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Qualifications for Analyzing State Water  

Paso Robles Basin Groundwater Elevation Management Strategies

 

Background 

 

The San Luis Obispo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) is currently soliciting 

Statements of Qualifications (SOQs) for professional services to identify, describe and analyze options for using 

water that may be available from the District’s allocation of State Water to offset pumping and stabilize 

groundwater levels in the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin (Basin) (Attachment A).  This work effort is generally 

characterized herein as a Feasibility Study. 

 

In March of 2012, the District adopted a Groundwater Management Plan (GMP) for a portion of the Basin in 

the unincorporated area of San Luis Obispo County.  The GMP was developed by the City of Paso Robles, in 

coordination with the District and Basin stakeholders.  When the GMP was adopted, the District Board also 

created a Blue Ribbon Committee (BRC) as the primary advisory body for the Basin (Attachment B).  The GMP 

describes conditions related to groundwater levels and quality in the Basin, and identifies potential measures 

to protect groundwater resources within the Basin.  The key objective for the Basin is to stabilize and/or 

maintain groundwater levels (see Attachment C).  The GMP also addresses ongoing monitoring and reporting 

of conditions in the Basin, and the recommended approach to stakeholder involvement and the 

implementation of the GMP.  As prepared, the GMP relies on voluntary participation by stakeholders to 

achieve its objectives. 

 

Since the adoption of the GMP, the BRC has been developing recommendations for stabilizing levels in the 

Basin.  Staff provided updates to the District Board on these efforts on December 18, 2012 and May 7, 2013, 

including the preliminary list of solutions to be evaluated (Attachment D).  These solutions can generally be 

categorized into: 

 

o Conservation 

o Supplemental Water 

o Recycled Water  

o Management 

 

The District Board directed staff to proceed with the evaluation of supplemental water supply options 

associated with State Water and the Salinas River Watershed (noting that certain Salinas River Watershed 

options may also include use of Nacimiento water and other areas of the Basin).  This RFQ is focused on 

options State Water options.  A separate RFQ has been released for evaluation of Salinas River Watershed 

options because that work effort may require unique qualifications associated with conducting water supply 

availability analyses.  Firms may provide qualifications for one or both, but must submit separate SOQs for the 

review process. 

Please see the information at the following link for information on the District’s participation in the State 

Water project. 

http://www.slocountywater.org/site/Major%20Projects/State%20Water%20Project/  

Examples of options for State Water to be evaluated include enhancing Basin recharge and/or directly 

supplying an end user to offset pumping.  These options are included in the BRC’s list of solutions (Attachment 

D); however the list is not necessarily exhaustive.  

 

 

Attachment 1J - Proposed Requests for Qualifications
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Purpose of the Feasibility Study 

 

The main purpose of the Feasibility Study is to develop a prioritized list of the most beneficial and viable 

options for using available District State Water to wholly or in part stabilize groundwater levels in the Basin. 

 

These prioritized options, and how they were identified, need to be better understood through a step by step 

process and appropriate documentation in order to assist the District, BRC and stakeholders in making 

informed decisions on which projects to pursue.  This Feasibility Study is also intended to provide adequate 

information to support future environmental permitting requirements and applications for applicable funding 

programs should specific projects move forward.  For example, the State’s Integrated Regional Water 

Management (IRWM) Program and the US Bureau of Reclamation (USBR) funding programs require an analysis 

of alternatives (i.e. technical documentation) to demonstrate that the project being submitted for funding is 

the best alternative.  CEQA and NEPA have similar alternatives analysis requirements. 

 

 

References 

 

The selected consultant will need to be familiar with Paso Robles Groundwater Basin issues, State Water issues 

and contracts, the key water rights issues/questions for the District to seek counsel on, quantifying available 

water supplies and hydrogeologic modeling.  The following resources may assist with statement preparation. 

  

· Available at www.slocountywater.org: 

o Paso Robles Groundwater Basin Management Plan and Related Documents (button), including: 

§ Groundwater Banking Feasibility Study 

§ BRC Documents 

§ Scope of work and related deliverables for the computer model update, currently 

underway 

§ An AB 303 Grant application with scope of work to evaluate groundwater elevation 

management strategies (not funded).  The approach to using the computer model in 

the scope of the application is something for firms to consider.  

o Master Water Report (button) 

o State Water Project (quick link) 

· Nipomo Citizens Evaluation Committee Report (as an example of a community’s consideration of State 

Water as an option) – 

http://ncsd.ca.gov/cm/News_and_Info/Citizens%20Evaluation%20Committee.html 

 

 

Scope of Services 

 

The general scope of the Feasibility Study is outlined below to facilitate development of SOQs.  However, the 

District has determined that the two step process of preparing an RFQ prior to preparing a "Request for 

Proposals" is preferable for these work efforts rather than the single step process of only issuing a RFP. In 

contrast to a design project, where the scope of work is well-understood and the one-step RFP process is 

efficient, the two-step is appropriate in evaluating water supply options for the Basin since the scope of work 

includes several water resource concepts and is not a specific defined task such as a design of a specific 

project. 
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The RFQs are seeking consulting teams that have the ability to evaluate complex water resource options and 

who can: 

 

a) Demonstrate an understanding of the Paso Basin and 

b) Show past success in working on surface supplies, groundwater supplies, conjunctive use programs, 

hydrogeologic modeling, State Water issues, benefit/cost analysis, other issues and who possess 

underlying technical skills. 

 

Depending on the number of consulting teams that submit SOQs and the ranking of the teams, a short-list will 

be prepared. Those short-listed teams will then be provided the opportunity to prepare Proposals in the 

second step after they are provided the final "Request for Proposal."  The benefits of the two-step process 

include the ability to maximize the dialogue of "how to" approach the evaluation before the final RFP. 

 

Qualified firms must be able to demonstrate the ability to: 

 

· Quantify the amount of District State Water Available.  It is anticipated that the selected firm will be 

able to describe the amount of District State Water available under different scenarios based on 

contracts, participation by agencies that contract for a portion of the District’s State Water allocation, 

short and long term reliability, reliability programs and a range of outcomes at the State level for the 

State Water Project.   

· Vet Options.  It is anticipated that the selected firm will generally describe all options associated with 

State Water options, and then identify criteria for roughly screening the list to identify the most 

beneficial and viable options to vet in more detail.  The BRC has developed its own rough screening 

procedure and identified the top supplemental water options (Attachment E – Pending) to vet further.  

The selected firm will need to consider this effort, but is not limited to the BRC’s list.  Once the most 

beneficial and viable options are identified, it is anticipated that the selected firm would vet them in 

more detail in order to fine screen and prioritize them.  This includes, but is not limited to: 

o Physical layouts, infrastructure and/or cooperative agreements needed for each option 

o Costs of infrastructure/other cost considerations 

o Quantify supply available and benefit to the Basin (to what extent each option would help 

stabilize groundwater levels – see Computer Modeling discussion below) 

o Contractual needs/issues/constraints 

o Other agency involvement/policies/jurisdiction 

o Participants/affected parties considerations 

o Environmental and regulatory issues/constraints, including endangered species restoration 

o Constructability/permitting issues 

o Reliability/Climate Change considerations 

o Water quality considerations 

 

This detail is needed to ultimately vet the options in accordance with fine screening criteria that will 

need to be developed in coordination with the District, BRC and Basin stakeholders.  The fine screening 

will result in a prioritized list of the most beneficial and viable options, which is the goal of the 

Feasibility Study. 

 

· Identify, collect, develop, understand, compile and document necessary data and information 

effectively.  Documenting the information associated with the Feasibility Study will be important for 

transparency and understanding by the District, BRC and Basin stakeholders.  Including clear 
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references will also assist these entities in investigating details further, and will assist with providing 

documentation for future project implementation steps. 

 

· Effectively involve the BRC and the stakeholders/general public on the Basin outreach list maintained 

by the District (meetings the third Thursday every month).  As the ultimate likely supporters and/or 

funders of any project, these entities are highly engaged in the process and will need to be informed at 

every key step of the process through meetings, documentation, graphics, presentations and 

opportunities for review and comment.  Typically, firms do this with Technical Memorandums and 

opportunities for comment at key milestones and decision points in the Feasibility Study.  The BRC has 

a Solutions Subcommittee that can be engaged on the more detailed elements of the Feasibility Study. 

 

· Conduct the Feasibility Study consistent with applicable State and Federal programs and regulations.  

In consideration of future implementation steps for projects identified, the selected firm must conduct 

the Feasibility Study in a way that will develop information and/or be consistent with methodologies 

required in CEQA, NEPA and State and Federal funding opportunities (such as through the IRWM 

program or USBR). 

· Use the groundwater basin model at the appropriate time/for the most feasible options to determine 

degree of Basin benefit.  A current project to update the Computer Model for the Basin and provide 

the future baselines upon which to compare the options is currently underway.  It is anticipated that 

the updated model and baseline simulation results will be ready for use in December 2013. 

· Manage projects effectively, including communication skills, quality assurance/quality control 

procedures and scope, schedule and budget management.  With the level of engagement of elected 

officials and Basin stakeholders, effective communication and organization and accuracy are key 

elements of the work effort.  This must be balanced with timeliness, as moving forward on a solution 

(or solutions) for the Basin is also critical. 

 

SCHEDULE 

Pre-submittal meeting in San Luis Obispo (highly recommended, but not mandatory) ………………………TBD 

Submitting email questions regarding RFQ.............................................................................................. TBD 

Submittal Deadline ................................................................................................................................... TBD 

Consultant interviews……………………………………………………………………………………………………….Week of _______ 

Selection of Qualified Firms ..................................................................................................................... TBD 

 

 

SELECTION STANDARDS 

 

The Selection Committee will evaluate qualifications based on how well the following standards are met:  

 

Firm Qualifications  

 

a. Applicable type of organization, size, professional registration and affiliations. 

 

b. Qualified personnel to be assigned to this Feasibility Study, such as water resource engineers, 

hydrogeologists, and Computer Modeling and GIS specialists.   
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c. Recent projects have been completed that are directly related to this project, including 

references.  Consultant is required to demonstrate specific past success in working on surface 

supplies, groundwater supplies, conjunctive use programs, State Water issues, benefit/cost 

analysis, other issues and who possess underlying technical skills.  Recent projects cited reflect 

the scope of services for this project and included the same personnel proposed for this 

project, and a reference is provided. 

 

d. Qualifications of consultants, subcontractors, or joint venture firm, if appropriate.  

Subcontractors have a clear role and value. 

 

e. Positive client references (minimum of three (3)) from recent related projects, including name, 

address and phone number of individual to contact for referral. 

 

Understanding of and Approach to the Feasibility Study 

 

a. Demonstrated understanding of Basin issues and State Water supply options. 

 

b. Demonstrated understanding of the District’s goals in and approach to completing the 

Feasibility Study and a discussion of any recommended improvements to the goals, approach 

and scope of work. 

 

c. Effective organization and staffing to be used for the project.  Adequate, in both competency 

and number, key personnel assigned to the Feasibility Study. 

 

d. Demonstrated understanding of involvement by the District, County, BRC and other 

stakeholders. 

 

e. Estimation of the time frame necessary to complete the Feasibility Study once a Notice to 

Proceed is issued. 
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Background 

 

The San Luis Obispo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) is currently soliciting 

Statements of Qualifications (SOQs) for professional services to identify, describe and analyze options for using 

water that may be available in the Salinas River Watershed, Salinas Reservoir and Nacimiento Reservoir to 

offset pumping and stabilize groundwater levels in the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin (Basin) (Attachment A).  

This work effort is generally characterized herein as a Feasibility Study. 

 

In March of 2012, the District adopted a Groundwater Management Plan (GMP) for a portion of the Basin in 

the unincorporated area of San Luis Obispo County.  The GMP was developed by the City of Paso Robles, in 

coordination with the District and Basin stakeholders.  When the GMP was adopted, the District Board also 

created a Blue Ribbon Committee (BRC) as the primary advisory body for the Basin (Attachment B).  The GMP 

describes conditions related to groundwater levels and quality in the Basin, and identifies potential measures 

to protect groundwater resources within the Basin.  The key objective for the Basin is to stabilize and/or 

maintain groundwater levels (see Attachment C).  The GMP also addresses ongoing monitoring and reporting 

of conditions in the Basin, and the recommended approach to stakeholder involvement and the 

implementation of the GMP.  As prepared, the GMP relies on voluntary participation by stakeholders to 

achieve its objectives. 

 

Since the adoption of the GMP, the BRC has been developing recommendations for stabilizing levels in the 

Basin.  Staff provided updates to the District Board on these efforts on December 18, 2012 and May 7, 2013, 

including the preliminary list of solutions to be evaluated (Attachment D).  These solutions can generally be 

categorized into: 

 

o Conservation 

o Supplemental Water 

o Recycled Water  

o Management 

 

The District Board directed staff to proceed with the evaluation of supplemental water supply options 

associated with State Water and the Salinas River Watershed (noting that certain Salinas River Watershed 

options may also include use of Nacimiento water and other areas of the Basin).  This RFQ is focused on Salinas 

River Watershed options.  A separate RFQ has been released for evaluation of State Water options because 

that work effort may require unique qualifications associated with the knowledge of State Water Project 

operations and contracts.  Firms may provide qualifications for one or both, but must submit separate SOQs 

for the review process. 

Examples of options for Salinas River Watershed strategies to be evaluated are included below and in the 

BRC’s list of solutions (Attachment D); however the list is not necessarily exhaustive.  

o Salinas River watershed/dam opportunities for enhancing Basin recharge and/or directly supplying 

an end user to offset pumping: 

§ Capturing, diverting and/or detaining an estimated 10,000 - 12,000 AFY average annual 

spill over the dam at various locations 

§ Exchanging available Nacimiento water for additional Salinas Reservoir releases via 

cooperative agreement 

§ Additional recharge of the Salinas River or main Basin with Nacimiento Water 

§ Other options for dam re-operation 
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Purpose of the Feasibility Study 

 

The main purpose of the Feasibility Study is to develop a prioritized list of the most beneficial and viable 

options for using available Salinas River Watershed water and/or Nacimiento water to wholly or in part 

stabilize groundwater levels in the Basin. 

 

These prioritized options, and how they were identified, need to be better understood through a step by step 

process and appropriate documentation in order to assist the District, BRC and stakeholders in making 

informed decisions on which projects to pursue.  This Feasibility Study is also intended to provide adequate 

information to support future environmental permitting requirements and applications for applicable funding 

programs should specific projects move forward.  For example, the State’s Integrated Regional Water 

Management Program and the US Bureau of Reclamation funding programs require an analysis of alternatives 

(i.e. technical documentation) to demonstrate that the project being submitted for funding is the best 

alternative.  CEQA and NEPA have similar alternatives analysis requirements. 

 

 

References 

 

The selected consultant will need to be familiar with Paso Robles Groundwater Basin issues, Salinas River 

watershed and dam issues, Nacimiento Reservoir and Pipeline issues, the key water rights issues/questions for 

the District to seek counsel on, conducting water availability analyses and hydrogeologic modeling.  The 

following resources may assist with statement preparation. 

  

· Available at www.slocountywater.org: 

o Paso Robles Groundwater Basin Management Plan and Related Documents (button), including: 

§ BRC Documents 

§ Scope of work and related deliverables for the computer model update, currently 

underway 

§ An AB 303 Grant application with scope of work to evaluate groundwater elevation 

management strategies (not funded).  The approach to using the computer model in 

the scope of the application is something for firms to consider.  

o Master Water Report (button) 

o State Water Project (quick link) 

· Nacimiento Water Project - http://www.slocounty.ca.gov/PW/NacWP.htm 

· City of San Luis Obispo May 7, 2013 Staff Report, Conclusion of Salinas Reservoir Expansion Study - 

http://www.slocity.org/cityclerk/agendas/2013/050713/c10conclusionofsalinasresevoirexpansionstud

y.pdf 

· Salinas Reservoir Expansion Project, December 1990 – view upon request/appointment (hard copy 

only) 

 

 

Scope of Services 

 

The general scope of the Feasibility Study is outlined below to facilitate development of SOQs.  However, the 

District has determined that the two step process of preparing an RFQ prior to preparing a "Request for 

7 of 19

7 of 19



County of San Luis Obispo         RFQ #        TBD, 2013      Page 3 

Qualifications for Analyzing Salinas River Watershed  

Paso Robles Basin Groundwater Elevation Management Strategies

Proposals" is preferable for these work efforts rather than the single step process of only issuing a RFP. In 

contrast to a design project, where the scope of work is well-understood and the one-step RFP process is 

efficient, the two-step is appropriate in evaluating water supply options for the Basin since the scope of work 

includes several water resource concepts and is not a specific defined task such as a design of a specific 

project. 

 

The RFQs are seeking consulting teams that have the ability to evaluate complex water resource options and 

who can: 

 

a) Demonstrate an understanding of the Paso Basin and 

b) Show past success in working on surface supplies, groundwater supplies, conjunctive use programs, 

hydrogeologic modeling, environmental resource and public trust doctrine requirements, State Water 

Board permitting requirements, benefit/cost analysis, other issues and who possess underlying 

technical skills. 

 

Depending on the number of consulting teams that submit SOQs and the ranking of the teams, a short-list will 

be prepared. Those short-listed teams will then be provided the opportunity to prepare Proposals in the 

second step after they are provided the final "Request for Proposal."  The benefits of the two-step process 

include the ability to maximize the dialogue of "how to" approach the evaluation before the final RFP. 

 

Qualified firms must be able to demonstrate the ability to: 

 

· Conduct a Water Availability Analysis for the Salinas River Watershed.  It is anticipated that the 

selected firm will conduct the analysis consistent with California Water Code, State Water Board and 

any other applicable requirements. 

· Vet Options.  It is anticipated that the selected firm will generally describe all options associated with 

Salinas River watershed and/or dam, including the use of any available Nacimiento Water and other 

areas of the Basin, and then identify criteria for roughly screening the list to identify the most 

beneficial and viable options to vet in more detail.  The BRC has developed its own rough screening 

procedure and identified the top supplemental water options (Attachment E – Pending) to vet further.  

The selected firm will need to consider this effort, but is not limited to the BRC’s list.  Once the most 

beneficial and viable options are identified, it is anticipated that the selected firm would vet them in 

more detail in order to fine screen and prioritize them.  This includes, but is not limited to: 

o Physical layouts, infrastructure and/or cooperative agreements needed for each option 

o Costs of infrastructure/other cost considerations 

o Quantify supply available and benefit to the Basin (to what extent each option would help 

stabilize groundwater levels – see Computer Modeling discussion below) 

o Contractual needs/issues/constraints 

o Other agency involvement/policies/jurisdiction 

o Participants/affected parties considerations 

o Environmental and regulatory issues/constraints, including endangered species restoration 

o Constructability/permitting issues 

o Reliability/Climate Change considerations 

o Water quality considerations 

 

This detail is needed to ultimately vet the options in accordance with fine screening criteria that will 

need to be developed in coordination with the District, BRC and Basin stakeholders.  The fine screening 
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will result in a prioritized list of the most beneficial and viable options, which is the goal of the 

Feasibility Study. 

 

· Identify, collect, develop, understand, compile and document necessary data and information 

effectively.  Documenting the information associated with the Feasibility Study will be important for 

transparency and understanding by the District, BRC and Basin stakeholders.  Including clear 

references will also assist these entities in investigating details further, and will assist with providing 

documentation for future project implementation steps. 

 

· Effectively involve the BRC and the stakeholders/general public on the Basin outreach list maintained 

by the District (third Thursday every month).  As the ultimate likely supporters and/or funders of any 

project, these entities are highly engaged in the process and will need to be informed at every key step 

of the process through meetings, documentation, graphics, presentations and opportunities for review 

and comment.  Typically, firms do this with Technical Memorandums and opportunities for comment 

at key milestones and decision points in the Feasibility Study.  The BRC has a Solutions Subcommittee 

that can be engaged on the more detailed elements of the Feasibility Study. 

 

· Conduct the Feasibility Study consistent with applicable State and Federal programs and regulations.  

In consideration of future implementation steps for projects identified, the selected firm must conduct 

the Feasibility Study in a way that will develop information and/or be consistent with methodologies 

required in CEQA, NEPA and State and Federal funding opportunities (such as through the IRWM 

program or USBR). 

· Use the groundwater basin model at the appropriate time/for the most feasible options to determine 

degree of Basin benefit.  A current project to update the Computer Model for the Basin and provide 

the future baselines upon which to compare the options is currently underway.  It is anticipated that 

the updated model will be ready for use in December 2013. 

· Manage projects effectively, including communication skills, quality assurance/quality control 

procedures and scope, schedule and budget management.  With the level of engagement of elected 

officials and Basin stakeholders, effective communication and organization and accuracy are key 

elements of the work effort.  This must be balanced with timeliness, as moving forward on a solution 

(or solutions) for the Basin is also critical. 

 

SCHEDULE 

Pre-submittal meeting in San Luis Obispo (Highly recommended, but not mandatory) ………………………TBD 

Submitting email questions regarding RFQ.............................................................................................. TBD 

Submittal Deadline ................................................................................................................................... TBD 

Consultant interviews……………………………………………………………………………………………………….Week of _______ 

Selection of Qualified Firms ..................................................................................................................... TBD 

 

 

SELECTION STANDARDS 

 

The Selection Committee will evaluate qualifications based on how well the following standards are met:  
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Firm Qualifications  

 

a. Applicable type of organization, size, professional registration and affiliations. 

 

b. Qualified personnel to be assigned to this Feasibility Study, such as water resource engineers, 

hydrogeologists, and Computer Modeling and GIS specialists.   

 

c. Recent projects have been completed that are directly related to this project, including 

references.  Consultant is required to demonstrate specific past success in working on surface 

supplies, groundwater supplies, conjunctive use programs, environmental resource and public 

trust doctrine requirements, State Water Board permitting requirements, benefit/cost 

analysis, other issues and who possess underlying technical skills.  Recent projects cited reflect 

the scope of services for this project and included the same personnel proposed for this 

project, and a reference is provided. 

 

d. Qualifications of consultants, subcontractors, or joint venture firm, if appropriate.  

Subcontractors have a clear role and value. 

 

e. Positive client references (minimum of three (3)) from recent related projects, including name, 

address and phone number of individual to contact for referral. 

 

Understanding of and Approach to the Feasibility Study 

 

a. Demonstrated understanding of Basin issues, and Salinas River Watershed and Nacimiento 

water supply options. 

 

b. Demonstrated understanding of the District’s goals in and approach to completing the 

Feasibility Study and a discussion of any recommended improvements to the goals, approach 

and scope of work. 

 

c. Effective organization and staffing to be used for the project.  Adequate, in both competency 

and number, key personnel assigned to the Feasibility Study. 

 

d. Demonstrated understanding of involvement by the District, County, BRC and other 

stakeholders. 

 

e. Estimation of the time frame necessary to complete the Feasibility Study once a Notice to 

Proceed is issued. 
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Paso Robles Groundwater Basin Management Plan 
Blue Ribbon Steering Committee 

Agency or Group Position Name

Atascadero Mutual Water Company
Member John Neil

Alternate Member Jaime Hendrickson

Central Coast Vineyard Team
Member Kris Beal

Alternate Member Willy Cunha

City of Atascadero
Member Russ Thompson

Alternate Member David Athey

City of Paso Robles
Member Christopher Alakel

Alternate Member Keith Larson

Flood Control and Water Conservation District
Member Courtney Howard

Alternate Member Dean Benedix

Monterey County Water Resources Agency
Member Robert Johnson

Alternate Member TBD by MCWRA

Paso Robles Imperiled Overlying Rights 

(PRIOR)

Member Steve Sinton

Alternate Member Kent Gilmore

Paso Robles Wine Country Alliance
Member Patricia Wilmore

Alternate Member Jerry Reaugh

San Luis Obispo Cattlemen's Association
Member Kurt Bollinger

Alternate Member Ray Allen

San Luis Obispo County Farm Bureau
Member Joy Fitzhugh

Alternate Member Jackie Crabb

San Miguel Community Services District
Member Anthony Kalvans

Alternate Member David Bentz

Templeton Community Services District
Member Jeff Briltz

Alternate Member Tina Mayer

Upper Salinas-Las Tablas 

Resource Conservation District

Member Laura Edwards

Alternate Member John DeRosier

At-Large
Member Larry Werner 

Alternate Member Mike Cussen

At-Large
Member Sue Luft

Alternate Member Jim Magill

At-Large
Member Dana Merrill

Alternate Member Don Brady

At-Large
Member Claudia Salot-Engel

Alternate Member Maria Lorca
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1. Conservation 

1.1 Urban – Paso Robles, Atascadero, Templeton, San Miguel 

1.1.1 Reduce per capita consumption to offset growth in service area. 

1.1.2 Limit pumping to winter time water use. 

1.1.3 Participate in California Urban Water Conservation Council policies and practices. 

1.2 Agriculture – Irrigated Crops 

1.2.1 Perennial crops 

1.2.1.1  Vineyards 

1.2.1.1.1 Reduce water usage on a per acre basis. 

1.2.1.1.2 Identify and implement BMPs, including frost protection BMPs. 

1.2.1.2  Other perennial crops 

1.2.1.2.1 Reduce water usage on a per acre basis applicable to each crop. 

1.2.1.2.2 Identify and implement specific BMPs. 

1.2.2 Annual crops 

1.2.2.1  Reduce water usage on a per acre basis applicable to each crop. 

1.2.2.2  Identify and implement specific BMPs. 

1.2.3 Agricultural processing, including wineries 

1.2.3.1  Reduce water usage on a per unit basis for each type of ag processing. 

1.2.3.2  Identify and implement specific BMPs. 

1.2.4 For all irrigated crops and ag processing facilities. 

1.2.4.1  Conduct regular outreach activities. 

1.2.4.2  Conduct outreach for County's groundwater level monitoring program. 

1.2.4.3  Identify BMPs and set targets to measure success. 

1.2.4.4  Install water meters on irrigation and ag processing wells. 

1.3 Rural Residential 

1.3.1 Reduce water usage on a per household basis. 

1.3.2 Identify and implement specific BMPs. 

1.3.3 Conduct regular outreach activities. 

1.3.4 Install water meters on domestic wells. 
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1.4 Rural – Non-domestic (Golf courses, industrial, equestrian pastures,  recreational,  

 etc.) 

1.4.1 Reduce water usage on a per unit basis applicable to each operation. 

1.4.2 Identify and implement specific BMPs for non-domestic uses. 

1.4.3 Conduct regular outreach activities. 

1.4.4 Install water meters on non-domestic wells. 

 

2. Supplemental Water 

2.1 Nacimiento Water – 6,095 AFY unsubscribed and available for purchase. 

2.1.1 Expansion of current infrastructure 

2.1.1.1  Urban and Urban – Non-Domestic 

2.1.1.1.1 Paso Robles 

2.1.1.1.1.1  Build water treatment plant to full  capacity of  

    4,000 AFY. 

2.1.1.1.1.2  Structure operations to use alluvial water first,  

    Naci water second and basin last. 

2.1.1.1.1.3  Connect the Paso Robles / Templeton system to  

    Atascadero by installing 1,400  feet of  pipe. 

2.1.1.1.1.4  Increase alluvial well pumping to maximize use  

    of Salinas River appropriation. 

2.1.1.1.2 San Miguel 

2.1.1.1.2.1  Develop a San Miguel turnout. 

2.1.1.1.3 Atascadero 

2.1.1.1.3.1  Utilize the full allocation (2,000 AFY) by fully   

    utilizing the existing percolation ponds. 

2.1.1.1.4 Templeton 

2.1.1.1.4.1  Maximize the use of the full allocation. 

2.1.1.1.5 All Urban 

2.1.1.1.5.1  Maximize use of remaining unsubscribed    

    allocation in other ways. 

2.1.1.1.6 Monterey County 

2.1.1.1.6.1  Negotiate with Monterey Co for additional Naci  

    water to utilize full hydraulic capacity of    

    pipeline. 
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2.1.1.2  Agriculture – Irrigated crops 

2.1.1.2.1 Agriculture to use Nacimiento water. 

2.1.1.3  Rural Residential 

2.1.1.3.1 Wheel water through existing community  systems or build   

  infrastructure to deliver water. 

2.1.2 Injection 

2.1.2.1  Implement injection where it will replenish groundwater basin. 

2.1.3 Recharge 

2.1.3.1  All areas –Develop recharge basins. 

2.1.4 Other options 

2.1.4.1  Develop other carryover storage options. 

2.1.4.2  Deliver unsubscribed allocation directly to area of concern. 

2.2 Other water sources 

2.2.1 Exchanges – All areas 

2.2.1.1  Exchange or bank Nacimiento water with Santa Margarita Lake to  benefit 

 basin. 

2.2.1.2  Exchange or bank Nacimiento water with Lopez Lake to  benefit basin. 

2.2.1.3  Exchange or bank Nacimiento water with State Water Project. 

2.2.2 New Off / On Stream Storage 

2.2.2.1  Jack Creek Dam 

2.2.2.2  Santa Rita Creek Dam 

2.2.2.3  Other new dam locations 

2.2.2.4  Salinas Dam – Santa Margarita Lake - Raise and reinforce to increase 

 storage. 

2.2.2.5  Other streams 

2.2.2.5.1 Alluvial flow capture (Estrella River, Huer Huero Creek, etc.) 

2.2.3 Basin creeks 

2.2.3.1  Establish a high flow waterway management system. 

2.2.3.2  Establish live stream water flow throughout the watershed areas 

2.2.4 Salinas River 

2.2.4.1  Develop high flow waterway system management system. 

2.2.5 State Water Project (SWP) – Up to 15,273 AFY available 

2.2.5.1  Connect Shandon to SWP and set up distribution  system. 

2.2.5.2  Connect San Miguel/Paso Robles /Templeton /Atascadero to SWP. 
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2.2.5.3  Turnout the SWP Coastal Branch at the City of San Luis/Nacimiento 

 junction. 

2.2.5.4  Connect Creston to SWP. 

2.2.5.5  Agriculture – Direct delivery 

2.2.5.6  Rural Residential – Direct delivery 

2.2.6 Desalination 

2.2.6.1  Desalinization of sea water or brackish water. 

2.2.7 Precipitation Enhancement 

2.2.7.1  Cloud seeding 

 

3. Recycled Water 

3.1 Urban and Urban Non-Domestic 

3.1.1 Paso Robles, San Miguel, Templeton, Atascadero 

3.1.1.1  Upgrade wastewater treatment plants for distribution to end users. 

3.1.1.2  Install grey water reuse systems onsite. 

3.2 Agriculture 

3.2.1 Install grey water reuse systems onsite. 

3.3 Rural Residential 

3.3.1 Install grey water reuse systems onsite. 

 

4. Management 

4.1 Groundwater management 

4.1.1 Prohibit groundwater exports from the Basin. 

4.1.2 Develop an equitable allocation of safe yield for all overliers. 

4.1.3 Establish baseline conditions. 

4.1.4 Continuously monitor status of basin to determine whether solutions are effective. 

4.1.5 Manage pumping from all wells in the basin. 

4.1.6 Provide a potable water source for use in trucking water to homes for emergency 

purposes. 

4.1.7 Groundwater banking. 

4.2 Alternative Governance Structures 

4.2.1 All Areas 

4.2.1.1  Create a basin-wide groundwater management district management 

 system. 
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4.2.1.2  Do nothing. 

4.2.2 Rural Residential 

4.2.2.1  Connect rural residential properties adjacent to urban water providers. 

4.2.2.2  Create small community systems for rural communities. 

4.2.2.3  Create a rural water district. 

4.2.3 Agriculture – Irrigated Crops 

4.2.3.1  Create irrigation districts or other management authorities to convey 

 water to agricultural users. 

4.3 Land Use Management 

4.3.1 Ordinances and Policies - Agriculture 

4.3.1.1  Implement ordinances to prohibit subdivisions of land or General Plan  

   Amendments in the Basin. 

4.3.1.2  Implement landscaping ordinance (ag processing). 

4.3.1.3  Establish policies and funding to take irrigated agricultural acreage   

   out of production. 

4.3.1.4  Establish ordinances to protect recharge areas and watersheds. 

4.3.1.5  Encourage the segments of the ag industry that are comparatively    

   water neutral. 

4.3.1.6  Encourage existing low water use crops to remain. 

4.3.1.7  Encourage projects that detain or slow runoff. 

4.3.1.8  Enforce erosion and sediment control plan per current grading    

   ordinance. 

4.3.1.9  Enact urgency ordinance for new/expanded ag to limit per  parcel    

   water use to sustainable level. 

4.3.1.10 Require hold harmless notice when land sold that basin in decline and  

   not rely on for intensive use. 

4.3.1.11 Enact urgency ordinance for new/expanded users that they provide 

guarantees to maintain residential water supplies. 

4.3.1.12 Enact urgency moratorium restricting new wells to no greater than 6   

   inch casing. 

4.3.1.13 Adopt urgency plan for fair and equitable allocation of groundwater  

   that protects residential users. 

4.3.1.14 Enact urgency moratorium on all ag overhead irrigation, including    

   frost protection. 

4.3.1.15 Enact urgency moratorium banning construction of all reservoirs for   

   storage of  irrigation water. 
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4.3.2  Ordinances and Policies - Rural Residential 

4.3.2.1  Implement ordinances to prohibit subdivisions of land or General Plan  

   Amendments in the Basin. 

4.3.2.2  Implement landscaping ordinance. 

4.3.2.3  Require new development to be water neutral. 

4.3.2.4  Encourage projects that detain or slow runoff. 

4.3.2.5  Implement Low Impact Development standards. 

4.3.2.6  Enforce erosion and sediment control plan per current grading    

   ordinance. 

4.3.2.7  Require hold harmless notice when land sold that basin in decline and not 

   rely on for intensive use. 

4.3.2.8  Adopt urgency plan for fair and equitable allocation of groundwater that  

   protects residential users. 
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