoff and/or mitigate their effects in surface waters, groundwater, and the marine
environment.

Promote regional monitoring and analysis to better understand water quality conditions.

Support research and utilization of emerging technologies (enzymes, etc.) to develop effective
water pollution prevention and mitigation measures, and source tracking.

Promote public education about water quality issues and needs.

FLOOD PROTECTION AND FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT

Goal:

Develop, fund, and implement integrated watershed approaches to flood management through
collaborative and community supported processes.

Objectives:

Promote projects and practices to protect infrastructure and property from flood damage.

Improve flood management infrastructure and operational techniques/strategies.

Implement flood management projects that provide multiple benefits such as public safety,
habitat protection, recreation, agriculture, and economic development.

Develop and implement projects to protect, restore, and enhance the natural ecological and
hydrological functions of rivers, creeks, streams, and their floodplains.

Support research and monitoring efforts to understand the effects of flooding on transport and
persistence of pathogens in food crop production areas.

Support management of flood waters so that they do not contaminate fresh produce in the field.
Promote public education about local flood management issues and needs.

ENVIRONMENT

Goal:

Protect, enhance, and restore the region’s ecological resources while respecting the rights of
private property owners.

Objectives:

Support science-based projects to protect, improve, enhance, and/or restore the region’s
ecological resources, while providing opportunities for public access and recreation where
appropriate.

Protect and enhance state and federally listed species and their habitats.

Minimize adverse environmental impacts of water resource management projects.

Support applied research and monitoring to better understand environmental conditions,
environmental water needs, and the impacts of water-related projects on environmental resources.
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Implement fish-friendly stream and river corridor restoration projects.

Reduce adverse impacts of sedimentation into streams, particularly from roads and non-point
sources.

Promote efforts to prevent, control, reduce, and/or eradicate high priority invasive species.
Promote native drought-tolerant plantings in municipal and residential landscaping.

Consider opportunities to purchase fee title or conservation easements on lands from willing
sellers that provide integrated water resource management benefits. Ensure adequate funding and
infrastructure to manage properties and/or monitor easements.

Support research and monitoring efforts to understand the effects of wildfire events on water
resources.

REGIONAL COMMUNICATION AND COOPERATION

Goal:
e Promote regional communication, cooperation, and education regarding water resource
management.
Objectives:

Facilitate dialogue and reduce inconsistencies in water management strategies/regulations
between local, regional, state, and federal entities.

Promote dialogue between federal and state regulators and small water system managers to
facilitate water quality regulation compliance.

Foster collaboration between regional entities to minimize and resolve potential conflicts and to
obtain support for responsible water supply solutions and improved water quality.

Build relationships with federal, state, and local regulatory agencies and other water agencies to
facilitate the permitting, planning, and implementation of water-related projects.

Increase stakeholder input and public education about the need, complexity, and cost of
strategies, programs, plans, and projects to improve water supply, water quality, flood
management, coastal conservation, and environmental protection.

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES

Goal:
e Ensure the provision of high-quality, potable, affordable water and healthy conditions for
disadvantaged communities (DACs).
Objectives:

Seek funding opportunities to ensure all communities have a water system with adequate, safe,
high-quality drinking water.

Seek funding opportunities to ensure all communities have adequate wastewater treatment.
Ensure that DACs are adequately protected from flooding and the impacts of poor surface and
groundwater quality.

Provide support for the participation of DACs in the development, implementation, monitoring,
and long-term maintenance of water resource management projects.

Promote public education in DACs about water resource protection, pollution prevention,
conservation, water quality, and watershed health.
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CLIMATE CHANGE

Goal:
e Adapt the region’s water management approach to deal with impacts of climate change using
science-based approaches, and minimize regional causal effects.

Objectives:

e Plan for potential impacts of future climate change.

e Support increased monitoring and research to obtain greater understanding of long-term impacts
of climate change in the Greater Monterey County region.

e Support efforts to research alternative energy and to diversify energy sources appropriate for the
region, and consider options for using renewable energy where such options are integrally tied to
supporting IRWM Plan objectives.

e Seek long-term solutions to reduce energy consumption, especially the energy embedded in water
use, with a goal to reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.

e Seek long-term solutions to maintain and protect existing pristine natural resources from the
impacts of climate change.

e Address adapting to changes in the amount, intensity, timing, quality, and variability of runoff
and recharge.

e Consider the effects of sea level rise on water supply conditions and identify suitable adaptation
measures.

e In considering ways to address IRWM Plan objectives and implement the Plan, consider where
practical the strategies adopted by California Air Resources Board (CARB) in its AB 32 Scoping
Plan.

e Support research and/or implementation of land-based efforts such as carbon-sequestration on
working lands and wildlands in the Greater Monterey County region.

e Promote public education about impacts of climate change, particularly as it relates to water
resource management in the Greater Monterey County region.

D.3 MEASURING THE OBJECTIVES

The Objectives Standard in the 2016 Proposition 1 IRWM Guidelines requires that objectives be
measurable. A measurable objective means there must be some metric the RWMG can use to determine if
the objective is being met as the IRWM Plan is implemented. Since the IRWM Plan is implemented
through projects, the metric applies to the projects, which then relate back to the IRWM Plan objectives.

The table below lists both qualitative and quantitative measures that can be used to determine the extent
to which projects implemented through the Greater Monterey County IRWM Plan carry out the various
IRWM planning objectives. Note that the measurement standards provided in the table are intended to be
examples and are not inclusive of all measures that could potentially be used.

As projects get implemented and data is generated, a Plan Performance Matrix will be developed that lists
the projects and shows how (and the extent to which) each project carries out each objective, using the
numerical and/or qualitative measures listed in the table below. Please see Section J, Plan Performance
and Monitoring, for a more detailed description of this process.
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Table D-1: Measuring IRWM Plan Objectives

OBJECTIVE

QUALITATIVE MEASUREMENT

QUANTITATIVE MEASUREMENT

WATER SUPPLY OBJECTIVES

Increase groundwater recharge and protect
groundwater recharge areas.

Measurable increase in groundwater recharge.
Acres of open space conserved for recharge areas.
Number of recharge basins built and rates of
infiltration.

Optimize the use of groundwater storage with
infrastructure enhancements and improved
operational techniques.

Number of infrastructure enhancements and/or
improved operational techniques to optimize the
use of groundwater storage.

Increase and optimize water storage and
conveyance capacity through construction,
repair, replacement, and augmentation of
infrastructure.

Identification of water storage and conveyance infrastructure
needs.

Number of projects and practices designed and/or
implemented to increase and optimize water storage
and conveyance capacity. Measurable increase
(acre feet) in water storage and conveyance
capacity.

Diversify water supply sources, including but
not limited to the use of recycled water.

Identification of ways and opportunities to diversify water supply
sources. Increased diversity of water supply sources for the region
(as compared to 2010).

Measurable increase in water supply source
diversification, e.g., plans designed or implemented
for new recycled water facilities or increased
use/production of recycled water, desalination,
cloud seeding, or other alternatives.

Maximize water conservation programs.

Number of new and/or enhanced water
conservation programs designed or implemented
for agricultural and urban water users.

Capture and manage storm water runoff.

Identification of needs and opportunities. Design/development of
projects.

Number of projects and practices implemented to
capture and manage storm water runoff. Rate of
infiltration/pumping of storm water in a
groundwater recharge program. Low Impact
Development (LID) measures.

Optimize conjunctive use where appropriate.

Identification of opportunities to increase conjunctive use.

Number of projects designed, planned, or
implemented to optimize conjunctive use.

Support research and monitoring to better
understand identified water supply needs.

Identification of water supply needs in the region. Coordination of
existing research and monitoring efforts. Improvements in data
monitoring network and data analysis.

Number of research/monitoring projects
implemented, and/or monetary investment.

Support the creation of water supply certainties
for local production of agricultural products.

Demonstrated efforts toward ensuring an adequate water supply
for local agricultural production.
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OBJECTIVE

QUALITATIVE MEASUREMENT

QUANTITATIVE MEASUREMENT

Promote public education about water supply
issues and needs.

Implementation of programs to educate the public about water
supply issues and needs.

Number of presentations and outreach events, etc.
to increase public education about water supply
issues and needs.

Promote planning efforts to provide emergency
drinking water to communities in the region in
the event of a disaster.

Demonstrated planning efforts.

WATER QUALITY OBJECTIVES

Promote practices necessary to meet, or where
practicable, exceed all applicable water quality
regulatory standards (for drinking water, surface
and groundwater quality).

Implementation of projects and programs to reduce pollutants in
water bodies. Progress demonstrated in meeting drinking water
objectives in groundwater.

Measurable decrease in pollutant concentrations (or
loads) in 303d listed water bodies, or in the
frequencies of exceedance.

Promote projects to prevent seawater intrusion.

Implementation of practices, programs, and projects to prevent
seawater intrusion.

Measurable reduction in chloride levels in intruded
groundwater wells. Less extraction of groundwater
relative to 2010 rates. Measurable increase in use of|
recycled water.

Incorporate or promote principles of low impact
development where feasible, appropriate, and
cost effective.

Implementation of outreach events, distribution of educational
materials, and communications to raise awareness about LID.

Number of LID projects implemented. Number of
acres improved. Amount of runoff contained.

Protect surface waters and groundwater basins
from contamination and the threat of
contamination.

Implementation of innovative and effective solutions to address
critical surface and groundwater contamination or threat of
contamination.

Number of practices and projects identified,
designed, and/or implemented to protect surface
waters and groundwater basins from contamination
and the threat of contamination.

Support research and pilot projects for the co-
management of food safety and water quality
protection.

Identification of research gaps. Outreach events disseminating co-
management research results (tracking number of participants).

Number of co-management research and/or pilot
projects developed and/or implemented to address
research gaps.

Improve septic systems, sewer system
infrastructure, wastewater treatment systems,
and manure management programs to prevent
water quality contamination.

Implementation of practices, projects, and programs to prevent
water quality contamination from waste management systems.

Number of septic or sewer systems improved.
Progress demonstrated toward meeting the water
quality criteria for beneficial uses.

Support research and other efforts on salinity
management.

Identification of extent of problems and potential solutions.
Development of salt and nutrient management plans.
Implementation of salinity management outreach programs.

Number of research projects funded (and/or
monetary investment in research projects). Number
of practices and programs implemented to reduce
salinity.
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OBJECTIVE

QUALITATIVE MEASUREMENT

QUANTITATIVE MEASUREMENT

Support monitoring to better understand major
sources of erosion, and implement a
comprehensive erosion control program.

Increased understanding of sources and impacts of erosion,
including identification of high priority areas. Establishment of
erosion control program(s). Incorporation of turbidity analysis
into monitoring programs for both existing and new projects
where appropriate.

Number of monitoring programs funded to better
understand major sources of erosion (and/or
monetary investment in monitoring programs).

Promote programs and projects to reduce the
quantity and improve the quality of urban and
agricultural runoff and/or mitigate their effects
in surface waters, groundwater, and the marine
environment.

Implementation of programs and projects to reduce the quantity
and improve the quality of urban and agricultural runoff,
including Irrigation Nutrient Management program, Livestock and
Lands program, storm water best management practices (BMPs),
mobile lab. Implementation of regional monitoring program,
including GIS layer of practices.

Number of projects/programs created. Measured
improvements in water quality attributed (at least in
part) to the implementation of new
projects/programs.

Promote regional monitoring and analysis to
better understand water quality conditions.

Implementation of regional monitoring program, including
identification of long-term monitoring sites and annual assessment
of water quality data. Improved understanding of water quality
conditions.

Support research and utilization of emerging
technologies (enzymes, etc.) to develop effective
water pollution prevention and mitigation
measures, and source tracking.

Assessment of local research. Analysis of latest technologies.
Application of new technologies. Implementation of
demonstration projects.

Number of new research projects developed and/or
implemented to explore or investigate emerging
technologies.

Promote public education about water quality
issues and needs.

Implementation of programs to educate the public about water
quality, with an emphasis on high priority geographic areas or
demographic groups. Implementation of annual IRWM Plan
regional symposium.

Number of presentations and outreach events, etc.
to increase public education about water quality
issues and needs.

FLOOD PROTECTION OBJECTIVES

Promote projects and practices to protect
infrastructure and property from flood damage.

Progress demonstrated in averting potential flood damage (e.g.,
maintaining or increasing Community Rating Service score).

Number of projects, programs, or practices
implemented to protect infrastructure and/or

property.

Improve flood management infrastructure and
operational techniques/strategies.

Progress shown towards improving flood management and/or
operational techniques.

Number of improved techniques/strategies
implemented. Monies expended.

Implement flood management projects that
provide multiple benefits such as public safety,
habitat protection, recreation, agriculture, and
economic development.

Identification of multiple benefit projects.

Number of flood projects, programs, or practices
implemented to provide multiple benefits.
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OBJECTIVE

QUALITATIVE MEASUREMENT

QUANTITATIVE MEASUREMENT

Develop and implement projects to protect,

restore, and enhance the natural ecological and
hydrological functions of rivers, creeks, streams,

and their floodplains.

Identification of natural ecological and hydrological functions of
water courses in flood-prone areas.

Number of projects, programs, or practices
implemented to protect, restore, or enhance the
natural functions of water courses in flood-prone
areas.

Support research and monitoring efforts to
understand the effects of flooding on transport
and persistence of pathogens in food crop
production areas.

Improved understanding of flooding effects on transportation and
persistence of pathogens in food-crop production areas.

Number of research/monitoring programs
implemented to document effects of flooding on
pathogens in food-crop production areas.

Support management of flood waters so that
they do not contaminate fresh produce in the
field.

Number of flood management projects, programs,
or practices implemented to reduce or prevent
contamination of fresh produce in the fields.

Promote public education about local flood
management issues and needs.

Increased awareness among public stakeholders regarding flood
management issues and needs.

Number of presentations and outreach events, etc.
to increase public education about flood
management issues and needs.

ENVIRONMENT OBJECTIVES

Support science-based projects to protect,
improve, enhance, and/or restore the region’s
ecological resources, while providing
opportunities for public access and recreation
where appropriate.

Identification of needs and opportunities. Design/development of
projects.

Number of projects implemented to protect,
improve, enhance, and/or restore the region's
ecological resources. Acres of wetlands restored.
Miles of public paths and other recreational
amenities installed. Number of public outreach
diaramas installed. Monetary investment in
projects.

Protect and enhance state and federally listed
species and their habitats.

Identification of needs and opportunities. Design/development of
projects.

Number of projects implemented to protect and
enhance state and federally listed species and their
habitats. Number of listed species' enhancement
plans addressed. Acres of essential habitat protected
or restored.

Minimize adverse environmental impacts of
water resource management projects.

Demonstrable measures taken by project proponents to minimize
adverse environmental impacts of water resource management
projects.

Quantifiable measurement will be project-specific:
Mitigation measures implemented as needed or
appropriate.
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OBJECTIVE

QUALITATIVE MEASUREMENT

QUANTITATIVE MEASUREMENT

Support applied research and monitoring to
better understand environmental conditions,
environmental water needs, and the impacts of
water-related projects on environmental
resources.

Improved understanding of environmental conditions,
environmental water needs, and the impacts of water-related
projects on environmental resources as demonstrated by
project/research findings, analyses, reports, etc. Identification of
actions to address environmental needs. Identification of cost-
effective strategies to reduce adverse impacts on ecological
resources.

Number of research/monitoring programs designed,
funded, and/or implemented to document
environmental conditions, environmental water
needs, and the impacts of water-related projects on
environmental resources. Physical measurement of
area researched and/or monitored, e.g., number of
acres researched, number of stream miles
monitored.

Implement fish-friendly stream and river
corridor restoration projects.

Identification of needs and opportunities. Design/development of
projects.

Number of fish-friendly stream and/or river
corridor restoration projects implemented. Miles of
steam opened to fish migration. Miles of stream
corridor restored. Measured increase in fish
populations.

Reduce adverse impacts of sedimentation into
streams, particularly from roads and non-point
sources.

Identification (and prioritization) of problem areas in the region,
and of opportunities for improvements. Tracking and
documentation of BMPs related to sedimentation.

Number of projects or practices implemented to
reduce adverse impacts of sedimentation into
streams. Miles of rural roads taken out of
commission or enhanced to reduce erosion.
Measured increase in rural road RAM (Rapid
Assessment Method) score. Measured reduction in
turbidity in high-sediment streams.

Promote efforts to prevent, control, reduce,
and/or eradicate high priority invasive species.

Identification of problem areas and opportunities.
Design/development of projects to reduce the effects of invasive
species in the region.

Number of projects implemented to reduce invasive
species. Acres surveyed. Acres treated. Acres/linear
feet/river miles of invasive species eradicated.

Promote native drought-tolerant plantings in
municipal and residential landscaping.

Number of projects designed, funded, and/or
implemented that include planting of drought
tolerant plants.

Consider opportunities to purchase fee title or
conservation easements on lands from willing
sellers that provide integrated water resource
management benefits. Ensure adequate funding
and infrastructure to manage properties and/or
monitor easements.

Identification of opportunities. Identification of funding sources
and attainment of adequate funding to manage properties and/or
monitor easements.

Acres of land converted into conservation.

Support research and monitoring efforts to
understand the effects of wildfire events on
water resources.

Improved understanding of effects of wildfire events on water
resources.

Number of research/monitoring programs
implemented to document effects of wildfire events
on water resources.
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OBJECTIVE

QUALITATIVE MEASUREMENT

QUANTITATIVE MEASUREMENT

REGIONAL COMMUNICATION OBJECTIVES

Facilitate dialogue and reduce inconsistencies in
water management strategies/regulations
between local, regional, state, and federal
entities.

Meetings convened between local, regional, state, and federal
entities to resolve noted problem areas. Implementation of
strategies in MBNMS Ag Action Plan in "Regulatory
Coordination and Streamlining" section. Programs to proactively
coordinate strategies and regulations, such as permit coordination.

Promote dialogue between federal and state
regulators and small water system managers to
facilitate water quality regulation compliance.

Meetings convened and/or partnerships developed between
federal and state regulators and small water system managers for
this purpose.

Foster collaboration between regional entities to
minimize and resolve potential conflicts and to
obtain support for responsible water supply
solutions and improved water quality.

Meetings convened between regional entities and stakeholders to
resolve water-related conflicts (including those implemented
through Water Resource Project Coordination [WRPC] process).
Positive indication of public support for implementation of water-
related projects and/or programs.

Number of new water-related projects designed,
funded, and/or implemented as a direct result of
WRPC (or related) process.

Build relationships with federal, state, and local
regulatory agencies and other water agencies to
facilitate the permitting, planning, and
implementation of water-related projects.

Meetings convened and agreements reached between federal,
state, and local regulatory agencies, other water agencies, and
project proponents to facilitate the permitting, planning, and
implementation of water-related projects.

Number of projects successfully designed,
permitted, and implemented as a result of improved
communication.

Increase stakeholder input and public education
about the need, complexity, and cost of
strategies, programs, plans, and projects to
improve water supply, water quality, flood
management, coastal conservation, and
environmental protection.

Implementation of annual IRWM Plan regional symposium.

Number of presentations and outreach events, etc.
to increase stakeholder participation and public
awareness about the need, complexity, and cost of
strategies, programs, plans, and projects to improve
water supply, water quality, flood management,
coastal conservation, and environmental protection.
Number of "hits" to the Greater Monterey County
IRWM Plan website.

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES OBJECTIVES

Seek funding opportunities to ensure all
communities have a water system with adequate,
safe, high-quality drinking water.

List of potential funding opportunities including non-IRWM
grants and other State and Federal funds. Commitment from an
organization to help DACs submit applications and follow
through with grant application process for future project
solicitations.

Number of grant proposals submitted on behalf of
DAC:s for drinking water system improvements.
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OBJECTIVE

QUALITATIVE MEASUREMENT

QUANTITATIVE MEASUREMENT

Seek funding opportunities to ensure all
communities have adequate wastewater
treatment.

List of potential funding opportunities including non-IRWM
grants and other State and Federal funds. Commitment from an
organization to help DACs submit applications and follow
through with grant application process for future project
solicitations.

Number of grant proposals submitted on behalf of
DAC:s for wastewater system improvements.

Ensure that disadvantaged communities are
adequately protected from flooding and the
impacts of poor surface and groundwater
quality.

Communication/meetings between RWMG (or partners) and DAC
representatives to discuss needs regarding protection against
flooding and the impacts of poor surface and groundwater quality.

Number of grant proposals submitted on behalf of
DAC:s for protection against flooding and the
impacts of poor surface and groundwater quality.
Number of measures implemented to protect DACs
against flooding and the impacts of poor surface
and groundwater quality.

Provide support for the participation of
disadvantaged communities in the development,
implementation, monitoring, and long-term
maintenance of water resource management
projects.

Outreach to DACs to encourage their participation in the IRWM
planning process (via personal communication, individual
meetings, email). Assistance to DACs by RWMG (or partner
organization) in writing grant proposals for water-related projects.
Development of grant proposals that include DAC involvement in
monitoring and maintenance of water resource management
projects. Identification and provision of resources needed for
DAC leaders to organize their communities.

Monetary investment toward DAC support for
water management projects.

Promote public education in disadvantaged
communities about water resource protection,
pollution prevention, conservation, water
quality, and watershed health.

Outreach efforts, including: Working with organizations that have
frequent interaction with DACs (church organizations, radio, TV)
and providing those organizations with educational materials as
appropriate; "house meetings" and small community meetings;
encouraging DAC members to attend IRWM public workshops;
translation into Spanish of existing educational brochures and
literature (re: watersheds, conservation programs, etc.);
development of new literature as needed and appropriate, and
distribution of educational materials. Demonstrable increase in
understanding and awareness of these issues on the part of DAC
members.

Number of events held. Number of DACs and DAC
members reached.

CLIMATE CHANGE OBJECTIVES

Plan for potential impacts of future climate
change.

List of identified impact sites. Identification of management
measures to be integrated into site-specific response efforts.
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OBJECTIVE

QUALITATIVE MEASUREMENT

QUANTITATIVE MEASUREMENT

Support increased monitoring and research to
obtain greater understanding of long-term
impacts of climate change in the Greater
Monterey County region.

Compiled data reports on current science, documenting trends in
climate changes (rain fall, temperature, sea level rise, river flows).
List of proposed additions for current monitoring programs to
increase understanding of climate change impacts.

Number of research/monitoring programs
implemented to obtain greater understanding of
long-term impacts of climate change in the Greater
Monterey County region, and/or monetary
investment in research and monitoring programs.

Support efforts to research alternative energy
and to diversify energy sources appropriate for
the region, and consider options for using
renewable energy where such options are
integrally tied to supporting IRWM Plan
objectives.

Compilation of research within the region on alternative energy
options. Change in energy use portfolios toward greater use of
renewable energy and greater diversification of energy sources in
the region.

Number of research projects considered, designed,
and/or implemented to investigate alternative
energy. Number of IRWM Plan projects that use
renewable sources of energy.

Seek long-term solutions to reduce energy
consumption, especially the energy embedded in
water use, with a goal to reducing greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions.

List of energy efficiency and conservation strategies, and other
recommendations for reducing greenhouse gases.

GHG reduction estimates from implementing
energy efficiency and conservation strategies in
IRWM Plan projects.

Seek long-term solutions to maintain and protect
existing pristine natural resources from the
impacts of climate change.

Reports and plans defining new management efforts and policies
to maintain and/or protect existing pristine natural resources from
the impacts of climate change.

Acreage under new or expanded planning and
conservation efforts.

Address adapting to changes in the amount,
intensity, timing, quality, and variability of
runoff and recharge.

Reports, plans, and projects that address adapting to these changes
(e.g., Storm Water Resource Plan).

Number of projects that include strategies to adapt
to these changes.

Consider the effects of sea level rise (SLR) on
water supply conditions and identify suitable
adaptation measures.

Compilation of research on the effects of SLR on water supply
conditions in the region. List of adaptation measures.

Number of research/planning efforts that consider
effects of SLR on water supply conditions. Number
of projects that implement adaptation measures.

In considering ways to address IRWM Plan
objectives and implement the Plan, consider
where practical the strategies adopted by
California Air Resources Board (CARB) in its
AB 32 Scoping Plan.

List of IRWM Plan projects that implement strategies adopted by
CARB in its AB 32 Scoping Plan.

Number of IRWM Plan projects that implement
strategies adopted by CARB in its AB 32 Scoping
Plan, or number of strategies implemented.

Support research and/or implementation of land-
based efforts such as carbon-sequestration on
working lands and wildlands in the Greater
Monterey County region.

Compilation of research on these topics.

Number of projects implemented and/or monetary
investment in this research.

Promote public education about impacts of
climate change, particularly as it relates to water
resource management in the Greater Monterey
County region.

Implementation of programs to educate the public about impacts
of climate change. Implementation of annual IRWMP regional
symposium.

Number of presentations and outreach events to
increase public education about impacts of climate
change. Number of reports and publications
produced and/or distributed on climate change.
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D.4 PRIORITIZING THE OBJECTIVES

After much debate and careful consideration, the RWMG has made a decision not to prioritize objectives.
The rationale for this decision is as follows. The Greater Monterey County IRWM region is a broad
geographic area made up of a very diverse group of stakeholders. The RWMG itself reflects that
diversity. The RWMG has aimed to be as inclusive as possible of all stakeholders in the region,
encouraging their active participation in the IRWM planning process and promising serious consideration
of their concerns and needs.

The 60 objectives included in the IRWM Plan were based on the “issues and conflicts” perceived to exist
throughout the region, as described by different groups of stakeholders in all corners of the region. The
RWMG therefore recognizes that each of the objectives carries special weight and significance for at least
some groups of stakeholders. By prioritizing some objectives over others, the RWMG feels they would
effectively be prioritizing the needs of certain stakeholders over others. In order to maintain inclusivity,
and to avoid the possibility of alienating certain groups of stakeholders or discouraging their participation
in the IRWM planning process, the RWMG has therefore decided not to prioritize objectives. The project
ranking system reflects that decision.
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Section E: Resource Management Strategies

E.1 RESOURCE MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES INCLUDED IN THE PLAN

The Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program requires Regional Water Management
Groups (RWMGs) to consider certain resource management strategies for potential use in their regions
and for possible inclusion in their IRWM Plans. The intention behind the “resource management strategy”
standard in the IRWM Plan Guidelines is to encourage regions to diversify their water management
portfolios in order to become more resilient to, and to mitigate for, uncertain future circumstances (such
as climate change). The RWMG is required to consider all of the resource management strategies listed in
the California Water Plan Update 2013 for possible inclusion in the plan, but other strategies may be
considered as well.

The process for selecting resource management strategies was based primarily on the region’s goals and
objectives, i.e., the strategies needed to achieve the objectives of the Plan. In 2010, the RWMG discussed
the resource management strategies over the course of two RWMG meetings, and at the March 2010
RWMG meeting approved an initial list of 37 resource management strategies for inclusion in the IRWM
Plan. The RWMG met again in February 2017 to review the resource management strategies as part of an
IRWM Plan update to comply with 2016 IRWM Plan standards, and opted to include three additional
strategies. The final list consists of 40 resource management strategies, 31 of which are listed in the
California Water Plan Update 2013.

The selected strategies “make sense” for this region, and many of the strategies are already included in
Urban Water Management Plans, Stormwater Management Plans, Storm Water Resource Plans,
Watershed Management Plans, Land Use Plans, and other local water resource plans developed by
entities throughout the region. The IRWM Plan resource management strategies are outlined below,
including a brief explanation as to why each strategy was chosen for inclusion in the Plan. Note that some
of the descriptions of the resource management strategies have been excerpted directly from the
California Water Plan Update 2013.

Strategies chosen from the California Water Plan Update 2013 include the following (organized
according to general category):

Reduce Water Demand:

= Agricultural Water Use Efficiency: Water use efficiency and conservation measures serve to
reduce water use, reduce energy consumption and therefore emissions of pollutants and
greenhouse gasses, reduce wastewater and potentially polluted runoff, and reduce the economic
and environmental costs associated with water use and water treatment. This strategy is also listed
as an important strategy in the California Air Resources Board (CARB) AB 32 Scoping Plan
(2014 Update). Agricultural water use efficiency is already common practice throughout the
region. Common water conservation best management practices (BMPs) implemented in the
Salinas Valley include, for example, use of a time clock/pressure switch, water flowmeters,
leakage reduction, sprinkler improvements, pre-irrigation reduction, reduced sprinkler spacing,
micro irrigation systems, land leveling/grading, and soil moisture sensors. Since agriculture
occupies more than 1.4 million acres of land and accounts for approximately 90 percent of
groundwater use in the Salinas Valley, promoting agricultural water use efficiency is considered
absolutely critical for helping the region meet its goal of improved water supply reliability, as
well as reduced greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.
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Urban Water Use Efficiency: Like agricultural water use efficiency, urban water use efficiency
is considered an important strategy for the region. Urban water use efficiency measures are
already widely practiced throughout the region, including, for example, plumbing retrofits, large
landscape surveys and the development of water efficient landscape guidelines, washing machine
rebates, public information campaigns, school programs, residential ultra low-flush toilet
replacement programs, commercial, industrial, and institutional audits to identify water
conservation opportunities, and internal water distribution system audits. Although urban use
accounts for significantly less water use than agriculture in the region, the potential benefits of
urban water use efficiency and conservation are substantial. This strategy is considered an
important means for helping the region meet its water supply objectives.

Improve Operational Efficiency and Transfers:

Conveyance — Regional/Local: Conveyance includes both natural watercourses (including
groundwater aquifers) and constructed facilities. The Monterey County Water Resources Agency
(MCWRA) uses natural watercourses for conveyance to the extent possible and man-made
structures where appropriate. The Salinas River channel is the primary means for conveyance of
water in the region and to percolate water into the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. The
MCWRA regulates water flows from the Nacimiento and San Antonio Reservoirs in order to
maximize groundwater recharge, maintain in-stream flows for steelhead and other aquatic life,
and manage floodwaters. The MCWRA also uses the Salinas River channel as a means to transfer
water from the southern part of the Salinas Valley to the northern coastal portion of the
groundwater basin in an effort to reduce seawater intrusion (as part of the Salinas Valley Water
Project). Constructed components of the conveyance system include the reservoirs, pumping
plants, pipelines, diversion structures, and a fish ladder. Improvements to this infrastructure are
needed on a continual basis to ensure the optimal conveyance of water for urban/industrial,
agricultural, and environmental uses. This strategy is considered a foundational part of the
region’s water management portfolio.

System Re-operation: System re-operation entails changing existing operation and management
procedures for reservoirs and conveyance facilities in order to increase benefits from these
facilities. An example of system re-operation in the Greater Monterey County region is the
Salinas Valley Water Project, which involves re-operation of the Nacimiento and San Antonio
Reservoirs along with modification of the Nacimiento spillway and construction of an inflatable
dam diversion structure to allow the diversion of Salinas River water into the existing Castroville
Seawater Intrusion Project (CSIP) distribution system. System re-operation enables the MCWRA
to move more water through the Salinas Valley via the Salinas River. That additional water is
percolated into the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin and impounded at the diversion facility,
and then blended with recycled water for irrigation use on 12,000 acres of farmland in the
Castroville area. The blended water replaces groundwater pumping in the northern coastal portion
of the groundwater basin, thereby helping to reduce seawater intrusion. The MCWRA along with
other water providers in the region continue to consider ways of re-operating the water supply
systems in order to maximize water supplies, water quality, flood control, and benefits to
environmental resources.

Water Transfers: A water transfer is defined in the Water Code as a temporary or long-term
change in the point of diversion, place of use, or purpose of use due to a transfer or exchange of
water or water rights. Water transfers typically occur in five ways (though not all of these are
practiced in this region): 1) transferring water from storage that would otherwise have been
carried over to the following year; 2) pumping groundwater instead of using surface water
delivery and transferring the surface water rights; 3) transferring previously banked groundwater
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either by directly pumping and transferring groundwater or by pumping groundwater for local use
and transferring surface water rights; 4) making water available by reducing the existing
consumptive use through crop idling or crop shifting or by implementing water use efficiency
measures; or 5) making water available by reducing return flows or seepage from conveyance
systems that would otherwise be irrecoverable.

Water transfers are limited in the Greater Monterey County region because under current law,
water supply from the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin cannot be exported to customers in
other basins; any connections made must be for emergency use only or of a “zero-balance type”
(volume added must equal volume withdrawn). In 2006 the Marina Coast Water District
(MCWD) investigated the possibility of interconnecting with the Seaside Municipal Water
System, with water from the Seaside Groundwater Basin, proposed as an emergency-only
connection. Although not constructed at the time, the possibility of a future emergency
connection still exists.

Additional transfer opportunities exist within the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin itself. For
example, MCWD could purchase the rights to existing groundwater supplies currently used
elsewhere in the Salinas Valley and transfer the water to the District service area. Such transfers
would have to be performed on a willing-seller, willing-buyer basis and with the cooperation of
the MCWRA. The use of water transfers as a resource management strategy is more evident in
this region in the broad implementation of water use efficiency measures both in agricultural and
urban systems, as well as in the transfer of water from surface storage to groundwater and from
one end of the groundwater basin to another. This strategy has potential for expansion in the
region.

Increase Water Supply:

Conjunctive Management and Groundwater Storage: Conjunctive management and
groundwater storage are part of standard practice in the Salinas Valley. Conjunctive management
is the coordinated use of surface water and groundwater to maximize water use in order to meet
various management objectives. The Nacimiento and San Antonio reservoirs capture and store
water from winter rains, and that water is systematically released into the Salinas River according
to protocols that aim to produce maximum percolation into the Salinas Valley Groundwater
Basin. The water is stored in the groundwater basin and used throughout the year and over the
course of many years, wet or dry, to provide a consistent source of water to virtually all water
users in the Salinas Valley area.

Desalination: Monterey County is a coastal county, and as such provides opportunity for
desalination as a viable resource management strategy. One small desalination plant currently
exists in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. The plant is owned by the MCWD and has
a capacity of 300 acre-feet/year (AFY). The facility has been idle for several years (due to the
expense of operation). Proposals exist, however, for the construction of at least two new major
desalination facilities in Monterey County.

California American Water (Cal Am) is proposing a series of projects, called “Monterey
Peninsula Water Supply Project,” that will serve its customer base in Monterey Peninsula and
Carmel Valley. The Project consists of three components: 1) a desalination facility; 2)
groundwater replenishment project, which will apply advanced treatment to recycled water
currently being produced by Monterey One Water’s (formerly called the Monterey Regional
Water Pollution Control Agency) treatment plant, resulting in 3,500 AFY; and 3) expansion of its
existing aquifer storage and recovery, which captures excess winter flows from the Carmel River
for storage in the Seaside Aquifer and withdrawal during the dry summer months. Depending on
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the availability of water from the groundwater replenishment project, the desalination plant will
be sized at either 9.6 million gallons per day (MGD) or 6.4 MGD.

A second desalination facility, referred to as “DeepWater Desal,” has been proposed by a group
of private investors. The proposed 25-MGD facility would be located in Moss Landing and would
consist of a seawater reverse osmosis desalination facility, co-located data center, power
substation, intake and outfall facilities, and a hydroacoustic monitoring system.

Precipitation Enhancement: Precipitation enhancement, commonly called “cloud seeding,”
artificially stimulates clouds to produce more rainfall than they would naturally. Cloud seeding
injects special substances, typically silver iodide, into the clouds to enable the raindrops to form
more easily. Cloud seeding has been practiced in California since the 1950s. The MCWRA used
precipitation enhancement as a resource management strategy from 1990-1995 and again in 2004.
MCWRA retains this strategy in its portfolio as an option for future implementation.

Municipal Recycled Water: The municipal recycled water resource management strategy
addresses the recycling of municipal wastewater treated to a specified quality to enable it to be
used again. This strategy specifically refers to treated wastewater primarily from domestic
(household) sources, but it can include commercial, industrial, and institutional wastewater
discharged to a sanitary sewer; the strategy does not address other types of water recycling, such
as agricultural wastewater, gray water, or industrial wastewater. The quality of the reclaimed
water determines how it can be used, for example for agricultural or landscape irrigation, or even
in some cases for potable water.

Two water reclamation plants currently exist in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region.
Monterey One Water owns and operates a regional wastewater treatment plant at the northern end
of the City of Marina. Wastewater from the Monterey Peninsula, Salinas, Marina, Moss Landing
and the Ord Community is conveyed to the plant for processing. The plant has the capacity to
generate approximately 21,600 AFY of recycled water. Of that amount, 13,300 AFY of tertiary
treated recycled water is currently delivered by the MCWRA to farmers in the Castroville region
for irrigation during the irrigation season. The City of Soledad also owns and operates a water
recycling facility, which treats wastewater from residents and businesses within the City limits, as
well as wastewater from the Salinas Valley State Prison Soledad Prison and Salinas Correctional
Facility. The City upgraded its water recycling facility in 2010. The upgraded facility has the
peak capacity of 5.5 million gallons per day (MGD) and produces disinfected tertiary recycled
water in conformance with Title 22. Currently the plant is operating at approximately 2.3 MGD
average daily flow. The City plans to provide tertiary treated water for agricultural and urban and
landscape irrigation.

Surface Storage — Regional/Local: Surface storage uses reservoirs to collect water for later
release and use. The Nacimiento and San Antonio reservoirs, built in 1957 and 1965 respectively,
are examples of surface storage in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. The reservoirs
play a central role in the region’s water system. The MCWRA owns and operates both of these
reservoirs and uses them for seasonal storage, flood control, hydropower generation, conjunctive
use (i.e., coordinating surface water with groundwater storage and use), recreation, and operates
the dams to meet environmental water needs (mainly for steelhead) in coordination with other
water supply uses. No other surface storage facilities exist in the region, though the potential
exists for surface storage facilities in the Big Sur region.
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Improve Water Quality:

Drinking Water Treatment and Distribution: Providing a reliable supply of safe drinking
water is the primary goal of public water systems in the region. Critical to achieving that goal is
ensuring a safe raw water supply and well-maintained water treatment facilities. Beyond the
treatment plant, a high level of water quality must be maintained as the water passes through the
distribution system to customer taps. Contaminants can enter the distribution system, or water
quality may deteriorate within the distribution system, for example, as a result of microbial
growth and biofilm, nitrification, corrosion, water age, effects of treatment on nutrient availability
(contributing to microbial growth and biofilm), and sediments and scale within the distribution
system. Improvements to water treatment and distribution facilities are continually needed as
infrastructure ages, populations grow, water quality stressors increase (such as seawater intrusion
and chemical contaminants), and water quality standards become more stringent. This is
considered an ongoing and critical resource management strategy for the region.

Groundwater Remediation/Aquifer Remediation: Groundwater remediation removes
contaminants that affect beneficial uses of groundwater. Passive groundwater remediation allows
contaminants to biologically or chemically degrade or disperse in situ over time, while active
groundwater remediation involves either treating contaminated groundwater in situ or extracting
contaminated groundwater from the aquifer and treating it. Since groundwater is the primary
water supply source for most of the region, and since the groundwater basin is stressed by both
natural and human-caused contaminants, including nitrate and seawater, groundwater remediation
is considered an important resource management strategy for the region.

Matching Water Quality to Use: An example of matching water quality to use is a water
supplier choosing to use a deeper, cleaner aquifer for municipal water, which requires less
treatment before delivery, rather than a more shallow, more contaminated aquifer or a surface
supply. Benefits would include a reduced need for treatment and potentially fewer disinfection
byproducts for the water user. Recycled water can also be treated to a wide range of purities that
can be matched to different uses. In the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, water is
currently reclaimed and treated for agricultural and landscape irrigation purposes. The potential
exists to treat water to a drinking water standard if the need should arise in the future.

Pollution Prevention: Pollution prevention protects water at its source and therefore reduces the
need and cost for other water management and treatment options. An important pollution
prevention strategy is implementation of proper land use management practices to prevent
sediment and pollutants from entering the source water. Numerous pollution prevention programs
exist in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, including agricultural management
measures, stormwater public education campaigns, construction best management practices, and
vegetated treatment systems (including created wetlands). Pollution prevention is cost-effective
and ultimately results in a cleaner, safer water supply and healthier environment. The potential
always exists to improve and expand pollution prevention efforts in the region.

Salt and Salinity Management: Salts are materials that originate from dissolution or weathering
of the rocks and soil, including dissolution of lime, gypsum and other slowly dissolved soil
minerals. “Salinity” describes a condition where dissolved minerals of either natural or
anthropogenic origin and carrying an electrical charge (ions) are present. Salt is ubiquitous
throughout the environment. It is never destroyed, just concentrated or diluted and transported.
Salt moves with water. Historical strategies for mitigating the impacts of excess salinity include
desalination as well as salt dilution and displacement. Since 2009, the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) has been urging (and requiring) water managers and stakeholders to

E-5



GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN
Resource Management Strategies

take a more regional approach to salt management via the development of salt and nutrient
management plans. Salt and nutrient management plans are intended to go beyond historical
strategies that essentially address localized impacts, by evaluating the initial sources and loading
of salts and nutrients in a groundwater basin, and attempting to manage excessive loading on a
regional scale. Salt and salinity management occurs in the Greater Monterey County region
currently on a localized scale; development of a salt and nutrient management plan would enable
water managers and other stakeholders in the region to consider a more regionalized approach.

Urban Runoff Management: Urban runoff management consists of a broad series of activities
to manage both storm water and dry-weather runoff in urban areas. A watershed approach for
urban runoff management aims to emulate and preserve the natural hydrologic cycle that is
altered by urbanization. This watershed approach consists of a series of BMPs designed to reduce
the pollutant loading and reduce the volumes and velocities of urban runoff discharged to surface
waters. BMPs may include facilities to capture, treat, and recharge groundwater with urban
runoff, conducting public education campaigns to inform the public about storm water pollution
and the proper use and disposal of household chemicals, and providing technical assistance and
storm water pollution prevention training. Urban runoff management is already common practice
for most municipalities in the region, but potential does exist for improvement and expansion of
urban runoff programs.

Note that under Proposition 1, in order for a storm water or dry weather runoff capture project to
receive State grant funds, the project must be included in a Storm Water Resource Plan (SWRP)
or equivalent document. Chapter N, Relation to Local Water Planning, describes the current
SWRPs that have been developed, or that are under development, in the region.

Practice Resource Stewardship:

Agricultural Lands Stewardship: Agricultural lands stewardship broadly means the
conservation of natural resources and protection of the environment on agricultural lands.
Examples of agricultural lands stewardship include windbreaks, irrigation tailwater recovery,
filter strips, grassed waterways, contour buffer strips, conservation tillage, noxious weed control,
riparian buffers, streambank protection, and the use of cover crops and other soil-building and
stabilization practices. Many farmers in the Greater Monterey County region actively pursue
agricultural lands stewardship either on an individual basis or as part of collective groups. A
group called the Agriculture Water Quality Alliance (AWQA) is a regional collaboration of
agriculture industry groups, federal, state, and local agencies, technical experts, environmental
organizations and university researchers working together to help farmers and ranchers along the
Central Coast attain technical assistance and funding, navigate the permitting process, and
implement the management strategies outlined in the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary’s
Agriculture and Rural Lands Action Plan. Since agriculture is such a dominant land use in
Monterey County, agricultural lands stewardship is considered to be a vital resource management
strategy for the region.

Ecosystem Restoration: This strategy focuses on restoration of aquatic, riparian and floodplain
ecosystems because they are the natural systems most directly affected by water and flood
management actions, and are likely to be affected by climate change. Future water and flood
management projects that fail to protect and restore their ecosystems will face reduced
effectiveness, sustainability, and public support. Restoration usually emphasizes recovery of at-
risk species and natural communities. Successful restoration of aquatic, riparian, and floodplain
species and communities ordinarily depends upon at least partial restoration of physical processes
that are driven by water. These processes include the flooding of floodplains, the natural patterns
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of erosion and deposition of sediment, the balance between infiltrated water and runoff, and
substantial seasonal variation in stream flow. Many organizations throughout the region,
including nonprofit environmental organizations and watershed groups as well as many
individual farmers, ranchers, and private landowners, are actively working to restore ecosystems
in rivers, streams, and other waterways, riparian areas, floodplains, and wetlands in order to
achieve both habitat and water quality benefits.

Forest Management: The Greater Monterey County region contains vast tracts of forestlands,
much of which is under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Forest Service (including the magnificent Los
Padres National Forest), California State Parks, and the U.S. Army (including Fort Hunter Liggett
and Camp Roberts). The national forests in California were established under the Organic Act of
1897, which states that a primary purpose of these lands is to “secure favorable conditions of
water flow.” Forest management as a resource management strategy focuses on forest
management activities that are designed to improve the availability and quality of water.
Strategies include, among others, meadow restoration (for increased groundwater storage),
riparian forest restoration, fuels/fire management, and road management. Urban forestry is also
discussed as an important management strategy.

Climate change is expected to directly affect forests through increased drought stress, making
trees more vulnerable to insect attack; wildfires are also likely to increase in frequency, size, and
severity as climate warms. These stresses on forests will affect their capacity to naturally regulate
streamflow and buffer water quality. Many streams that are now perennial are likely to become
intermittent with the resulting loss of riparian zones, aquatic habitats, and other beneficial uses of
water that depend on perennial flows. The RWMG has made efforts to include the U.S. Forest
Service and other forest managers in the IRWM planning process (with limited success), and will
continue to extend these invitations when appropriate.

Land Use Planning and Management: Land use directly affects water supply and water quality,
and water supply and water quality should at a minimum inform, if not dictate, land use
decisions. Integrating land use decisions with water and watershed management consists of
sustainably planning for the housing and economic development needs of a growing population
while keeping in mind the carrying capacity and other limits of the water system and watershed
ecosystem. This strategy will naturally call for more sustainable land use practices, including
intelligent site design, source control (e.g., low-impact development), and land use decision-
making that aims to both reduce and mitigate the potential impacts of climate change. Land use
planning and water management planning are still treated largely as separate functions in the
Greater Monterey County region, though integration does occur to some extent on both a county
and municipal level. In 2016, the RWMG invited the Monterey County Resource Management
Agency to become a member of the RWMG, with the intention of bringing a greater land use
perspective to the group. The RWMG is continuing its efforts to better coordinate and integrate
these inextricably linked aspects of regional planning.

Recharge Area Protection: The goals of recharge area protection are to 1) ensure that areas
suitable for recharge continue to be capable of adequate recharge rather than covered by urban
infrastructure, such as buildings and roads; and, 2) prevent pollutants from entering groundwater
in order to avoid expensive treatment that may be needed prior to potable, agricultural, or
industrial beneficial uses. There are currently no areas within the Greater Monterey County
IRWM region that are specifically designated as “recharge protection areas,” though most of the
Salinas Valley, which sits atop the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin, could be considered areas
of natural recharge. Certain sub-basins of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin are more
permeable than others, and the land areas that overlie those basins may be considered candidates
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in the future for recharge protection. The Storm Water Resource Plan for the Greater Monterey
County region, currently under development, will help inform the RWMG of the best geographic
areas for groundwater recharge, and will identify projects to make use of those opportunities. In
the meantime, many agencies, organizations, farmers and ranchers in the region employ non-
point source pollution management practices that, in effect, help protect groundwater recharge
areas by preventing or reducing pollutants and nutrients in urban and agricultural runoff from
seeping into the groundwater basin.

* Sediment Management: Sediment and sediment movement is an important function of the
watershed contributing to many positive outcomes, such as beach restoration and renewal of
wetlands and stream habitat. Flood deposits of fine-grained sediment into floodplains are the
source of the Salinas Valley’s rich farmland. However, the potential impacts of excessive
sediment are many, and include (among other things) degraded surface water quality and wildlife
habitat, barriers to navigation, and reduced storage capacity in reservoirs, which affects flood
protection and water supply. In addition, pollutants may be absorbed onto fine-grained sediments,
potentially impairing water quality and aquatic life if they are remobilized.

Sediment management is critical for the entire watershed, beginning with the headwaters and
continuing into the coastal shores. Sediment can be managed in three ways: 1) Source
management involves preventing soil loss from land use activities that may, without proper
management, cause erosion. 2) Sediment transport management involves managing the speed and
flow of the sediment conveyance and the natural or built structures to achieve a properly
distributed balance of sediment types in the habitat. 3) Sediment deposition management aims to
achieve optimum benefits from sediment deposits, and prevent and mitigate negative impacts.

Many agencies, organizations, and individuals throughout the Greater Monterey County region —
from growers, to natural resource managers, to water supply managers — regularly engage in
sediment management activities. Sediment management is and will continue to be a critical
resource management strategy for the region.

* Watershed Management: Watershed management is the process of creating and implementing
plans, programs, projects and activities to restore, sustain and enhance watershed functions.
Ensuring healthy ecosystems and properly functioning watersheds is important not only for
wildlife and sensitive plant species, but for maintaining good water quality, a safe water supply,
and flood management. Enhancing watershed function will also help mitigate and increase
resiliency to future impacts of climate change.

Several watershed management plans and restoration plans have been developed within the
Greater Monterey County region: the Big Sur River Watershed Management Plan (January 2015),
the San Antonio and Nacimiento Rivers Watershed Management Plan (October 2008), the
Garrapata Creek Watershed Assessment and Restoration Plan (July 2006), the Reclamation Ditch
Watershed Assessment and Management Strategy (2005, this includes the watersheds of
Tembladero Slough, Merritt Lake, Santa Rita Creek, Espinosa Lake, Gabilan Creek, Natividad
Creek, Alisal Slough, and Alisal Creek), Moro Cojo Slough Management and Enhancement Plan
(February 1996), Northern Salinas Valley Watershed Restoration Plan (January 1997), Elkhorn
Slough Watershed Conservation Plan (August 1999), and the Elkhorn Slough Wetland
Management Plan (December 1989).

Improve Flood Management:

* Flood Management: Flood management aims to maximize the benefits of floodplains, and
minimize the loss of life and damage to property from flooding. Proper flood management
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recognizes the benefits to ecosystems from periodic flood events. The MCWRA is the primary
flood management agency in Monterey County. Monterey County participates in the National
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and has been a voluntary participant in the Community Rating
System (CRS) since 1991. The CRS recognizes and encourages community floodplain
management activities that exceed NFIP standards, and allows for reduced flood insurance
premium rates based on the implementation of activities “over and above” that reduce flood risk.
Flood risk management includes both structural approaches and land use management
approaches. Structural approaches in the Greater Monterey County region include the San
Antonio and Nacimiento dams and reservoirs (constructed in 1957 and 1967, respectively) and a
well-coordinated Emergency Action Plan, including an automated alert system. Land use
management approaches include floodplain function restoration, floodplain regulation,
development and redevelopment policies, and housing and building codes. Monterey County is
highly proactive in flood risk management, though significant potential still exists to enhance
natural floodplain function within the region.

People and Water:

Economic Incentives (Loans, Grants, and Water Pricing): Economic incentives include
financial assistance, water pricing, and water market policies intended to influence water
management. Examples of economic incentives include water rates and rate structures, free
services, rebates, and the use of tax revenues to partially fund water services. As opposed to
incentives, fines are a type of economic disincentive that can be used to discourage undesirable
water user behavior. Economic incentives, such as plumbing retrofits, washing machine rebates,
and residential ultra low-flush toilet replacement programs, have been used and continue to be
used at different times by water suppliers in the region. This strategy is a particularly good option
for encouraging urban water use efficiency and for assisting disadvantaged communities in
attaining water services, facilities, and appurtenances.

Outreach, Engagement, and Education: Public education is considered such an important tool
that it is included as an objective in six out of the seven goal categories in the region’s goals and
objectives (“promoting public education” appears as an objective for water supply, water quality,
flood protection and floodplain management, regional communication and cooperation,
disadvantaged communities, and climate change). Many local agencies and organizations sponsor
public education and outreach programs to educate citizens about such issues as water
conservation, nonpoint source pollution prevention, and the importance of healthy watersheds.
Public outreach and engagement involves community members in decision-making and can also
help garner community support for projects.

The Greater Monterey County RWMG engages in extensive outreach and engagement with
disadvantaged communities in the region to support improved drinking water and wastewater
management. The need for outreach and education will become all the more critical throughout
the region as new data and information become available regarding climate change. Supporting
education, outreach, and engagement efforts is considered one of the higher priorities for the
region.

Water and Culture: “Water and Culture” is a new resource management strategy as of the 2013
Update of the California Water Plan, and presents the emerging thinking of the State and other
stakeholders regarding the importance of linking cultural considerations to water management.
Increasing the awareness of how cultural values, uses, and practices are affected by water
management, as well as how they affect water management, will help inform policies and
decisions. “Culture” in this context includes mindsets, spirituality, lifeways (including, for
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Other:

example, fishing towns and villages, ranching and agricultural communities, the surfing and
beach culture, the environmental movement), creation stories, livelihoods, personal and
community histories, and artistic and other practices that represent the diversity of California’s
social fabric. Cultural practices and perspectives may result in special management needs. For
example, a food supply based on subsistence fishing may expose a community to high levels of
contaminants. In addition to ensuring compliance with relevant legal mandates to consider culture
(for example, consultation with Native American Tribes), the consideration of culture and cultural
activities can help frame and ensure sustainable management decisions. The Greater Monterey
County RWMG recognizes the importance of cultural values and practices in regard to water
resource management, and supports the consideration of “culture” to the extent practicable in
water resource decision-making.

Water-Dependent Recreation: Providing for water-dependent recreation in water projects is
part of California law and also part of the Public Trust Doctrine (California State Lands
Commission). Demand for water-dependent recreation opportunities in California is so great that
it exceeds the capacity of the current infrastructure. As a result, many of these facilities are
overused, jeopardizing natural and cultural resources and degrading the recreational experience.
This is evident in Big Sur, where, for example, visitor use in some of the State Parks has resulted
in litter and trampling in sensitive wilderness or riparian areas. By incorporating planning for
water-dependent recreation activities in water projects, water managers play a critical role in
ensuring that residents and visitors are able to enjoy water-dependent activities today and into the
future.

Water managers in the region do encourage water-related recreation, for example at Nacimiento
and San Antonio reservoirs where thousands of local residents and visitors each year enjoy
boating, fishing, camping, swimming, picnicking, and hiking. However, the MCWRA staff must
balance water supply and water quality needs with recreational opportunities (for example,
allowing recreational boating in the reservoirs while protecting the water supply against the non-
native, highly invasive zebra and Quagga mussels), just as the State Parks staff must balance
recreation in the forests and on the beaches with maintaining good water quality, healthy habitat,
and natural stream functioning. Through implementation of the IRWM Plan, the RWMG intends
to actively encourage opportunities for recreation while protecting water supply, water quality,
healthy ecosystems, and the property rights of landowners.

Dewvaporation or Atmospheric Pressure Desalination: Dewvaporation is a specific process of
humidification-dehumidification desalination. Brackish water is evaporated by heated air, which
deposits fresh water as dew on the opposite side of a heat transfer wall. The energy needed for
evaporation is supplied by the energy released from dew formation. Heat sources can be
combustible fuel, solar or waste heat. The technology of dewvaporation is still being developed,
and thus far the basic laboratory test unit is capable of producing up to 150 gallons per day. The
technology for dewvaporation is still too new to be of significant value for the Greater Monterey
County region, but the RWMG remains open to its potential use as a resource management tool in
the future.

Fog Collection: There has been some interest in fog collection for domestic water supply in some
of the dry areas of the world near the ocean where fog is frequent. Some experimental projects
have been built in Chile, including the El Tofo project which yielded about 10,600 liters per day
from about 3,500 square meters of collection net (i.e., about 3 liters per day per square meter of
net). Because of its relatively small production, fog collection is limited to producing domestic
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water where little other viable water sources are available. Monterey County’s coastal location is
ideally suited for fog collection; however, as long as other viable water sources exist, fog
collection will be considered a low-priority strategy for the region. However, like dewvaporation,
the RWMG remains open to its potential use as a resource management tool in the future.

= Rainfed Agriculture: Rainfed agriculture is when all crop consumptive water use is provided
directly by rainfall on a real time basis. Rainfed agriculture has both water supply and water
quality benefits. Land that is tilled and left fallow after harvest can cause the soil surface to seal
with the first and second rainfall and increase runoff and erosion; planting more acreage for
production of winter crops will reduce runoff flowing into the surface water systems and to ocean
outflows. Improved tillage practices, no-till or minimum-till, may also improve water infiltration
into soil root zone, thus increasing soil-water storage and could contribute to water supply by
eliminating the first seasonal irrigation. Although the RWMG accepts this strategy as a viable,
potential resource management tool, it is realistically of limited value to farmers and ranchers in
the region, given rain patterns and the types of crops that are prevalent. However, the RWMG
will continue to consider this strategy as a potential tool for the region.

The following additional resource management strategies, which were not in the California Water Plan
Update 2013, were also selected by the RWMG to help implement the objectives in the IRWM Plan:

Practice Resource Stewardship:

* Environmental and Habitat Protection and Improvement: The RWMG chose to add
“environmental and habitat protection and improvement” as a complementary strategy to
“ecosystem restoration,” with the intention of not just restoring but also protecting and improving
habitats and natural resources where possible. As noted earlier, this work is already being carried
out by numerous organizations and agencies, as well as by many farmers, ranchers, and other
private landowners in the region. The rationale for including it as a resource management strategy
is to emphasize the RWMG’s commitment to implementing projects through the IRWM Plan that
not only improve water supply, water quality, and flood management, but that also protect,
improve, and restore the region’s environmental resources, as reflected in the region’s goals and
objectives.

=  Wetlands Enhancement and Creation: Studies have reported loss rates of up to 90 percent of
wetlands in California (Dahl and Johnson 1991), with some wetland types, including coastal
wetlands, riparian areas, and vernal pools, experiencing a disproportionately higher rate of loss
than others. In the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, the reclamation of wetlands for
agricultural use over the past century has significantly reduced wetland cover. The Salinas
Reclamation Ditch, completed in 1920, drained a series of seven shallow lakes in the northern
Salinas River watershed, between Salinas and Castroville, in order to increase the acreage of
productive agricultural lands. A proposal exists to convert one of those drained lakes, Carr Lake,
into a regional multi-use flood control basin and park, which would include re-created wetland
areas and enhanced riparian corridors. Benefits of the project would include water quality
improvements, stormwater capture and detention, increased and enhanced wildlife habitat, flood
control benefits for downstream agricultural and community lands, and open space and
recreation. In 2017, the Big Sur Land Trust purchased a 73-acre parcel within the 480-acre Carr
Lake with the seed of this larger vision in mind.

Another area with great potential for the creation of new wetlands in the Greater Monterey
County region is in the lower Salinas River watershed, along the Monterey Bay from Elkhorn
Slough to the Salinas River mouth, addressing the loss of coastal wetlands in the region. The
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Greater Monterey County RWMG has opted to include “wetlands enhancement and creation” as a
separate resource management strategy to complement “ecosystem restoration” due to the special
importance of wetlands in this region.

Increase Water Supply:

Storm Water Capture and Management: Storm water refers to all runoff produced by rainfall
events. The vast amount of impermeable surfaces in urban areas not only prevents storm water
from seeping into the ground and replenishing the groundwater supply like it does in more natural
landscapes, but it accelerates flow patterns, causing potential flooding downstream or overflows
at water treatment plants, and introduces harmful chemicals and pollutants that then get carried
into the watershed environment and coastal waters. The traditional approach to runoff
management views urban runoff as a flood management problem in which water needs to be
conveyed as quickly as possible from urban areas to waterways in order to protect public safety
and property. Consequently, precipitation-induced runoff in urban areas has been viewed as
waste, and not a resource.

Recently there has been significant interest in storm water capture and management by water
resource managers in the region. Storm water can be captured and allowed to filter into the
ground or injected directly into the aquifers, either with or without treatment; or alternatively, it
can be recycled along with wastewater and used for such purposes as agricultural or landscape
irrigation. As noted above, the Greater Monterey County RWMG is in the process of developing
a Storm Water Resource Plan for the IRWM region, which will consider opportunities for
capturing stormwater for beneficial water supply use. The Storm Water Resource Plan will
identify opportunities and encourage the implementation of storm water projects throughout the
region.

Improve Water Quality:

Water and Wastewater Treatment: Water and wastewater treatment as a supply option,
through groundwater recharge and/or other means, is an important resource management strategy
that holds much potential for the Greater Monterey County IRWM planning area. This potentially
includes integration of agricultural and domestic wastewater into the water supply equation.

The Monterey Peninsula Water Management District and MRWPCA are partnering to implement
a project called “Pure Water Monterey,” which will use treated wastewater to offset use of
existing water supplies in the Salinas and Carmel Valleys. Pure Water Monterey will recycle
municipal wastewater and other source waters diverted into the MRWPCA’s regional collection
system after treatment by the existing primary and secondary treatment system at the Regional
Treatment Plant (RTP). After secondary treatment, the existing municipal wastewater and new
source waters will be treated further when demand exists, or will be discharged to the existing
MRWPCA ocean outfall. If the treated effluent is to be recycled, it will be treated further by
either: (1) the Salinas Valley Reclamation Project tertiary treatment plant at the RTP prior to
distribution to the Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project for agricultural irrigation demands; or
(2) a new advanced water purification facility (AWPF) that includes ozone pre-treatment,
membrane filtration, reverse osmosis, and oxidation with ultra violet light and hydrogen peroxide.
The resulting purified recycled water from the AWPF will then be stabilized to minimize its
corrosivity (pH-adjustment/mineral addition) and conveyed to the aquifer recharge area in the
Seaside Groundwater Basin. It will be recharged in the upper “vadose” zone of the groundwater
basin or injected deeper into the aquifer. There, the purified recycled water will mix with
established groundwater for later extraction (at minimum, six months later, but typically more
than one year later). Due to use of the groundwater basin as an “environmental buffer,” the
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project is considered an indirect potable reuse project and meets the requirements of the State of
California’s Groundwater Replenishment with Recycled Water regulations (California Code of
Regulations, Title 22, Sections 60301 and 60320).

People and Water:

Regional Cooperation: Regional communication and cooperation is included as a goal of the
IRWM Plan, and is recognized as one of the “foundational” resource management strategies
chosen for the region. Cooperation between water management entities and other stakeholders in
the region is absolutely necessary if integrated regional water management is to be achieved.
Cooperation forms the foundation for collaboration and allows for the possibility of true problem
solving. The 18 entities that form the Greater Monterey County RWMG have developed a
process and framework for IRWM planning that is meant to encourage cooperation,
communication, and collaboration and to facilitate an open, region-wide conversation with all
stakeholders about water resource management in the Greater Monterey County region as well as
in the broader Central Coast region.

Recreation and Public Access: This strategy is a complement to the “water-dependent
recreation” strategy noted above. It is included as a separate resource management strategy in
order to emphasize the RWMG’s commitment to providing opportunities for recreation and
public access through the implementation of IRWM Plan projects, where appropriate and while
respecting the rights of private property owners. This strategy is reflected in the region’s goals
and objectives as part of both the environmental and flood management objectives.

Improve Operational Efficiency and Transfers:

Other:

Infrastructure Reliability: The RWMG chose to include this as a resource management strategy
in order to recognize the importance of maintaining and upgrading infrastructure for water
supply, treatment, and distribution, wastewater collection, treatment, and disposal, and recycled
water treatment and distribution. Infrastructure improvements are continually needed as facilities
age, demands on their use increase (due to population growth, degraded water quality, or
increased water quality standards), and new technologies are introduced.

Monitoring and Research: Monitoring and research are recognized by the RWMG as crucial to
ensuring effective water resource management. Monitoring is considered so important that it is
included as a “Guiding Principle” in the IRWM Plan. Support for research and monitoring is also
included as specific objectives in the water supply, water quality, flood protection and floodplain
management, environment, and climate change goal categories. Research enables local water
resource managers to understand the causes of problems and to develop and implement
management measures to address those problems. Monitoring helps managers gauge the
effectiveness of those management measures as well as the various projects implemented through
the IRWM Plan. Monitoring and research provide the scientific foundation needed for objective
decision-making and help guide the implementation of effective management practices
throughout the region, and as such, are considered primary tools for integrated regional water
management in the Greater Monterey County region.

The strategies listed below from the California Water Plan Update 2013 were considered but were not
chosen for inclusion in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Plan. The reason for omitting each of these
strategies is as follows:
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* Conveyance—Delta: Not applicable in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region.
= Surface Storage—-CALFED: Not applicable in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region.

=  Crop Idling for Water Transfers: There is no financial incentive for growers to employ this
strategy in Monterey County (like there might be in the Central Valley).

* Irrigation Land Retirement: Like the preceding strategy, there is no financial incentive for
growers to employ this strategy in Monterey County (like there might be in the Central Valley).
Also, this strategy would meet with great resistance from the agricultural community.

= Snow Fences: Not applicable in the Greater Monterey County IRWM region.

* Waterbag Transport/Storage Technology: The RWMG did not consider this to be an
appropriate option. Also, this strategy would meet with great resistance from stakeholders in the
region.

E.2 HOW RESOURCE MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES ARE IMPLEMENTED IN THE PLAN

Projects chosen for inclusion in the IRWM Plan represent a broad mix of the resource management
strategies listed above. The RWMG encourages stakeholders to develop projects that employ a diverse
mix of resource management strategies by offering additional points to projects that demonstrate such
diversity as part of the project ranking process. In future IRWM Plan project solicitations, projects will
continue to be proactively sought to ensure a diverse mix of resource management strategies for the
region’s water management portfolio. A strong diversification of resource management strategies will not
only ensure robust solutions to current water management issues but will provide resiliency to help the
region deal with uncertain future circumstances.

The table on the following pages demonstrates how projects included in the IRWM Plan (out of 38
projects total) will implement resource management strategies. The resource management strategies most
widely used include:

=  Environmental and Habitat Protection and Improvement: 35 projects

= Regional Cooperation: 33 projects

»  Watershed Management/Planning: 32 projects

*  Qutreach, Engagement, and Education: 31 projects

= Monitoring and Research: 31 projects

= Pollution Prevention: 26 projects

» Sediment Management: 23 projects

The resource management strategies least often used by projects in the IRWM Plan include:
* Dewvaporation or Atmospheric Pressure Desalination: 0 projects
=  Fog Collection: 0 projects
= Precipitation Enhancement: 0 projects
= Rainfed Agriculture: 0 projects
» Desalination: 1 project
= Forest Management: 1 project

For this region it makes sense that Dewvaporation, Fog Collection, Precipitation Enhancement, and
Rainfed Agriculture are seldom-used strategies for water resource projects. However, Forest Management
is a resource management strategy that the RWMG will seek for future project solicitations, and
Desalination is currently being considered for significantly broader use in the region.
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How 2016 IRWM Plan Pro

Table E-1

Resource Management Strategies/

Projects

Big Sur Land Trust and City of

Salinas: Carr Lake Riparian Habitat

Restoration Plan

California State Parks: Big Sur River
Steelhead Enhancement Project

Castroville Community Services

District: Well 2B Treatment Project
Central Coast Wetlands Group:

Coastal Wetland Erosion Control and

Dune Restoration

Development and Evaluation of

Central Coast Wetlands Group:
Climate Change Response

Strategies in the Elkhorn Slough,

Gabilan and Salinas River

Watersheds

Central Coast Wetlands Group:

Ecosystem Condition Profile for the
Lower Salinas River Watershed
using Level 1-2-3 Framework

Central Coast Wetlands Group,
MBNMS, Monterey Bay Aquarium
Research Institute, Elkhorn Slough
Reserve: Expansion of a Coastal
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Enhancement Plan — Restoration of

Implementation of the Moro Cojo
the Upper Slough

System to support the Greater
Slough Management and

Monterey IRWMP
Central Coast Wetlands Group:

Northern Gabilan Mountain
Watershed Management Project

Confluence Water Monitoring

City of Salinas: Integrated Industrial

Water Quality Enhancement of the
Wastewater Conveyance and

Central Coast Wetlands Group:
Central Coast Wetlands Group:
Study of Environmental Services
from Nutrient Reducing BMPs
Central Coast Wetlands Group:
Tembladero Slough Phase I
Central Coast Wetlands Group:
Tembladero Restoration and
Castroville Community Public
Treatment Facility Improvements

Access
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Resource Management Strategies/

Projects
City of Salinas and MRWPCA:

Stormwater Diversion

Implementation and Water Supply
City of Soledad: Multi-benefit Storm

Water Projects

City of Soledad: Water

Recycling/Reclamation Distribution

System

City of Soledad: Soledad Recycled

Water Project

Ecology Action: Monterey Bay Green
Gardener Training & Certification

Program

Ecology Action: Drought Response:
Achieving Water Demand Reduction
and LID BMP Implementation

through Expanded Incentive

Programs

Elkhorn Slough Foundation:

Integrated Restoration — Beneficial

Reuse of Sediment to Restore Tidal
Marsh and Agricultural Stormwater
Treatment by a Native Grassland

Buffer
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Resource Management Strategies/

Projects

Elkhorn Slough Foundation:

Ridgeline to Tideline — Water

Resource Conservation in Elkhorn

Slough

Marina Coast Water District:

Recycled Water Element of the

Regional Urban Water Augmentation

Project (RUWAP)

Monterey Bay Sanctuary

Foundation: Making Monitoring

Count

Monterey Bay Sanctuary

Foundation: Watershed Approach to

Water Solutions

Monterey County Redevelopment &

Housing Office: Well Replacement
and Pipeline — San Lucas Water

District

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Aquatic Invasive Species

Inspection Project

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Coastal Dedicated

Monitoring Well Drilling
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Resource Management Strategies/

Projects

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Dedicated Monitoring Well

Expansion Project

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Granite Ridge Regional

Water Supply Project

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Ground Water Conservation

and Extraction Monitoring Expansion

Project

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Nacimiento Dam Low Level

Outlet Works Rehabilitation

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Salinas River Flood Risk

Reduction and Habitat Improvement

Project

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Salinas Valley Water

Project, Phase I

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: San Antonio Dam Butterfly

Valve Project

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Water Supply Reliability

Project
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Resource Management Strategies/

Projects

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Salinas River Fisheries

Enhancement Project

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Salinas River Flood Risk

Reduction Project

Monterey County Water Resources
Agency: Test Well for Regional

Desalination Project — Slant Well

Monterey Regional Water Pollution
Control Agency: Blanco Drain

Diversion to MRWPCA Regional

Treatment Plant

Monterey Regional Water Pollution

Control Agency: Stormwater Return

Facilities from the Salinas Industrial
Wastewater Facility to the MRWPCA

Salinas Pump Station

Nacimiento Regional Water

Management Advisory Committee:
Interlake Tunnel between Lake

Nacimiento and Lake San Antonio

Pajaro/Sunny Mesa Community
Services District: Springfield Water

System
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Monterey County: Monterey County

Farm Water Quality Assistance

Program
Corporation: Greater Monterey Bay

Resource Conservation District of
Monterey County: Livestock and
Resource Conservation District of
Resource Conservation District of
Monterey County: Salinas River
Watershed Invasive Non-native Plant
Control and Restoration Program
Rural Community Assistance
Disadvantaged Community
Wastewater Management Pilot
Disadvantaged Community Water
Quality and Conservation Program

Land
Protection Program — Annual

Coastal Cleanup Day in Monterey

County

Program
San Jerardo Cooperative:

San Jerardo Cooperative: San

Jerardo Wastewater Project
Save Our Shores: Watershed
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Resource Management Strategies/

Projects

The Nature Conservancy: Salinas
Multi-Benefit Floodplain

Management

UC Davis Marine Pollution Studies
Lab: Evaluation of Potential for

Stormwater Toxicity Reduction by
Low Impact Development (LID)

Treatment Systems

Number of Projects that

Implement Resource Management

Strategies

Projects highlighted in green: These projects were funded and implemented through Proposition 84 Implementation IRWM Grant funds (Round 1), or in the case of the MRWPCA

project, through Proposition 1 Storm Water Implementation Grant funds (Round 1).
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E.3 RESOURCE MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES AND CLIMATE CHANGE

The RWMG has selected resource management strategies based primarily on IRWM Plan goals and
objectives. Climate change adaptation and mitigation is one of the seven goals of the Plan, and as such,
was explicitly factored in to the RWMG’s selection of resource management strategies.

The RWMG supports and encourages the implementation of so-called “no regret” adaptations to general
effects of climate change. Such adaptations are those that make sense in light of the current water
management context for the region and also help in terms of effects of climate change. Examples of “no
regret” strategies include increasing water use efficiency, practicing integrated flood management, and
enhancing natural ecosystems. Several of the resource management strategies chosen by the RWMG may
be considered “no regret” strategies, and include both climate change adaptation strategies (e.g.,
dewvaporation and fog collection) and mitigation strategies (e.g., strategies that decrease GHG emissions,
such as water use efficiency strategies). These include strategies that:

Increase water supply through water use efficiency:
»  Agricultural Water Use Efficiency
= Urban Water Use Efficiency

Increase water supply by developing “new” sources of water:
*  Municipal Recycled Water
* Desalination
»  Dewvaporation or Atmospheric Pressure Desalination
=  Fog Collection
= Rainfed Agriculture

Increase (or maintain) water supply by protecting and replenishing groundwater:
= Stormwater Capture and Management
*  Pollution Prevention
= Salt and Salinity Management
= Recharge Area Protection
* Groundwater Remediation/Aquifer Remediation
»  Agricultural Lands Stewardship

Encourage integrated flood management:
* Flood Management

Encourage the protection and enhancement of natural systems:
= Ecosystem Restoration
= Forest Management
»  Watershed Management/Planning
=  Environmental and Habitat Protection and Improvement
»  Wetlands Enhancement and Creation

Encourage collaboration in order to understand and address the impacts of climate change:
* Land Use Planning and Management
= Regional Cooperation
*  Monitoring and Research
*  Qutreach, Engagement, and Education

The Climate Change chapter of this IRWM Plan (Section R) presents an in-depth overview of climate
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change and its expected consequences for the Greater Monterey County region. The chapter includes a
vulnerability analysis and an adaptation strategy based on the results of climate change risk assessments
conducted by the Central Coast Wetlands Group at Moss Landing Marine Laboratories (CCWQG) — in
partnership with a Climate Task Force comprised of local scientists, land use managers, water resource
managers, and coastal policy experts — on behalf of the RWMG. The following climate risks were
identified as being top priority for the RWMG and other water managers in the Greater Monterey County
IRWM region:

»  Decreased water supply due to changes in precipitation, more frequent and severe droughts,
increased surface and groundwater consumption, and increased seawater intrusion (due to sea
level rise affecting coastal aquifers). Note, water infrastructure (wastewater and recycled water),
which provides a significant secondary water supply to agriculture within the lower Salinas
Valley, is vulnerable to sea level rise and storm impacts. Climate hazards may jeopardize this
infrastructure, resulting in potential loss to future water supply resiliency.

» Increased flooding and erosion of creeks and rivers due to more intense storm events (higher
river flow rates), and overburdening of conveyance systems, levees, and culverts.

= Coastal inundation of urban development and other land uses, and impacts to river and
wetland ecosystems due to changes in rainfall patterns, storm intensity, storm surges (due to
increased storm intensity) and sea level rise.

The Climate Change chapter provides an initial evaluation of adaptation options that can be implemented
by IRWM partners to increase local water resource resiliency. Adaptation and response strategies are
listed in Table R-7 beginning on p. R-37 of that chapter. The recommended adaptation and response
strategies address, among other things, impacts of sea level rise on coastal resources and coastal
groundwater basins, impacts to water supply due to changes in rainfall, and the potential for increased
flooding due to higher storm flow events. Adaptation and response strategies include, for example:

= Prepare a regional sea level rise adaptation strategy

= Manage watersheds, habitat, and vulnerable species

* Implement adaptation strategies to conserve California's biodiversity

» Habitat/ecosystem monitoring and adaptive management

* Implement water conservation and supply management efforts

* Integrate land use and climate adaptation planning

= Support essential data collection and information sharing

= State recommendations suggest no new critical facilities be built within the 200-year flood plain
* Provide guidance on protecting critical coastal ecosystems and development

* Promote community resilience to reduce vulnerabilities

» Educate, empower, and engage citizens regarding risks and adaptation

The resource management strategies selected by the RWMG for this Plan, in particular the “no regret”
strategies listed above, are consistent with and will help carry out these adaptation and response
recommendations for addressing climate change impacts.

In addition to addressing climate change impacts, the IRWM Plan supports GHG emissions reduction and
climate change mitigation activities, as reflected in the following IRWM Plan objectives:

= Support efforts to research alternative energy and to diversify energy sources appropriate for the
region, and consider options for using renewable energy where such options are integrally tied to
supporting IRWM Plan objectives.
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= Seek long-term solutions to reduce energy consumption, especially the energy embedded in water
use, with a goal to reducing greenhouse gas emissions.

= Support research and/or implementation of land-based efforts such as carbon-sequestration on
working lands and wildlands in the Greater Monterey County region.

* In considering ways to address IRWM Plan objectives and implement the Plan, consider where
practical the strategies adopted by California Air Resources Board (CARB) in its AB 32 Scoping
Plan.

The “Land Use Planning and Management” resource management strategy addresses these objectives.
The strategy calls for more sustainable land use practices, including land use decision-making that aims to
both reduce and mitigate the potential impacts of climate change, e.g., learning how to reduce GHG
emissions through energy efficient and more sustainable development practices.

The Climate Change chapter of this IRWM Plan provides an in-depth discussion regarding climate
change mitigation and GHG emissions reduction. A full GHG emissions reduction strategy for the region
is currently under development by Monterey County to meet State mandates (AB 32, CEQA). The
Monterey County Climate Action Plan is expected to take aim at reducing emissions to state-mandated
levels, including a 15 percent reduction from 2005 levels by 2020 and an 80 percent reduction by 2050.
The community-wide plan, which is required by the 2010 county general plan, will also target emissions
from major commercial and industrial uses, agricultural production, transportation, residential and more.
While that plan is being developed, several key strategies and actions are recommended in Section R.8.1,
“GHG Reduction Strategies,” for project proponents, water resource managers, land use managers, and
other stakeholders in the region based on strategies listed in the Climate Change Handbook for Regional
Water Planning (US EPA Region 9 and DWR 2011). The recommended GHG reduction and climate
mitigation actions will be further evaluated by the RWMG, with substantial input from the Climate Task
Force, to define possible next steps, responsible entities, and funding resources.
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Section F: Project Review Process

The projects included in this IRWM Plan are meant to implement the Plan and achieve Plan objectives.
All projects submitted for inclusion in the IRWM Plan must undergo a review process. The IRWM Grant
Program Guidelines require that certain factors be used in the review process. These factors include (per
the 2016 Proposition 1 IRWM Program Guidelines):

a How the project contributes to IRWM Plan objectives

a How the project is related to resource management strategies selected for use in the IRWM Plan

0 Technical feasibility of the project

O Special benefits to critical disadvantaged community water issues

O Special benefits to critical water issues for Native American Tribal communities (Note: While
members of the Ohlone Costanoan Esselen Tribal Nation inhabit the region, there are no federally
recognized Tribes or California Tribal Trust Lands within the region.)

(]

Environmental justice considerations

o Project costs and financing

(]

Economic feasibility, including water quality and water supply benefits and other expected
benefits and costs

Project status
Strategic considerations for IRWM Plan implementation
Contribution of the project in adapting to the effects of climate change in the region

00 0 0O

Contribution of the project in reducing greenhouse gas emissions as compared to project
alternatives

0 Whether the project proponent has adopted or will adopt the IRWM Plan

With each new project solicitation for the IRWM Plan, a Project Review Committee, comprised of
Regional Water Management Group (RWMG) members, is convened to review each of the projects. The
committee: 1) ensures that projects meet “minimum standards” for inclusion in the Plan, 2) seeks
opportunities for integration, and 3) prioritizes the projects according to how well they meet the IRWM
Plan objectives, as well as how well they meet certain objectives and priorities of the IRWM Grant
Program. The result of this process is a ranked Project List, vetted and approved by the RWMG. All
projects on the Project List are eligible for IRWM grant funds.

The project review process has undergone several changes since the IRWM Plan was first adopted in
April 2013. In 2017, as part of a plan update to ensure compliance with the 2016 Proposition 1 IRWM
Grant Program requirements, the project review process was significantly revised. The revised process
attempts to make it easier for project proponents to submit projects to the IRWM Plan, while ensuring the
RWMG will be provided the information it needs to decide which projects to put forward in an IRWM
application. The following sections describe the project review process as approved by vote of the
RWMG at a regularly scheduled RWMG meeting in July 2017.

F.1 PROCEDURES FOR SUBMITTING A PROJECT FOR INCLUSION IN THE IRWM PLAN
Projects are solicited from stakeholders for inclusion in the IRWM Plan typically once every year or

every other year, depending on the IRWM Grant Program cycle. Project solicitations for the IRWM Plan
are planned to anticipate the IRWM Implementation Grant Program schedule, in order to ensure that the
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Project List included in the Plan is as current as possible prior to an IRWM Implementation Grant
solicitation.

Both implementation projects and concept proposals are accepted. Concept proposals are accepted for
several reasons: to encourage stakeholders to come up with new projects that will address IRWM Plan
objectives; to enable all water resource managers and planners in the region to see what ideas are “out
there”; and to help project proponents bring their concept proposals to implementation by providing
information for alternative funding sources. The submission of concept proposals is also encouraged to
enhance project integration, enabling certain concept proposals (or components thereof) to be “added on”
to an existing implementation project. This may not only provide multiple benefits to the existing
implementation project but may help that concept proposal get implemented. One example of this is a
concept proposal submitted by The Return of the Natives at California State University Monterey Bay
(CSUMB) to add native plant restoration to any implementation project, as appropriate. Note that concept
proposals are not ranked along with the implementation projects, and are not eligible for submission to
the State for IRWM grant funding.

An email notification is sent to all stakeholders announcing each new project solicitation for the IRWM
Plan approximately two months prior to the expected release of an IRWM Implementation Grant
application solicitation (called a “Proposal Solicitation Package,” or PSP) from the Department of Water
Resources (DWR). Application forms for implementation projects and concept proposals are forwarded
with the email and are also available on the Greater Monterey County IRWM website (in both English
and Spanish; see Appendix F1 for an example of the application forms). Public workshops to explain the
project submission process and to answer any questions may be conducted around the time the project
solicitation is announced. In 2010, for example, three public workshops were held at different times of
day and in different locations (Salinas, Big Sur, and King City, with Spanish language translation
available at the latter workshop). In 2011, two public workshops were held, in Salinas and King City. In
2017, as stakeholders have become more familiar with the process, just one workshop was held in
Salinas.

F.2 PROCEDURES FOR REVIEW OF PROJECTS TO IMPLEMENT THE IRWM PLAN
F.2.1 Initial Project Review

The first step in the project review process is ensuring that projects (including concept proposals) meet
the minimum standards to be included in the IRWM Plan. Minimum standards consist of the following:

1. The project must be located within the boundaries of the Greater Monterey County IRWM region, or
otherwise directly benefit the region.'

2. The project must be an “eligible project” per Proposition 1 IRWM Grant Program Guidelines.
Projects may include, but are not limited to, the following elements (Water Code §79743 (a —j)):
»  Water reuse and recycling for non-potable reuse and direct and indirect potable reuse
= Water-use efficiency and water conservation
= Local and regional surface and underground water storage, including groundwater aquifer
cleanup or recharge projects
= Regional water conveyance facilities that improve integration of separate water systems

' An example of eligible projects located outside of the Greater Monterey County IRWM regional boundaries is
projects located at Lake Nacimiento and along the Nacimiento River from the reservoir to the Salinas River. The
Nacimiento reservoir is located in San Luis Obispo County, but is owned and operated by the Monterey County
Water Resources Agency, and is an important water supply and groundwater recharge source for the region.
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=  Watershed protection, restoration, and management projects, including projects that reduce the
risk of wildfire or improve water supply reliability
= Stormwater resource management, including, but not limited to, the following:
e Projects to reduce, manage, treat, or capture rainwater or stormwater
e Projects that provide multiple benefits such as water quality, water supply, flood control, or
open space
e Decision support tools that evaluate the benefits and costs of multi-benefit stormwater
projects
e Projects to implement a stormwater resource plan developed in accordance with Part 2.3
(commencing with Section 10560) of Division 6 including Water Code §10562 (b)(7)
= Conjunctive use of surface and groundwater storage facilities
= Water desalination projects
= Decision support tools to model regional water management strategies to account for climate
change and other changes in regional demand and supply projections
* Improvement of water quality, including drinking water treatment and distribution, groundwater
and aquifer remediation, matching water quality to water use, wastewater treatment, water
pollution prevention, and management of urban and agricultural runoff
= Regional projects or programs as defined by the IRWM Planning Act (Water Code §10537)

According to Proposition 1 IRWM Program Guidelines, eligible projects must also:

»  Provide multiple benefits

*  Advance the purpose of Proposition 1 Chapter 7, Regional Water Security, Climate, and Drought
Preparedness (Water Code §79707 (c) and §79740), which are, as follows:
e Assist water infrastructure systems adapt to climate change
e Provide incentives for water agencies throughout each watershed to collaborate in managing

the region’s water resources and setting regional priorities for water infrastructure

* Be consistent with Division 7, commencing with Section 13000 of the Water Code (Water
Quality) and Section 13100 of the Government Code (Infrastructure Plan)

=  Promote State planning priorities and sustainable community strategies, consistent with
Government Code §65041.1 and §65080 (Water Code §79707 (1))

»  Wherever possible, preserve California’s working agricultural and forested landscapes (Water
Code §79707 (j))

3. The project must address IRWM Plan objectives.

After projects are reviewed for minimum standards, the Project Review Committee conducts a more
thorough review to identify potential problems or conflicts (either with IRWM Plan objectives or with
other projects), to identify possibilities for integration with other projects, and finally, to assess each
project according to the project ranking criteria (see below). In addition, all projects, including concept
proposals, are screened for potential environmental justice impacts or impacts to disadvantaged
communities. The following section describes the process for prioritizing projects in the IRWM Plan.

F.2.2 Project Ranking Process

The IRWM Grant Program Guidelines stipulate that RWMGs must prioritize the projects included within
their IRWM Plans. This is not an easy process, and different IRWM regions throughout the state have
come up with different systems for prioritizing their projects. The idea is to develop a project ranking
system that is objective and fair, and that can be systematically applied with the end result being an
objectively ranked numerical listing of projects.
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An initial project ranking process for the Greater Monterey County IRWM region was approved by the
RWMG by vote in September 2011. Since then, significant revisions have been made in order to both
simplify the initial project application process for project proponents and to tie the project ranking more
closely to how well a project addresses IRWM Plan objectives. The following describes the project
ranking process as approved by the RWMG in July 2017. The project ranking criteria may continue to be
revised with subsequent project solicitations as deemed appropriate, with the approval of the RWMG.
Note that stakeholders were given an opportunity to provide input into the project ranking process when
the process was first developed in 2011 (via a 30-day public comment period) and invited again to
provide input when the process was revised in 2018, via a public comment period for the full plan update.

Note, all implementation projects included in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Plan are ranked.
Concept proposals are not ranked (and are not eligible for grant funding). It is important to keep in mind
that the final ranked Project List does not necessarily dictate which projects get submitted for funding
through the IRWM Grant Program or through other funding sources but is merely a tool to help the
RWMG and the State evaluate the many projects within the Greater Monterey County IRWM region.

The project ranking process takes into consideration the following factors:

1. Goals and Objectives: How well a project addresses the goals/objectives of the Greater Monterey
County IRWM Plan. The IRWM Plan has seven goal categories and a total of 60 objectives. A
project can receive a total of four points for each goal category addressed, according to the
number of objectives addressed and the extent to which the project addresses those objectives
within that goal category. The maximum number of points possible is 28. Projects can receive
points as follows:

e 4 =strongly addresses that goal category
e 2 =moderately addresses
e () =slightly addresses, or does not address at all

2. Resource Management Strategies (RMS): How well a project contributes to diversifying the
region’s portfolio of RMS. The maximum number of points possible in this category is 4. Projects
can receive points as follows:

e 4 points = addresses 11 or more RMS
e 2 points = addresses 5 — 10 RMS
e (0 points = addresses 0 —4 RMS

3. Climate Change Adaptation: How well a project contributes to climate change adaptation. This

includes consideration of the following:

* To what extent does the project contribute to climate change adaptation?

= Does the project specifically address adaptation strategies outlined in the Climate Change
chapter (i.e., contribution of project to adapting to identified system vulnerabilities to climate
change effects in the region)?

* Does the project consider the effects of sea level rise on water supply conditions and identify
suitable adaptation measures?

* Does the project take into consideration changes in the amount, intensity, timing, quality and
variability of runoff and recharge?

The maximum number of points possible in this category is 2. Projects can receive points as
follows:

e 2 points = fully addresses

e 1 point = partially addresses
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e 0 points = inadequate consideration of climate change impacts

4. Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Reduction: How well a project contributes to the reduction of
GHG emissions. This includes consideration of the following:
» To what extent does the project help reduce GHGs, compared to project alternatives?
» To what extent will it help the region reduce GHGs over the next 20 years?
» To what extent does the project help reduce energy consumption, especially the energy
embedded in water use, and ultimately reducing GHG emissions?

The maximum number of points possible in this category is 2. Projects can receive points as
follows:

e 2 points = fully addresses

e 1 point = partially addresses

e 0 points = inadequate consideration of GHG emissions reduction

The following table summarizes the project ranking criteria and scoring (with 36 being the total
maximum number of points possible):

Table F-1: Project Ranking - Summary of Points

Maximum
Potential
Criteria Explanation of Scoring Points
Addresses Goals and Objectives For each goal category (there are 7 goals): 28

4 = strongly addresses that goal category
2 = moderately addresses

0 = slightly addresses or does not address
Addresses RMS 4 points = 11 or more RMS 4
2 points =5 — 10 RMS
0 points =0 — 4 RMS

Contributes to climate change 2 points = fully addresses 2
adaptation 1 point = partially addresses

0 points = inadequate consideration
Contributes to reduction in GHG 2 points = fully addresses 2
emissions, compared with project 1 point = partially addresses
alternatives 0 points = inadequate consideration
TOTAL 36

The result of this process is a ranked Project List, which is then approved by the RWMG and officially
incorporated into the IRWM Plan. The ranked Project List for 2012 IRWM Plan projects is provided, as
an example, in Section G. The most current ranked Project List is posted on the Greater Monterey County
IRWM website: http://www.greatermontereyirwmp.org/projects/proposed/.

Finally, if the RWMG finds that the project ranking system falls short, the RWMG will re-evaluate the

project ranking system to address the discrepancy. Any revisions made to the project ranking system will
need to be formally approved by vote of the RWMG.
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F.2.2.a A Note about Climate Change Review Factors

Two of the required project review factors contained in the IRWM Program Guidelines concern climate
change:

o Contribution of the project in adapting to the effects of climate change
o Contribution of the project in reducing GHG emissions as compared to project alternatives

In 2012, IRWM Planning Grant funds were used to address the Proposition 84 IRWM program standards
for climate change in this IRWM Plan, including three broad focuses: (1) analysis and assessment of
regional vulnerabilities to climate change, (2) identification of adaptation strategies for the projected
effects of climate change in the region, and (3) identification of mitigation strategies for GHG emissions.
In 2017-2018, IRWM Planning Grant funds were used again to update the Climate Change chapter
according to 2016 Proposition 1 IRWM Program Guidelines, including climate change vulnerabilities in
the Greater Monterey County IRWM region. Please see Section R of this IRWM Plan for an overview of
anticipated climate change impacts for the Greater Monterey County region.

The extent to which a project contributes to climate change adaptation and GHG reduction is factored into
the project ranking process both directly (as shown in Table F-1 above) and indirectly, by the extent to
which the project addresses Climate Change objectives of the IRWM Plan. To assist project proponents in
estimating GHG emissions, project proponents are encouraged to use the California Emissions Estimator
Tool (CalEEMod), which can be accessed on the Greater Monterey County IRWM website:
http://www.greatermontereyirwmp.org/performance/.

F.2.3 Selecting Projects for IRWM Grant Funds

Whenever an IRWM grant solicitation is announced, the RWMG must decide which projects to put
forward in a grant application package on behalf of the Greater Monterey County region. Only a limited
number of projects can be submitted in any one round. To help make this decision, the RWMG has
established the following procedures.

Rules of the Game

1. Project Selection Committee: The entire RWMG will act as the “Project Selection Committee.”
To avoid a conflict of interest, no project proponent who is also a RWMG member will be
allowed to vote on their own project when selecting projects for an IRWM Grant application.

2. Deadlines: During the grant application process, internal deadlines will be established for
submitting various pieces of the application (e.g., Work Plan, Budget, Schedule, Cost
Effectiveness Analysis, Physical Benefits, etc.). If a project proponent does not meet a deadline,
that project will be disqualified.

3. Presentation of Projects to the RWMG: All project proponents wishing to have their projects
considered for inclusion in an IRWM grant application will be required to attend the RWMG
meeting in which their project is discussed in order to answer questions and/or present additional
information, as needed.

Call for Projects

When DWR releases a Draft PSP, the RWMG will ask project proponents whether they are interested in
applying for IRWM grant funds in that round. Eligible projects include:

= Projects that are ready to proceed.
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Projects that are eligible for that particular funding opportunity.

Projects whose project proponents have adopted, or have expressed a commitment to adopt, the
IRWM Plan (the IRWM Program Guidelines stipulate that each project proponent named in an
IRWM Grant application must adopt the IRWM Plan).

Project proponents will have 4-6 weeks to submit a detailed project proposal for the RWMG to review.
The intent is to obtain this information ahead of the Final PSP being released. The application will

include:

Work plan

Budget, with documented basis of cost estimates

Schedule

Project status, in terms of CEQA/NEPA, permitting, feasibility/engineering/design percent

complete

Annual physical benefits (quantified in table format)

e Whether the project has multiple benefits

e  Whether or not the project addresses disadvantaged community needs, and/or the Human
Right to Water Policy

e  Whether or not the project addresses critical water issues for Native American Tribal
communities

e Whether or not the project addresses nitrate, arsenic, hexavalent chromium, and/or
perchlorate contamination (per AB 1249)

e Cost effectiveness analysis (or economic screening tool)

e How the project assists in meeting the IRWM Program and Statewide Priorities

In addition, project proponents will be asked to score themselves using the evaluation criteria provided in
the Draft PSP.

Project Selection

As part of the project selection process, the RWMG will take into consideration the following criteria:

L.

How well the project addresses statewide priorities and specific criteria/preferences of that
particular funding opportunity

How well the project addresses IRWM Plan objectives, resource management strategies, and
climate change (i.e., how it ranks in the IRWM Plan Project List)

Project cost, and how projects can be combined within the grant funding limit

Direct benefits to disadvantaged communities or Native American Tribes, or the extent to which a
project addresses environmental justice concerns

The extent to which the project benefits are regional, or have broad impact (e.g., by population
affected, geographic area restored, etc.)

Results of a cost effectiveness analysis
Project need/urgency

Amount of match available (unless waived due to disadvantaged community status, projects are
required to have 50% non-State match)

How well a project scores against DWR’s evaluation criteria
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The RWMG will take all of these factors into consideration when selecting projects to put forward in the
application package, though the exact method by which they do so will be decided at that time. The
RWMG may opt to assign points to each of these criteria, or to weigh these factors in some other way.
The end result will be a mix of projects that help carry out IRWM Plan objectives, provide multiple
benefits, are cost effective and technically feasible, and that address IRWM Program preferences and
statewide priorities.

F.2.3.a Preliminary Economic Analysis

The RWMG must consider the economic effects of a project when selecting projects to put forward for
any particular grant solicitation. Preparing a full benefit-cost analysis or cost-effectiveness analysis can be
time consuming and prohibitively expensive, particularly for smaller organizations; so rather than
requiring a full economic analysis from each project proponent, the RWMG has developed a
“preliminary” economic analysis that may be used as a tool to help select projects for inclusion in an
IRWM grant application.

To assist project proponents in preparing a preliminary economic analysis, the RWMG hired an economic
consultant (with Proposition 84 IRWM Planning Grant funds) to develop an “economic screening tool.”
The economic screening tool is not intended to serve as a benefit-cost analysis, but is designed to solicit
preliminary information about the types of benefits and costs the projects are likely to generate. The
economic screening tool consists of a spreadsheet template that guides project proponents through
identifying the effects of their project. The categories of effects include the following:

»  Water supply, including: additional water produced, saved or recycled, distinguishing between
impacts on groundwater and surface water; increased water supply reliability; increased storage
or system capacity; or decreased variability in water supply.

»  Water quality, including: a description of how the project will improve water quality; water
quality constituents affected; reduced costs associated with improvements in water quality;
reduced likelihood of water quality violations; or reduction, if any, in sediment deposition.

»  Environmental quality, including: acres of habitat restored, protected, or enhanced; plants and
animal species the project affects, with special attention on threatened or endangered species; or
potential increases in carbon sequestration.

» Flood reduction, including: description of how the project will reduce risks of flooding;
description and quantification of infrastructure, land uses, and/or lives protected from flooding;
alteration of FEMA flood maps or reduction in flood insurance premiums.

»  Recreation, including: improvements to existing recreational areas or facilities and/or quality of
recreational opportunities; or increases in recreational use.

= FEnergy, including: increases in renewable energy production; or reduced energy use.

= Other community and social benefits, including: increased education or training opportunities,
which may result in benefits not captured in the other benefit categories; new technology or new
data produced; the avoidance, reduction, or resolution of an existing resource conflict; or
promotion of social health or safety not otherwise captured in the other benefit categories.

»  Other sustainability benefits, including: whether the project will improve the overall long-term
management of California’s groundwater resources; or whether the project will provide a long-
term solution in place of a short-time one.

Other questions in the economic screening tool intended to establish the project’s overall benefits include:

»  General project information, including project alternatives proposed and whether the project
serves a disadvantaged community.
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= FEvidence of demand for the project’s effects, including: whether the project will produce effects
that address documented problems related to scarcity of a resource; whether the project is likely
to create or enhance goods or services for which there are no nearby or adequate substitutes;
whether the project is likely to result in reduced risk of loss of life or damage to property; or
whether the project is likely to result in reduced risk of disruption or restoration of critical
services.

»  Distribution and equity considerations, including whether the project will produce benefits for a
disadvantaged community.

The economic screening tool also provides a cost worksheet, which includes: the cost estimate; whether
the cost estimate includes operation and maintenance costs and if not, the average annual O&M costs;
other costs required to generate the benefits described but not included in the cost estimate, including in-
kind donations, land acquisitions, and volunteer time; potential costs for other individuals, not reflected in
the total project cost; and whether the project might be controversial, or otherwise generate conflict.

Finally, the economic screening tool provides a summary page to assist the RWMG in a preliminary
assessment of the benefits and costs each project is likely to generate. The RWMG can then use this
information to help select which projects to put forward in any grant solicitation round.

The economic screening tool is attached as Appendix F2 (Instructions for Project Proponents) and
Appendix F3 (Economic Screening Tool Template), and can be downloaded from the Greater Monterey
County IRWM website at: http://www.greatermontereyirwmp.org/documents/solicitation/.

F.3 PROCEDURES FOR COMMUNICATING THE IRWM PLAN PROJECT LIST

The ranked Project List for 2012 IRWM Plan projects, along with a brief summary of each project, is
provided in Section G as an example. As described earlier, the IRWM Plan Project List will naturally
evolve with each new project solicitation. Updating the Project List will not entail formal re-adoption of
the Plan, but just the approval (i.e., simple majority vote) of the RWMG. The Project Lists (and updates)
will be announced to stakeholders via email, and will also be available for download on the Greater
Monterey County IRWM website at: http://www.greatermontereyirwmp.org/projects/.
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Section G: Projects

The Project List included in this Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Plan represents the
implementing element of the Plan. The projects are intended to carry out the goals and objectives of the
Plan, and reflect the collaborative spirit of the IRWM planning effort.

Note that the process for soliciting projects from stakeholders and for ranking the projects is described in
the previous section (Section F, Project Review Process). The process for tracking the implementation of
projects, along with associated monitoring data, is described in Section K, Data Management. The process
for evaluating progress made toward achieving Plan objectives, via project implementation, is described
in Section J, Plan Performance and Monitoring.

This section lists the projects included in the IRWM Plan through 2014. Three separate lists of projects
are shown in Tables G-1, G-2, and G-3 on the following pages:

» Proposed Implementation Projects: Projects proposed by stakeholders in the region for grant
funding. This is what we typically refer to as the “Project List” for the IRWM Plan. Projects have
been ranked according to an approved ranking process. The Regional Water Management Group
(RWMGQG) will choose from this list when applying for IRWM grant funds and other grant funds.
This list is shown as Table G-1 below.

= Funded IRWM Plan Projects: Implementation projects that were previously included on the
IRWM Plan Project List but have been funded either through the IRWM Grant Program or other
source of funds (i.e., projects from previous IRWM Plan Project Lists that have “graduated” and
are now implementing the Plan). This list is shown as Table G-2 below.

= Concept Proposals: Concept proposals are ideas submitted by stakeholders for projects that are
not quite far enough along in their development to be submitted for grant funding. It is the
intention that concept proposals will eventually grow into “full-fledged” implementation projects.
This list is shown as Table G-3 below.

The projects listed in the tables below consist of all projects that have been submitted for inclusion in the
IRWM Plan through April 2014. These project lists will change over time as projects get implemented
and new projects are included in the Plan. The most current project lists are available on the Greater
Monterey County IRWM website at http://www.greatermontereyirwmp.org/projects/.

G.1 PROPOSED IMPLEMENTATION PROJECTS (“THE PROJECT LIST”)

Table G-1 below constitutes the official ranked “Project List” for the IRWM Plan—the list from which
the RWMG will choose when applying for IRWM grant funds. The 2014 Project List consists of 38
implementation projects. These projects have undergone a full project review and have been prioritized
according to an approved project ranking process. The projects are ranked according to how well they
address both the IRWM Plan objectives and the priorities of the State IRWM Grant Program (as described
in Section F, Project Review Process). Table G-1 includes a brief summary of each project and project
costs.

It is important to note that the Project List is a continually evolving element of the IRWM Plan. Projects
will be removed from the list as they get implemented, and new projects will be added to the list with
every new IRWM Plan project solicitation (which is expected to occur approximately every two years or
with each new IRWM grant solicitation). Thus, the Project List printed in this section should be
considered more of a “sample” Project List rather than a fixed list for the IRWM Plan.
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Table G-1: Ranked Project List for 2014 IRWM Plan Implementation Projects

Ranking

Project Proponent
& Project Title

Score
(out of
100)

Project Summary

Requested
Amount

Local or
Federal
Matching
Funds

Other
State
Funds

Total
Project Cost

The Nature
Conservancy:
Salinas Multi-
Benefit Floodplain
Management

80

The Multi-Benefit Salinas River Management Project is a collaborative
partnership with growers, water resource managers, county, state and
federal agencies, conservation groups and other stakeholders to develop
an adaptive approach to flood risk reduction, groundwater recharge,
community health and safety, and riparian and coastal biodiversity.
Partners will organize into “management neighborhoods” to model flood
risk, nutrient fate and transport, and water balance to design integrated
management strategies to build consensus on existing conditions, costs
of different management strategies, and how to optimize benefits.
Strategies will include off-channel flood attenuation and storage areas
(e.g., ponds, bypasses, compound channels), coordinated passive and
active management of native vegetation for enhanced habitat, flood
conveyance, and water quality treatment; and removal of Arundo.
Market mechanisms and tools, such as risk pools, cost shares, and
benefits transfers, will be developed in coordination with regulatory
agencies, industry and other partners to maximize positive outcomes
across socioeconomic and ecological benefits.

$866,053

$288,684

$1,154,737

San Jerardo
Cooperative, Inc:
Disadvantaged
Community Water
Quality and
Conservation
Program

75

The program will address severe water supply and water quality needs
for three disadvantaged communities. The Alpine Court and San Vicente
Road communities in rural south Monterey County have drinking water
wells with samples testing in excess of public health standards for
nitrates. Septic systems on sites are aging and one has been deemed in
need of complete replacement. The contaminated wells and failing
septic systems will be replaced with new, deeper well installations and
upgraded wastewater systems. These improvements qualify as meeting
critical water supply and critical water quality needs of two
disadvantaged communities. The Wastewater Treatment Plant at the San
Jerardo Cooperative will be upgraded to meet state guidelines and
county code requirements to allow recycled treated water to be used for
on-site irrigation. In addition, storm water improvements will be
installed at the entrance to the Cooperative to divert storm-related flows
and prevent seasonal flooding of public roadways. Finally, a water
conservation program consisting of installation of “water saver”
plumbing fixtures, grey water connections, rainwater collection features

$2,500,000

$2,500,000
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and low water use landscaping will be included for all three projects
participating in the Disadvantaged Community Program. The program
will include workshops with training provided by Ecology Action.

Central Coast
Wetlands Group:
Water quality
enhancement of the
Tembladero
Slough Phase I1

73

This project is Phase II of Water quality enhancement of the Tembladero
Slough and Coastal Access for the Community of Castroville, Phase I of
which has been funded by an IRWM Round 1 Implementation Grant.
During Phase I, CCWG is working with county agencies, agricultural
landowners and the community of Castroville for design and permitting
of a select set of water quality/wetland management structures. These
projects will utilize a variety of water quality management innovations
including the treatment train approach (i.e., detention/sedimentation
features, pollutant filtration/biological degradation of pollutants and
water polishing areas). During Phase II of this project, 20 acres in total
(approximately six projects) will be constructed based on the plans from
Phase I that support and integrate the multiple objectives of the Greater
Monterey County IRWM Plan, emphasizing urban and agricultural
water quality enhancement, flood management, habitat restoration and
support of various watershed planning and permit processes. Features
are selected based on available space, hydrologic requirements, and
adjacent landowner concerns, but preferentially support projects that
enhance habitat and open space as well as improve water quality.

$727,650

$242,550

$970,200

Central Coast
Wetlands Group:
Northern Gabilan
Mountain
Watershed
Management
Project

69

The project consists of three phases to restore a sub-watershed within
the upper Gabilan watershed, and serve as a model for restoration of
watersheds within the Central Coast. Phase I provides the foundational
watershed characterization and process analysis necessary to develop
meaningful and effective watershed management. It includes a review of
previous relevant studies and preparation of original analysis along with
a compilation of spatial data and key watershed processes. Analysis will
be integrated with research and planning projects done by others. The
synthesis of this information will be used to target planning and
restoration for one sub-watershed. This will be accomplished by
addressing the changes in the watershed functions and processes
(physical, chemical and biological) that are caused by agriculture and
urban activity that affect watershed health. Additionally, we will
conduct a community-based engagement process to review Phase [
information and watershed management options. Phase I will result in a
management methodology and a master restoration plan for one of three
sub-watersheds. Phase II will develop site design for prioritized
restoration locations within the chosen sub-watershed and Phase I1I will
implement those designs.

$841,961

$280,654

$1,122,615
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The RCD of Monterey County, in close partnership with University of
California Cooperative Extension Crop Advisors and USDA Natural
Resources Conservation Service, will provide a bilingual on-farm
erosion, irrigation, and nutrient management evaluation program for
Monterey County farmers. The service will 1) evaluate erosion potential,
irrigation system and application efficiency, and nutrient budgeting; 2)
Resource develop recommendations as needed for field configuration, soil
Conservation stabilization, and refined water and nutrient applications; and 3) assist
District of growers’ voluntary implementation of those recommendations to help
Monterey County: reduce excess soil, water and nutrient movement off area farms while
Monterey County optimizing farm productivity. This work is already underway on a
Farm Water smaller scale, and incorporation into the Greater Monterey County
Quality Assistance IRWM Plan and the requested funding would support development of a
Program 67 |full program for the next three years. $583,000 $191,000 $774,000
This project focuses on stormwater management and water
reclamation/water supply. The project will divert dry weather urban
surface water discharge from south Salinas into the City’s Blanco
Detention Basin. Water from the Detention Basin will then be sent to the
MRWPCA regional wastewater treatment plant. Once reclaimed,
diverted water could be used for dry-season water supply (e.g., as
City of Salinas and agricultural irrigation water). In Phase II, wet weather and dry weather
Monterey Regional surface water runoff from the City’s northern neighborhoods will be
Water Pollution similarly diverted for reuse. Surface water runoff that currently flows
Control Agency: into the Reclamation Ditch will be diverted and reclaimed. After
Drought Relief treatment, MRWPCA will direct the recycled water to where it will
through mitigate seawater intrusion and provide additional water for agriculture
Stormwater in the northern Salinas Valley as part of the Castroville Seawater
Diversion for Intrusion Project (CSIP). This project will reduce pollution to
Water Supply 66 |downstream receiving waters and add to recycled water supplies. $730,000 $366,000 $1,096,000
Ridgeline to Tideline is a comprehensive approach to addressing water
resource issues in an estuarine watershed. The project area encompasses
427 acres of Elkhorn Slough and uplands set in a 4,000-acre block of
Elkhorn Slough protected lands. The three phases of this work include: 1) increasing
Foundation & tidal range and circulation in part of the Slough with consistently poor
ESNERR: water quality and greatly reduced estuarine function, coupled with
Ridgeline to restoration of an adjacent upland buffer, 2) acquiring two adjacent
Tideline: Water farmland properties that are chronic sources of Slough degradation, and
Resource 3) re-contouring and stabilizing their steep eroding slopes and restoring
Conservation in native vegetation. Reduced groundwater extraction on these lands will
Elkhorn Slough 66 |improve water balance in the basin, resist seawater intrusion, prevent $6,178,438 | $2,050,694 $8,229,132
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nitrate pollution and promote freshwater spring re-emergence. Over the
past three decades we have demonstrated these integrated actions can
measurably improve ecological function, tidal, freshwater and
groundwater quantity and quality, and provide habitat for a diverse array
of plants and animals. We have demonstrated a statistically significant
drop in nitrate in receiving waters subsequent to restoration of similar
lands, which techniques we will apply to this work.

Monterey County
Redevelopment &
Housing Office:
Well Replacement
and Pipeline - San
Lucas Water
District

66

The community of San Lucas is an impoverished, predominately
Hispanic, farmworker village. The San Lucas Water District operates the
community’s drinking water and wastewater systems, and has
approximately 90 service connections. The District’s water supply is
derived from a single groundwater well located in the center of an
agricultural field. The District has very limited financial capacity and
operational capacity. The County of Monterey Redevelopment and
Housing Office has been providing on-going assistance with the goal of
supporting the existing community. Since March 2011 all customers of
the Water District have been on an indefinite “Do Not Drink” order
from the Monterey County Division of Environmental Health (DEH)
due to excessive levels of nitrates in water being pumped from the
District’s single well. The DEH has directed the Water District to
implement a new source of water that meets all public water quality
requirements as soon as possible. In addition, the RWQCB has been
unable to certify approval of the District’s recently upgraded wastewater
treatment and disposal system due to high TDS in the treated effluent,
which is a direct result of high TDS in the community’s water source.
As a result, the District cannot approve any new service connections to
the sewer system until this issue is resolved. Studies recommend
relocation of the well to a location about 1,800 feet west of the existing
well. The first phase of implementation will be to acquire a temporary
construction easement and drill a test well at the indicated location. A
comprehensive sampling and testing regime will then be undertaken. If
the testing program indicates the selected location is appropriate for a
long-term reliable public water source, the next steps will be to prepare a
Project Description, conduct CEQA environmental review, acquire
permanent easements for the production well and pipeline, prepare final
engineering plans and specifications, advertise for bids, and construct
the improvements.

$465,000

$465,000

Central Coast
Wetlands Group:
Implementation of

65

This project will involve restoration of 120-acres of the Moro Cojo
Slough containing tidal and brackish water marsh that receive fresh
water inputs from agricultural lands. The project will restore the

$1,450,636

$483,545

$1,934,181
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the Moro Cojo
Slough
Management and

Enhancement Plan:

Restoration of the
Upper Slough

hydrologic connectivity of the upper, middle, and lower reaches of the
Moro Cojo Slough by linking multiple marsh areas with new lands
previously lost to agriculture. This effort addresses a critical action
defined within the Moro Cojo Management Plan that until now has been
left incomplete. Because of new interest by farmers to provide access to
restorable marshlands we are able to move forward to implement this
key action outlined in the Management Plan. The result of this project
will be to reestablish hydrologic connectivity and ecosystem function,
enhance wildlife habitat, reestablish wetland habitat that supports
endangered species, and improve water quality flowing out of the
watershed into several state marine reserves and the Monterey Bay
National Marine Sanctuary. This will be a four-year project with three
major outcomes: 1) protection of wetland marsh and adjacent upland
habitats through easement or acquisition, 2) filtration of agricultural
runoff with sediment basins and treatment wetlands prior to water
entering the main slough 3) restoration of the main slough to increase
open water habitat and overall system complexity, and 4) regain wetland
habitat continuity between the three main sections of the Moro Cojo
Slough.

Nacimiento
Regional Water
Management
Advisory
Committee:
Interlake Tunnel
between Lake
Nacimiento and
Lake San Antonio

62

The project is to build an interlake tunnel between Lake Nacimiento and
Lake San Antonio. The project would explore various options for size,
type, input and exit structures of the tunnel. Additionally numerous
technologies for alternative energy generation will be evaluated,
specifically in-line hydro-electric power generation and solar power for
pumping and other systems. With the recent changes in allowed water
storage derived from the modification of the Lake Nacimiento dam
spillway due to the completion of the Salinas Valley Water Project there
has been a renewed interest in capturing all of the rainwater run-off.
This past year (2012), despite the increased storage capacity of Lake
Nacimiento, tens of thousands of acre feet of water were released for
flood control, ultimately flowing to the ocean as wasted water. Over the
same period Lake San Antonio had a minimum of 20% of its storage
capacity available - twice what was needed to store the extra runoff from
Lake Nacimiento. During the winter season, this tunnel would transfer
the extra rainwater that would be released. The water from these two
lakes would then be used downstream for groundwater recharge,
abatement of saltwater intrusion, and the promotion of fish habitats.
Increasing the total available supply of water will benefit all of these
uses, industries and communities.

$8,600,000

$2,150,000

$10,750,000




GREATER MONTEREY COUNTY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

Projects
The purpose of this program is to achieve immediate and lasting
reductions in nutrient, sediment and pathogen pollution to surface and
Resource ground waters and enhance wildlife habitat through implementation of
Conservation best management practices on livestock facilities and rangelands in the
District of Greater Monterey County IRWM region. The proposed program utilizes
Monterey County: an incentives-based approach to achieve the cultural change needed for
Livestock and livestock facilities to voluntarily adopt management measures that
Land: Rangeland improve the healthy functioning of watersheds. Projects are
and Livestock implemented in high priority areas identified by TMDLs and other
Facility Water regional and local plans. Water quality and wildlife goals will be
Quality, Vegetation achieved through implementation of projects, project design, technical
Management and assistance, recruitment and training. We will employ a systematic
Wildlife evaluation process to measure program effectiveness through participant
Enhancement surveys, before and after site load reduction modeling and site-specific
Program 62 |erosion and runoff assessments. $899,852 $293,000 $1,192,852
Funds are requested for construction of a new well, storage tank, and
associated distribution system in order to comply with the nitrate
maximum contamination level (MCL) and saltwater intrusion
regulations for the Springfield water system. The Springfield water
system is made up of 35 connections supplying water to about 165 low-
income farmworkers. The system has exceeded the nitrate MCL since at
least 1986. The District took over the Springfield water system in 2004.
Water containing nitrates in excess of 45 ppm present a risk to the health
of humans when continually used for drinking or culinary purposes; the
current level of nitrates is 293 ppm into Springfield. The project
proposes that a new well be drilled on a site next to the Moss Landing
Middle School on Springfield Road. The District obtained title to the
site in 2006 and drilled a test well. The test well meets regulatory
standards and can provide sufficient water for the Springfield water
system and the Moss Landing Mobile Manor located within a mile of
the water system. The Springfield water system could consolidate the
Pajaro/Sunny Mesa Moss Landing Mobile Manor water system with this project. The project
Community also consists of constructing a 210,000-gallon storage tank on the same
Services District: site. The system is currently on a demand basis without water storage.
Springfield Water The tank constructed at this site would be at a higher elevation than the
Project 61 [distribution system, allowing the system to be gravity fed. $3,000,000 $3,000,000
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RUWAP is the urban water augmentation project developed by MCWD
in cooperation with Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA). The Recycled
Water element of RUWAP consists of the backbone facilities needed for
a recycled water distribution system that will provide up to 3,000 AFY
of recycled water to urban users in the MCWD service areas,
specifically including the former Fort Ord, and potentially the Monterey
Peninsula. The Recycled Water element of RUWAP includes the
following specific features: 1) A connection to the SVRP that includes a
pump station referred to as the Water Augmentation Pumping Plant. 2)
A new distribution pipeline system consisting of approximately 40,000-
LF of ductile iron and plastic pipe installed within existing roadway
right-of-ways and easements. Thousands of linear feet of Recycled
Water conveyance pipelines have already been installed throughout the
community, in particular a small section of backbone facility within
Marina Coast CSUMB and an approximately 3-mile extension of the backbone facility
Water District: southerly down General Jim Moore Boulevard. 3) One intermediate
Recycled Water pump station referred to as the Fifth Avenue Pump Station located in the
Element of the City of Marina. 4) One storage tank referred to as the Blackhorse
Regional Urban Reservoir will provide more than 1.5-million-gallons of operational
Water storage. The Blackhorse Reservoir will be located at an existing MCWD
Augmentation storage tank site just east of General Jim Moore Boulevard. 5) The
10 Project (RUWAP) 58 [installation of a variety of appurtenant features. TBD TBD TBD TBD
Wildlife habitat, flood control and water availability on the Salinas
River and its tributaries are compromised and threatened by invasive
nonnative plants, including the second-largest invasion in California of
the noxious weed, Arundo donax. Arundo is a nonnative aggressive
perennial grass that has overtaken approximately 2,500 acres of the
Salinas River, forming enormous monocultures with virtually no food or
habitat value for native wildlife. Aerial GPS-linked photo
Resource reconnaissance of the Salinas River and several tributaries by the
Conservation RCDMC in May 2011 identified Tamarisk (Tamarix ramosissima) as
District of another major invasive plant that is displacing native vegetation and
Monterey County: actively migrating into the Salinas River from several tributaries. The
Salinas River project proposal is for the first 3-year stage of treatment (of a 10+ year
Watershed program) and will target arundo and tamarisk and other invasive weeds
Invasive Non- in the channel, floodplain and terraces of the Salinas River between
native Plant King City and Soledad. All non-native invasive weeds present in these
Control and areas will be treated using a combination of physical, chemical and
Restoration biological techniques, and selected sites will be revegetated with native
11 Program 57 |plants as appropriate to the site (considering flood risk, natural $1,215,500 | $419,000 $1,634,500
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recruitment potential, and landowner interest). The methods and
approach of this program are based on successful riparian noxious weed
eradication efforts conducted throughout California, as well as at the
headwaters of the Salinas River in northern San Luis Obispo County and
at Camp Roberts in southern Monterey County.

12

Monterey County
Water Resources
Agency: Salinas
River Flood Risk
Reduction Project

55

The project will fund the preparation of a combined NEPA/CEQA
document for the Salinas River Flood Risk Reduction Project, which
allows channel maintenance activities on the mainstem of the Salinas
River. MCWRA has partially funded this effort but additional funding is
requested to complete the work, allowing the Salinas River Flood Risk
Reduction Project to be implemented. Flooding of agricultural lands
within the Salinas Valley, adjacent to the river, has occurred during
conditions when in-channel sandbars and riparian vegetation including
invasive plants impede high flows. Additionally, limited flood flow
capacity in high rainfall years has caused damage or destruction to
public infrastructure and private property. As such, MCWRA developed
and administers the Salinas River Flood Risk Reduction Project to
enhance flood protection, improve riparian habitat and reduce flood
damage.

$420,000

$140,000

$560,000

13

Central Coast
Wetlands Group:
Study of
environmental
services from
nutrient reducing
BMPs

48

State agencies have identified management measures to address
agricultural nonpoint sources of pollution that affect state waters. These
include practices and plans installed under various programs in
California, called best management practices (BMPs). These BMPs
range in action from on-farm nutrient management to cover crops to
constructed treatment wetlands. To be effective, BMPs should be
targeted by location and type; however, we currently lack the
information necessary for precise targeting. This project is intended to
fill existing economic and ecological gaps in knowledge about select
nutrient load reducing BMPs, supporting current conservation programs,
and to explore innovative Payment for Environmental Services (PES)
potential. Tasks include an ecosystem service assessment to identify the
location and size of existing nutrient reducing BMPs; nutrient reduction
research to address gaps in the understanding of the effectiveness of
selected BMPs at load reduction; ecosystem service valuation to
economically assess the multiple benefits of BMPs; and an ecosystem
services analysis to determine if PES is feasible. The results of the
project will be beneficial to many different users. In particular, the
ecosystem service valuation will have widespread utility in cost benefit
assessments of environmental projects, and the load reduction study will
help farmers, conservation groups and regulators.

$372,000

$124,000

$496,000
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13

Ecology Action:
Monterey Bay
Green Gardener
Training &
Certification
Program/ Monterey
Bay Friendly
Landscaping
Program

48

The Monterey Bay Green Gardener Certification Program provides
bilingual, hands-on training in ecological landscaping methods for
landscaping industry professionals, public agency landscape
maintenance staff, and home gardeners. Green Gardener graduates are
trained to be watershed stewards who are actively reducing landscape
water demand and preventing urban non-point source pollution. In
partnership with California Water Service Company, the Mission Trails
Regional Occupation Program, and Hartnell College Center for
Sustainable Construction, the project would: 1) Expand Green Gardener
training beyond the Gabilan watershed and City of Salinas to the
communities of Gonzales, Soledad, and King City. 2) Incorporate
hands-on training experiences at water-wise demonstration sites on both
public and private properties. In addition, property owners will be
offered additional financial incentives (over local rebates) to implement
Monterey Bay Friendly Landscaping practices. The Monterey Bay
Friendly Landscaping Program provides public recognition and financial
incentives for property owners, property managers, and landscape
contractors who implement ten required ecological landscape practices
and an ecological landscape maintenance agreement. Practices include,
e.g., turf replacement with climate appropriate landscaping, rainwater
harvesting, run-off redirection to Low Impact Development features,
and impervious surface removal. The project aims to provide rebates for,
certify and publicly recognize 20 commercial landscapes, 20 civic
landscapes, and 20 residential landscapes for achieving Monterey Bay
Friendly Landscaping Certification.

$178,975

$47,685

$226,660

13

Monterey County
Water Resources
Agency: Aquatic
Invasive Species
Inspection Project

48

The purpose of this project is to provide an inspection process at the
Agency-owned lakes that assesses and manages the risks of aquatic
invasive species (ALS) without shutting the waters to all recreational
boating. MCWRA and/or its partners will monitor incoming vessels at
the entry gates and the public launch ramps at Lake Nacimiento and
Lake San Antonio. All vessels will be screened and/or inspected prior to
launch to determine if the vessel, trailer, etc. poses high risk of carrying
AIS. Upon completing the screening or inspection process, it will be
determined if the vessel is clean, drained and dry and therefore eligible
to launch. The transport of AIS vectors by trailered, recreational boaters
is not the only way such vectors may enter a watershed, but as a
controllable point of entry, vehicle inspection programs have proven
useful in reducing the spread of AIS in other regions of the country.

$471,000

$160,000

$631,000
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MCWRA is proposing to implement the Granite Ridge Regional Water
Supply Project (Water Supply Project) to alleviate existing water supply
and water quality deficiencies in the Granite Ridge area of northern
Monterey County. Groundwater is the single source of water supply for
the Granite Ridge area and is highly limited due to an underlying
granitic formation. As a result, Monterey County and the MCWRA are
proposing the project to serve existing lots of record experiencing water
supply problems in the Granite Ridge area. The Water Supply Project
Monterey County will enable MCWRA to provide potable water service in a way that
Water Resources complies with US EPA and California Department of Public Health
Agency: Granite drinking water standards. The Water Supply Project will enable
Ridge Regional MCWRA to improve the reliability of water supply by interconnecting
Water Supply existing smaller systems into a consolidated water supply system with a
14 Project 47 |new groundwater well to improve supply reliability. $6,625,000 |$19,875,000 $26,500,000
The project will drill 12 dedicated monitoring wells. The wells will be
drilled under the oversight of a Professional Geologist (PG). The 4”
Monterey County diameter wells will be drilled using a sonic drilling method that allows
Water Resources discrete evaluation of geology to determine where well perforations will
Agency: Coastal be placed. The wells will be strategically placed in Monterey County
Dedicated right-of-way locations with the goal to fill water quality and water level
Monitoring Well data gaps in front of and behind the 2009 500 mg/L chloride seawater
15 Drilling 46  |intrusion fronts for the Pressure 180-Ft. and Pressure 400-Ft. aquifers. $691,200 $230,400 $921,600
This Project will fund the expansion of the Ground Water Conservation
and Extraction Program (GWCE) into MCWRA Zone 2C. The
MCWRA maintains a GWCE that provides critical data about water
conservation practices and groundwater extractions (withdrawals) in
Zones of Benefit. “Zones of Benefit” are geographic areas that receive
hydrologic benefit from managed conservation releases from the dams at
the Nacimiento and San Antonio reservoirs. The current GWCE
Program has operated successfully within the boundaries of Zones 2,
2A, and 2B since 1993. In 2003, MCWRA designated a new Zone of
Benefit — Zone 2C, which encompasses a larger geographic area than the
Monterey County original areas of Zones 2, 2A, and 2B. The GWCE Program ordinances
Water Resources require agricultural and urban well operators (and ultimately well
Agency: Ground owners) to submit annual reports of monthly groundwater pumped from
Water each of their wells with a discharge pipe having an inside diameter of
Conservation and three inches or greater. Conservation Plans describe water conservation
Extraction practices that will be implemented in the upcoming year, and which
Monitoring practices were implemented in the previous year. The Agricultural Plans
16 Expansion Project 44  |include an additional form, the Water and Land Use Form, which asks $400,702 $133,568 $534,270
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agricultural water users for the amount of water applied and the number
of irrigated acres for each crop category.

16

Monterey County
Water Resources
Agency:
Nacimiento Dam
Low Level Outlet
Works
Rehabilitation

44

The Low Level Outlet Works (LLOW) at the Nacimiento Dam consists
of a concrete intake structure, penstock and a downstream control
structure. The downstream control structure is the focus of this proposed
upgrade. Many of the valves have become harder to operate, corrosion
of varying degrees has occurred on the gooseneck discharge diffusers,
and erosion of the concrete stilling basin has occurred over time.
Rehabilitation to the existing downstream control structure would
include the following. Replacement of all six 24” valves, five of which
would be replaced with plug type valves and one would be upgraded to a
new energy dissipating, multi-orifice (MOV) type valve. Replacing/
upgrading existing valves will increase operational integrity and
flexibility in that regulation of normal discharge flows could occur in
one of the six valves. All new valves shall be electronically and/or
hydraulically actuated to increase efficiency in implementing reservoir
release changes. New gooseneck discharge diffusers will be installed
adjacent to associated valves, and designed to reduce erosion within the
concrete stilling basin. The concrete stilling basin will be structurally
reinforced to prevent further erosion. Protective steel covers/grating
above the stilling basin has deteriorated and need to be replaced along
with security fencing around the perimeter of the downstream control
structure. The project will safely allow bypass of the hydroelectric
power plant for increased releases and maintenance activities.

$384,000

$128,000

$512,000

16

Monterey County
Water Resources
Agency: San
Antonio Dam
Butterfly Valve
Project

44

The project will rehabilitate the Butterfly Valve Operator System at San
Antonio Dam. The purpose of this project is to update/modify an
existing 56-year-old facility to enhance reliability, efficiency, and safety.
The associated butterfly valve is operated via its original hydraulic
operator system. Since its installation in 1965, the butterfly valve and
associated operator/control systems have been subject to normal
operational wear and tear. However the butterfly valve’s operator
appears to be experiencing difficulty in effecting complete valve closure
in a desired time period. Rehabilitation to the existing butterfly valve
system would include installation of a new hydraulic operator system,
including hydraulic control panel, ram, latching system, and associated
mechanical appurtenances. The new hydraulic operator system will have
the capability to operate/exercise the butterfly valve locally (in the valve
chamber) as well as remotely (in the control house). Remotely
augmenting the associated butterfly valve will not only increase
operational flexibility, but will also provide an added layer of safety.

$200,000

$80,000

$280,000
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The Water Reliability Project is designed to address the deferred
maintenance and improvement of MCWRA facilities used in its
operations. The age of many of the facilities critical to the operation of
the MCWRA are 20-60 years old. While operational, most of these older
facilities have had maintenance or improvements, due to new
requirements, deferred. This project consists of several discrete
maintenance tasks and improvements at several facilities including the
Nacimiento Dam and Hydroelectric Facility, San Antonio Dam, Rec
Monterey County Ditch, Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project, and Salinas River
Water Resources Diversion Facility. Performing these maintenance tasks and
Agency: Water improvements are critical to MCWRA'’s operations that provide
Supply Reliability conservation, flood control, recreation, fight seawater intrusion, and
16 Project 44  |increase water source diversity. $2,605,800 | $868,600 $3,474,400
The proposed project will enhance and restore wetland and sand dune
ecosystems in central Monterey Bay, and control erosion in salt marshes
directly behind the dunes around Moss Landing. These marshes are
critical buffers to prevent salt water from entering surrounding farmland,
especially the Salinas Valley, yet they are eroding away at accelerating
rates. Sand dunes help retain fresh water at the coast, recharge
groundwater, retard saltwater intrusion, and minimize storm damage
from the sea. Currently much of the physical dune structure around
Monterey Bay is fairly intact, but is also highly degraded with invasive
non-native plants, which continue to spread. Monterey Bay is the largest
indentation widely open to the sea on the Pacific Coast of the US, with
correspondingly large and ecologically important dune systems, and is
Central Coast the core area of the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. The
Wetlands Group: target area for this project, the central Monterey Bay, has the lowest and
Coastal Wetland most degraded sand dunes in the region. They will be the first to fail as
Erosion Control sea level rises from storms, El Nino cycles, and climate change. Should
and Dune they fail, salt water will overflow into the Salinas Valley, compromising
17 Restoration 43 one of the nation’s most productive agricultural centers. $1,070,164 $356,721 $1,426,885
Central Coast This project implements key steps in climate change planning outlined
Wetlands Group: by the DWR 2011 Climate Change Handbook for Regional Water
Development and Planning. This project will further and more accurately investigate
Evaluation of regional climate change impacts and seeks to recommend adaptation
Climate Change response strategies (a priority action defined within the TAC-driven
Response climate adaptation chapter of the Greater Monterey County IRWM Plan)
Strategies in the to address the impacts of sea level rise, storm surge, coastal inundation
Elkhorn Slough, and coastal erosion for the Elkhorn Slough, Gabilan, and Salinas River
18 Gabilan and 42 | watersheds. The first phase of the project focuses on collecting and $392,300 $106,450 $498,750
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Salinas River
Watersheds

compiling data to further evaluate coastal inundation threats and
responses in these watersheds. This data includes an inventory of water
control structures that manage current flood control conveyance and
topographic data using Light Detection and Ranging technology
(LiDAR). The second phase of this project focuses on creating a climate
change adaptation and response strategy plan followed by an economic
evaluation of these different strategies. The outcome of this project will
be a comprehensive report recommending feasible and long-term
adaptation and response strategies to climate change impacts, necessary
to prepare for future threats rather than respond to emergencies. This
project will help support the climate change planning efforts of multiple
stakeholders in the Greater Monterey County IRWM planningh region.
We intend to seek separate grant funds for climate planning.

Monterey County
Water Resources
Agency: Dedicated
Monitoring Well

This project will fund the expansion of the Dedicated Monitoring Well
Program (DMW) within the Salinas Valley Ground Water Basin
(Basin). The current DMW program consists of 35 wells located
throughout the Basin but does not provide enough coverage for a robust
data analysis and extrapolation. Up to 100 wells, 25 per subarea
(Pressure, East Side, Forebay, and Upper Valley) will be drilled under
the oversight of a Professional Geologist (PG). Geology during the
drilling process will be evaluated for each well to determine where
perforations will be placed. The wells will be strategically placed in
Monterey County right-of way locations with the goal to fill water
quality and water level data gaps throughout the entire Basin and to
provide sufficient data to complete a robust analysis and extrapolation to
the remaining areas of the Basin and the subareas. Water quality and
water level data will be provided to CEDEN and CASGEM,

19 Expansion Project 41 respectively, at the end of each monitoring event. $8,525,010 | $2,841,670 $11,366,680
To address overdraft in groundwater basins and oversubscription of
surface water supplies in the Greater Monterey County region, a
watershed-wide approach to water demand reduction will be
implemented that provides enhanced incentives and assistance to
Ecology Action: accelerate water conservation and low impact development (LID) BMP
Drought Response: retrofits. The project will target high priority commercial sites and
Achieving water expand residential direct install/rebate programs beyond water district
demand reduction boundaries. For key BMP rebates that are not provided by water
and LID BMP suppliers, this program will provide a drought specific rebate within
implementation service areas. As a first step, top commercial water users in the area will
through expanded be identified and offered a consistent and enhanced commercial direct
20 incentive programs 40 |install retrofit incentive program. As a second priority to commercial $750,000 $200,000 $950,000
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retrofits, residential sites outside water district areas within overdrafted
aquifers will be offered rebate programs consistent with current local
rebate programs. Where possible the project will leverage LID
opportunities.

20

Monterey County
Water Resources
Agency: Test Well
for Regional
Desalination
Project — Slant
Well

40

The Monterey area has had long-standing difficulties with its water
supply. The area has no imported water sources and local supplies have
sometimes been insufficient to provide the expected amount of water.
Over the past several decades, local sources have been further
constrained due to legal decisions, and several proposed projects meant
to increase the region’s water supply have been rejected by local voters.
In response to the Seaside Basin overdraft and to address the 2006 State
Board’s Division of Water Rights Cease-and Desist Order to Cal-Am to
reduce its Carmel River well water withdrawals, an alternative
“Regional Water Project, Phase I” was proposed. This alternative
proposed using vertical and slant wells to produce and treat brine water
by reverse osmosis, and then deliver the potable water for use on the
Monterey Peninsula to remove the State Board Cease and Desist Order.
This proposal would fund the slant test well drilling component of the
abovementioned project to determine project feasibility. The project
includes four sets of monitoring wells to be located at the project site
within about 200 feet of the surface of the slant well. The proposed
wells would be constructed and tested over a period of about one year.

$3,000,000

$1,000,000

$4,000,000

21

California State
Parks: Big Sur
River Steelhead
Enhancement
Project

38

The Big Sur River provides spawning and rearing habitat for the
federally threatened South-Central California Steelhead (Onchorhynchus
mykiss). Six and a half of the 8% miles (75%) of the river that are
passable to steelhead are within Andrew Molera State Park (AMSP) and
Pfeiffer Big Sur State Park (PBSSP). For this reason, California State
Parks authorized development of the Big Sur River Steelhead
Enhancement Plan (BSRSEP), which was completed in 2003. The
project is made up of the following components: 1) Constructing a clear-
span bridge to replace an existing double squashed culvert crossing at
Post Creek in PBSSP campground. Permitting and design has already
been funded. 2) Conducting riparian re-vegetation, exclusionary fencing
and bank stabilization in degraded riverside campsites and the day use
picnic area within PBSSP. 3) Relocating a portion of the Beach Trail in
AMSP away from the river. 4) Installing steelhead lifecycle and
regulation interpretive displays. 5) Removing invasive, non-native plant
species and re-vegetation with natives along the riparian corridor in
AMSP.

$400,738

$400,738
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22

Monterey Bay
Sanctuary
Foundation:
Making
Monitoring Count

37

This project is necessary to document the IRWM Plan efforts and their
effectiveness throughout the Greater Monterey County region. The
project will implement the tracking system developed to inventory
projects designed to address the goals of improved water quality, water
supply, flood control and environmental protection outlined in the
IRWM Plan. The Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary’s Synthesis,
Analysis and Management (SAM) program initiated this effort in 2006
by conducting an initial compilation and assessment of water quality
data collected on the Central Coast. This effort led to the development of
the Strategic Plan for Central Coast Water Quality Monitoring
Coordination and Data Synthesis. This project will further the tasks
described in that plan by developing a framework for improving
regional capacity to coordinate monitoring, synthesize information,
communicate more effectively between key groups, understand
environmental changes, and respond to changes and new knowledge
with adaptive management. Water quality data have historically been
stored in disparate formats at diffuse locations throughout the region,
making them difficult to use collectively. Combining this with tools
developed in the Tahoe Basin to measure effectiveness of practices and
load reductions will be extremely valuable to the IRWM process.

$324,000

$81,000

$405,000

23

Central Coast
Wetlands Group:
Ecosystem
Condition Profile
for the Lower
Salinas River
Watershed using
the Level 1-2-3
Framework

36

The goal of this project is to provide cost-effective, scientifically based,
and integrated information on stream ecosystem condition in the Salinas
River watershed to inform management decisions and optimize
ecological monitoring activities. To address this goal, the EPA’s 1-2-3
Framework will be used and tailored to the region’s interests. The 1-2-3
part of the Framework relates to three different levels of data collection
that address different types of resource management questions.
Landscape Assessments (Level 1) are inventories of streams in a
watershed. They generate a base map of the extent and distribution of
stream ecosystems in each watershed and help determine what role the
organizations can take to maintain or improve stream conditions. Rapid
Assessments (Level 2) evaluate the overall, or ambient, condition of
riverine wetlands inexpensively and in a comparatively short timeframe.
Intensive Assessments (Level 3) provide finer resolution field data to
evaluate the performance of mitigation sites, establish baseline
conditions, and help to understand the cause of declines in habitat
conditions. The information at the three levels will be synthesized into
an integrated report of stream condition within the main stem of the
Salinas River and in two smaller sub-watersheds watershed. Profiles
also identify the stressors affecting condition, risks and consequences of

$517,875

$172,625

$690,500
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unmitigated stressors, and recommended actions to maintain or improve
condition. Because a majority of the land ownership or control over
streams relative to the vast drainage network in each watershed is in
private hands, the assessments help to clarify what role public agencies
and regional organizations can take to protect stream condition and how
to engage others to help implement solutions.

The project provides long-term guidance and outlines maintenance
procedures that will be used by the participants along the Salinas River
mainstem and portions of San Lorenzo Creek, Bryant Canyon Channel,
and Gonzales Slough to conduct stream maintenance activities (i.e., non-
native and native vegetation treatment, sediment management) on a
voluntary basis to maximize flood flow capacity and minimize bank
Monterey County erosion, while minimizing environmental effects, helping to protect
Water Resources against flooding during and after major storm events. As conditions
Agency: Salinas change or are updated, or as environmental regulations evolve, the
River Flood Risk project would also evolve to keep pace. MCWRA proposes to
Reduction and administer the project for up to 10 years. The central tenet of the project
Habitat is that maintenance activities are conducted using an informed and
Improvement systematic approach to minimize stream impacts while providing
23 Project 36 |improved flow conveyance. $787,500 $262,500 $1,050,000
The Greater Monterey Bay Disadvantaged Community Wastewater
Management Pilot Program will form a collaboration of experts,
Rural Community students, community leaders and local government to implement an
Assistance Inspection and Monitoring program of community onsite wastewater
Corporation systems. This program will include creating a local entity to manage
(RCACQ): Greater multiple systems to ensure the systems are operating properly. The
Monterey Bay program will create an on-going operation and maintenance program,
Disadvantaged including groundwater monitoring, for selected disadvantaged
Community communities that are served by individual septics that may not be able to
Wastewater afford traditional sewer systems. The project will help disadvantaged
Management Pilot communities limit public health hazards and environmental pollution
23 Program 36 |through better wastewater management. $677,000 $12,000 $689,000
Save Our Shores (SOS) has been coordinating Annual Coastal Cleanup
Save Our Shores: Day (ACC) in Santa Cruz since 2007 and has grown the event from
Save Our Shores 1,929 volunteers and 42 beach sites to 3,800 volunteers and 52 beach
Watershed and river sites, in just two years. While SOS has been running ACC in
Protection Program Santa Cruz, California State Parks had been running ACC in Monterey
- Annual Coastal since 2001 and no longer had the staff or resources to continue running
Cleanup Day in this event after 2009. Because of the success that SOS has had in
23 Monterey County 36 |expanding the event in Santa Cruz, State Parks and the Coastal $12,000 $12,000 $24,000
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Commission asked SOS to take over this responsibility in Monterey in
2010. SOS ran the program in Monterey based on best practices from
Santa Cruz and increased the number of volunteers from the previous
1,400 average to over 2,000 the first year and increased the number of
sites by including river cleanups through our partnership with Return of
the Natives, and involving businesses through sponsorship and
employee participation. In the coming years, volunteers will continue to
gain a valuable experience in understanding the problem of marine
debris and learning ways that they can help solve the problem, and the
thousands of visitors that Monterey beaches attract will benefit by
experiencing cleaner beaches.

24

Monterey County
Water Resources
Agency: Salinas
River Fisheries
Enhancement
Project

35

The SRFEP is a culmination of the fisheries-related work that is
necessary for the implementation of the Salinas Valley Water Project
(SVWP). There are three main purposes for the SRFEP: (1) population
monitoring to quantify the presence of the Endangered Species Act
listed Oncorhynchus mykiss (steelhead trout) in the lower Salinas River
system; (2) monitor river flows to ensure adequate water for fish passage
(migration monitoring); (3) monitor water quality to determine habitat
suitability. Tasks that identify the presence and/or enhance the
population of O. mykiss will be performed within the Salinas River
Watershed in the Salinas River, the Salinas River Lagoon, the
Nacimiento River and the Arroyo Seco River.

$867,000

$290,000

$1,157,000

25

Central Coast
Wetlands Group:
Expansion of a
Coastal Confluence
Water Monitoring
System to support
the Greater
Monterey IRWM
Plan

34

We anticipate that the cumulative results of regional water quality
enhancement efforts will lead to improvements in water quality of
receiving waters. However, we currently do not have the robust
monitoring systems in place to successfully document these
improvements. This project aims to expand the coverage of the
continuous monitoring LOBO (Land/Ocean Biogeochemical
Observatory) buoy monitoring array from the current location at the end
of the Gabilan/Old Salinas River Channel (and several within the
Elkhorn receiving waters) to the two additional priority coastal
confluence locations that drain significant portions of the Salinas Valley
(the Moro Cojo Slough and Salinas River mouth). Additional less costly
nutrient monitoring equipment will be installed at the confluence of
multiple sub-drainages in order to further document the cumulative
effects of nutrient management strategies within the sub-drainages of
each watershed. Funds will support the construction of a new LOBO
buoy for the Salinas River and the refurbishment of a buoy currently
being used within the Elkhorn Slough, which will be redeployed within
the Moro Cojo Slough. Funds will also support three years of half-time

$599,130

$216,153

$815,283
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staff and student support for the LOBO system including one station
currently deployed within the Elkhorn Slough. This will document the
enhancement of water quality within receiving waters due to watershed
management practices.

26

City of Salinas:
Integrated
Industrial
Wastewater
Conveyance and
Treatment Facility
Improvements

33

This project will include new gravity sewers with capacity to collect
more of the City’s industrial wastewater and convey it to the IWTF,
upgrades to the IWTF to treat increased industrial flows (expanded
electrical system and aeration treatment and related upgrades), and a
system to filter the IWTF effluent through soil at the IWTF. After
extraction the water would be available for reuse. New monitoring
points around the soil bed filtration system will monitor system
efficiency and assess its performance and success, such as producing
high quality water with low suspended solids. The City has identified
multiple potential beneficial uses for treated water including the
following: 1) Encourage groundwater re-charge. 2) Combat saltwater
intrusion. 3) Transfer to the Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control
Agency for high quality diluent in its groundwater recharge project. 4)
Use as low-salt feed water for potential upgrade to potable water for the
City of Salinas. 5) Use after some desalting for agricultural irrigation or
without desalting for non-agricultural irrigation water (golf course,
playing fields, etc.). 6) Discharge to the Salinas River for reuse by others
when withdrawn at the inflatable dam. The potential quantity of water
now exceeds about 2,500 acre feet annually and could increase to
several times that amount as the IWS grows. The water quality would be
substantially improved since the effluent will have filtered through the
soil column, removing algae and other suspended solids and some trace
constituents. For the IWS, such withdrawal would enhance both
disposal pond and the percolation bed percolation rate, effectively
increase effluent disposal capacity, and hence, treatment capacity.

$10,720,000

$7,190,000

$17,910,000
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G.2 FUNDED IRWM PLAN PROJECTS

Seven implementation projects included in the Greater Monterey County IRWM Plan were awarded grant
funds from Round 1 of the Proposition 84 IRWM Implementation Grant Program (in 2011). Table G-2
below provides a brief summary of these seven projects, along with the award amounts and each project’s
primary resource areas. The Greater Monterey County IRWM region received a total of $4,139,009 in
Implementation Grant funds from Round 1. The seven projects that received support from this round are
currently being implemented.
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Table G-2: IRWM Plan Projects funded through Round 1 IRWM Implementation Grant Program (in 2011)

Project Proponent &
Project Title

Project Summary

Awarded
Amount

Primary
Resource
Area(s)

City of Soledad: Soledad
Water Recycling/
Reclamation Project

The City of Soledad is designing and constructing, in fundable phases, the balance of the Soledad
Water Reclamation Project. The 5.5 million-gallon/day (MGD) Water Reclamation Facility was
substantially complete on February 24, 2010. This project includes completion of design of a
recycle water delivery system to both agricultural and recreation areas in and near the City of
Soledad. The project also includes research on the use of recycled water for agricultural uses. The
entire project costs an estimated $45M. The first phase, which is being implemented through this
grant, is to construct the recycled water pump station and to design and construct the transmission
mains needed to connect the recycled water transmission mains already constructed to the pump
station. Completion of this phase will enable delivery of recycled water to multiple landscaped
areas currently being irrigated with potable water. This first phase will also include a feasibility
study and preliminary conceptual design for the neighboring communities of Gonzales and
Greenfield for delivery of their cities” wastewater to the Soledad Water Reclamation Facility for
processing.

$904,480

water supply

Castroville Community
Services District:
Castroville CSD Well 2B
Treatment Project
[DAC project]

The project consists of construction of a well pump and arsenic removal treatment system for an
existing well in Castroville, CA. This is a water supply enhancement project. Castroville’s wells
are in the 180/400-Foot Aquifer of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin, and were experiencing
increased salinity due to seawater intrusion. The overall project is to construct a new well in the
deeper 900-Foot Aquifer and reduce pumping from the shallower aquifers. In 2007, Castroville
Water District (now the Castroville Community Services District) drilled a new well, No. 2B, into
the 900-Foot Aquifer. Water quality testing indicated that arsenic levels in the new well (17 parts
per billion [ppb]) exceeded the maximum contaminant level (MCL) for drinking water (10 p