RESOLUTION NO. 2021-05

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF MONTEREY
ONE WATER (1) CERTIFYING THE 2021 FINAL SUPPLEMENTAL EIR
FOR THE PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS TO THEPURE WATER
MONTEREY GROUNDWATER REPLENISHMENT PROJECT, (2)
ADOPTING CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
FINDINGS, (3) APPROVING MITIGATION MEASURES AND A
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM, AND (4)
ADOPTING A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2015, the Board of Directors of Monterey One Water
(“M1W?), as lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA™), approved
the Pure Water Monterey Groundwater Replenishment Project (“PWM/GWR Project”) per
Resolution 2015-24 and certified the Environmental Impact Report (“PWM/GWR Project EIR”)
(State Clearinghouse No. 2013051094); and

WHEREAS, on June 20, 2016 and March 6, 2017, respectively, the Monterey Peninsula
Water Management District (“MPWMD”) approved Addenda Nos. 1 and 2 to the PWM/GWR
Project EIR, and approved project modifications within that agency’s jurisdiction (acting as
responsible agency); and

WHEREAS, on October 30, 2017, M1W approved Addendum No. 3 to the PWM/GWR
Project EIR and approved project modifications and expanded capacity of the Advanced Water
Purification Facility and shared use of the Product Water Conveyance Facilities; and

WHEREAS, the PWM/GWR Project is a water supply project that will serve northern
Monterey County. The project provides: (1) purified recycled water for recharge of a groundwater
basin that serves as drinking water supply; (2) purified recycled water for urban landscape
irrigation within Marina Coast Water District service area; and (3) recycled water to augment the
existing Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project’s agricultural irrigation supply. The PWM/GWR
Project also includes a drought reserve component to support use of the new supplyfor crop
irrigation during dry years; and

WHEREAS, the M1W Board now wishes to consider proposed modifications to the
PWM/GWR Project (“Proposed Modifications™). In partnership and with funding from the
Monterey Peninsula Water Management District (“MPWMD”) and California American Water
Company (“CalAm”), MIW has completed the Final Supplemental EIR for the Proposed
Modifications to the PWM/GWR Project (“2021 Final SEIR”) which includes a Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report document dated November 7, 2019 (“Draft SEIR™),
a Final SEIR document dated April 17, 2020 (“2020 Final SEIR”), and an Environmental
Memorandum dated April 12, 2021 related to changes to the SEIR since the 2020 Final SEIR was
prepared.The 2021 Final SEIR analyzes and discloses the changes to the PWM/GWR Project
EIR’s analysis and conclusions associated with the construction, operation, and maintenance of
M1W’s Proposed Modifications to expand the water supply yield of the approved PWM/GWR
Project. The Proposed Modifications would result in an “Expanded PWM/GWR Project” as further



described below. These modifications are proposed as a backup to the California American Water
(“CalAm”) Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project (“MPWSP”). The 2021 Final SEIR is a
supplement to the PWM/GWR Project Final EIR, certified by M1W on October 8, 2015, with
Addenda approved on June 20, 2016 and March 6, 2017 by MPWMD and by M1W on October
30, 2017 to address prior project changes; and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Modifications would result in an Expanded PWM/GWR
Project that would provide an additional 2,250 AFY of purified recycled water for injection into
the Seaside Groundwater Basin and subsequent extraction to replace the same quantity of CalAm’s
existing potable water supplies and to provide for growth. In order to provide an additional 2,250
AFY of treated water, the Proposed Modifications would require new and expanded facilities,
including improvements at the existing Advanced Water Purification Facilityto increase peak
capacity; additional product water conveyance facilities; additional injection well facilities;
additional monitoring wells, including the relocation of a previously approved monitoring well;
and new potable water extraction and delivery facilities consisting of four new extraction wells,
conveyance pipelines, and treatment facilities; and

WHEREAS, the Expanded PWM/GWR Project would recycle and reuse water from the
same sources as the approved PWM/GWR Project. The Proposed Modifications would not change
the maximum amount of source waters to be conveyed to the Regional Treatment Plant as
described and evaluated in the PWM/GWR Project Final EIR. As under the approved PWM/GWR
Project, the source water flows would be treated using the existing Regional Treatment Plant
processes and would then be further treated and recycled by the Salinas Valley Reclamation Plant
for agricultural irrigation or by the Advanced Water Purification Facility for urban irrigation or
for groundwater replenishment in the Seaside Basin; and

WHEREAS, throughout the remainder of these findings, the term “PWM/GWR Project”
refers to the original project as approved in 2015 and modified in 2016 and 2017, and the term
“Proposed Modifications” refers to the project modifications analyzed in the 2021 Final SEIR and
now under consideration by the Board; and

WHEREAS, this resolution contains M1W’s certification of the 2021 Final SEIR, its
CEQA findings, its adopted mitigation measures and mitigation monitoring and reporting
program, and its statement of overriding considerations supporting approval of the Proposed
Modifications. The State Clearinghouse number for the PWM/GWR Project, including for the
Proposed Modifications, is SCH#2013051094; and

WHEREAS, a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed
Modifications to the Pure Water Monterey Groundwater Replenishment Project (“Draft SEIR”)
was released for public and agency review on November 7, 2019. The Draft SEIR assesses the
changes to environmental effects of implementation of the Proposed Modifications compared to
the environmental effects of the approved PWM/GWR Project, identifies means to eliminate or
reduce significant adverse impacts of the Proposed Modifications, and evaluates a reasonable
range of alternatives to the Proposed Madifications; and

WHEREAS, the 2021 Final SEIR is comprised of the Draft SEIR together with two
additionalvolumes. One volume is the 2020 Final SEIR that includes the comments on the Draft
SEIR submitted by interested public agencies, organizations, and members of the public during
the public review period between November 7, 2019 to January 31, 2020 ; written responses to the
environmental issues raised in those comments; revisions to the text of the Draft SEIR reflecting
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changes made in response to comments and other information; other minor changes to the text of
the Draft SEIR; and additional appendices prepared in response to comments on the Draft SEIR.
The second volume is an Environmental Memorandum which evaluates the changes to the
Proposed Modifications since completion of the April 2020 Final SEIR and exhibits to that
memorandum.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of Monterey One
Water as follows:

I. CERTIFICATION OF THE 2021 FINAL SEIR

The M1W Board (the “Board”) certifies that it has been presented with the 2021 Final
SEIR, and that it has reviewed and considered the information contained in the 2021 Final SEIR
prior to making the following findings and statement of overriding considerations in Section I,
below.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15090 (Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations, section 15090) the Board certifies that the 2021 Final SEIR has been completed in
compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The Board certifies the Final SEIR for the
Proposed Modifications as described above.

The Board further certifies that the 2021 Final SEIR reflects its independent judgment and
analysis.

. EINDINGS

Having received, reviewed, and considered the 2021 Final SEIR and other information in
the record of proceedings, the Board hereby adopts the following findings in compliance with
CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines:

Part A: Findings regarding the environmental review process and the contents of the 2021
Final SEIR.

Part B: Findings regarding the significant environmental impacts of the Proposed
Modifications and the mitigation measures for those impacts identified in the 2021 Final SEIR and
adopted as conditions of approval, as well as the reasons that some potential mitigation measures
are rejected. A summary of impacts and mitigation measures is provided in Exhibit A.

Part C: Findings regarding alternatives and the reasons that alternatives are rejected.

Part D: Statement of Overriding Considerations determining that the benefits of
implementing the Proposed Modifications outweigh the significant unavoidable environmental
impacts that will result and therefore justify approval of the Proposed Modifications despite such
impacts.

The Board certifies that these findings are based on full appraisal of all viewpoints,
including all comments received up to the date of adoption of these findings, concerning the
environmental issues identified and discussed in the 2021 Final SEIR. The Board adopts the
findings and the statement in Parts A through D.

In addition to the findings regarding environmental impacts, alternatives and overriding
considerations, Part E, below, identifies the custodian and location of the record of proceedings,as
required by CEQA.



Part F, below, describes the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the
Proposed Modifications. As described in Part F, the Board hereby adopts the Mitigation
Monitoring andReporting Program as set forth in Exhibit B to these findings.

Part G, below, summarizes the findings and determinations regarding the Project.

A. Environmental Review Process

1. Prior Environmental Review

This section summarizes the prior environmental review of the PWM/GWR Project. On
May 30, 2013, M1W distributed a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to commence the environmental
review process. A second NOP was released on December 9, 2014. M1W subsequently prepared
a Draft EIR, which was distributed for public review on April 22, 2015 for a 45-day public review
period. As required pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15088, M1W prepared responses to
comments received during the public review period and prepared a Final EIR. The M1W Board of
Directors approved the PWM/GWR Project (as modified) and certified the Final EIR (PWM/GWR
Project Final EIR) (State Clearinghouse No. 2013051094) on October 8, 2015.

After the approval of the PWM/GWR Project, minor changes to components of the
PWM/GWR Project were subject to discretionary action by responsible agencies. These actions
included approval of a water distribution system permit by the MPWMD, including addition of
the Hilby Pump Station and minor re-alignments to the Monterey Pipeline. The effects of these
minor modifications were evaluated in Addendum No. 1 and Addendum No. 2 tothe PWM/GWR
Project Final EIR. The analyses determined that the modifications would not result in any
additional environmental effects beyond those previously identified in the PWM/GWR Final EIR.
These actions did not require discretionary approval by M1W; thus, the Addenda Nos. 1 and 2
were prepared for consideration and approval by MPWMD’s Board of Directors (acting as
responsible agency) on June 20, 2016 and March 6, 2017, respectively.

M1W prepared Addendum No. 3 to the PWM/GWR Project Final EIR in October 2017.
The Addendum evaluated changes to the approved PWM/GWR Project to increase the operational
capacity of the approved Advanced Water Purification Facility to allow delivery of600 AFY of
purified recycled water to MCWD. In addition, Addendum No. 3 also considered the effects of the
shared use of facilities with MCWD. That analysis determined that the modifications would not
result in any additional environmental effects beyond those previously identified in the
PWM/GWR Final EIR. M1W approved the modifications to the PWM/GWR Project and adopted
Addendum No. 3 on October 30, 2017.

2. Notice of Preparation and Scoping Meeting

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15063 and 15082, M1W, as Lead Agency,
prepared a Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) for the SEIR to evaluate the Proposed Modifications
that are the subject of these findings. The NOP was published and distributed to local, State, and
Federal agencies and other interested parties on May 15, 2019 for a 30-day review period which
ended on June 14, 2019.

M1W conducted a public scoping meeting on Wednesday June 5, 2019 at 5:30 PM at the
Oldemeyer Center located at 986 Hilby Avenue, Seaside, CA 93955 to present the Proposed
Modifications to the public and agencies and to solicit input as to the scope and content of the
SEIR. Public notices were published in local newspapers informing the general public of
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availability of the NOP and of the scoping meetings. Appendix A to the Draft SEIR includes the
NOP and the written comments received in response to the NOP.

3. Preparation of the SEIR

The Draft SEIR was completed and published on November 7, 2019 with a noticed public
review and comment period ending on December 23, 2019. The Draft SEIR addressed comments
received on the NOP and during the scoping meeting by inclusion of any relevant environmental
analysis in the text of the Draft SEIR. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15087(a), M1W mailed
copies of the Notice of Availability (“NOA”) to all parties who previously requested such notice
in writing. M1W distributed these notices concurrently with publication of the Draft SEIR. M1W
also noticed the availability of the Draft SEIR in a newspaper of general circulation in the area
affected by the Proposed Modifications concurrently with publication of the Draft SEIR. M1W
also posted notices on and off the site in the area where the Proposed Modifications are located.
M1W posted the NOA of the Draft SEIR at the office of the Monterey County Clerk. M1W also
submitted the Draft SEIR for review by State agencies through the State Clearinghouse.

M1W conducted a public meeting on December 12, 2019 at 5:30 PM at the Oldemeyer
Center located at 986 Hilby Avenue, Seaside, CA 93955. In December 2019, M1W received
several letters requesting that M1W extend the public savperiod for the Draft SEIR, including
several requesting the review period be extended to end on January 31, 2020. Numerous other
letters and phone calls requested that M1W maintain the public review period deadline of
December 23, 2019. In response to these letters, M1W conducted a special Board meeting on
December 19, 2019.

The Board was provided information on the various options related to the public review
period timeframe and at the December 19, 2019 special meeting voted to extend the public review
period to January 31, 2020. The decision complied with all applicable laws, regulations, and
statutes, including CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. M1W subsequently revised and republished
the Notice of Availability with the new public review period end date, including publishing it as a
new legal notice in the Monterey County Herald, posting it at the County Clerkand at the State
Office of Planning and Research (State Clearinghouse), emailing it to the same distribution list as
was used for the Draft SEIR, and posting hard copies at the M1W and MPWMD offices, at the
project sites, and at local libraries.

During the comment period, M1W received written comments from state and local
agencies, organizations, and individuals. A total of 52 comment letters or emails were received on
the Draft SEIR or on the Proposed Modifications during the public review period. In addition,oral
comments were received at the December 12, 2019 public meeting and by phone on December 18
and 19 (related to the Board consideration of extending the public review period on December 19).
Two additional letters from agencies were received after the close of the public review period and
are also included in the 2021 Final SEIR.

The 2020 Final SEIR was completed and made available to public agencies and members
of the public on April 13, 2020 (“2020 Final SEIR™).

After completion of the 2020 Final SEIR, some minor changes to the Proposed
Modifications became necessary. The changes to the Proposed Modifications are specific to the
Injection Well Facilities. Namely, after completion of the 2020 Final SEIR, M1W proceeded with
construction of two of the previously approved injection wells in the same geographic area as was



evaluated in the certified PWM/GWR Final EIR. By contrast, the Proposed Modifications
described in the 2020 Final SEIR had included relocation of these two injection wells. Those
relocations are no longer necessary. This change results in the need for constructing only one
additional deep well at the Expanded Injection Well Area that was evaluated in the 2020 Final
SEIR for a total of nine approved wells (the same number as was evaluated in the 2020 Final
SEIR). The Expanded Injection Well Area also could serve as a location for potential future
replacement wells if replacement of existing wells is needed, but no replacement wells are
proposed for approval at this time.

The 2021 Final SEIR includes an environmental memorandum summarizing the changes
to the project description and resulting changes to the environmental analysis and conclusions by
topical area since the 2020 Final SEIR. (“Environmental Memorandum™). EXxhibits are attached
to support the information in the Environmental Memorandum including a list of changes to the
project description, a complete revised project description, and a summary of environmental
impacts and mitigation measures of the project with changes.

The 2021 Final SEIR contains all comments received during and immediately after the
public comment period on the Draft SEIR, together with written responses to significant
environmental issues raised in those comments, which were prepared in accordance with CEQA
and the CEQAGuidelines and the Environmental Memorandum described above.

The Board finds and determines that the 2021 Final SEIR provides adequate, good faith,
and reasoned responses to all comments raising significant environmental issues.

4. Absence of Significant New Information

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 requires a lead agency to recirculate an EIR for further
review and comment when significant new information is added to the EIR after public notice is
given of the availability of the draft EIR but before certification of the final EIR. New information
added to an EIR is not “significant” unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprivesthe public of
a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the
project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect that the project proponent declines to
implement. The Guidelines provide definitions of significant new information under this standard.
Recirculation is not required where the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or
amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.

The Board recognizes that the 2021 Final SEIR incorporates information obtained by M1W
since the Draft SEIR was completed, and contains additions, clarifications, modifications, and
other changes. With respect to this information, the Board finds as follows:

Changes to the Proposed Modifications — Injection Well Facilities. As described in the
Environmental Memorandum included in the 2021 Final SEIR, minor changes to the proposed
Injection Well Facilities were made after completion of the 2020 Final SEIR. The 2020 Final
SEIR included relocation of two deep injection wells that had been previously approved at the
Approved Injection Well Area. Under the Proposed Modifications, those two wells were proposed
to be relocated to the Expanded Injection Well Area analyzed in the 2020 Final SEIR. Since
completion of the 2020 Final SEIR, M1W has proceeded with construction of these two deep
injection wells in their originally approved location; therefore, relocation of these two wells is no
longer part of the Proposed Modifications. The Proposed Modifications continue to include one
additional deep injection well in the Expanded Injection Well Area. The Environmental
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Memorandum included in the 2021 Final SEIR demonstrates that the changes to the proposed
Injection Well Facilities would not result in a new significant impact or substantially increase the
severity of a significant impact identified by the 2020 Final SEIR. Therefore, in accordance with
CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, no recirculation of the SEIR is necessary based on the changes
and additions to the Proposed Modifications in the 2021 Final SEIR.

Other Changes to Project Description. M1W and MCWRA staff intend to continue to
work together to better define various rights to use certain wastewater flows that enter M1W
wastewater collection and treatment facilities. Section 4.01 of the Amended and Restated Water
Recycling Agreement between the two agencies, as amended through June 2020 (“ARWRA”),
designates water rights to wastewater flows originating from outside of M1W’s 2001 service area
as equally split between M1IW and MCWRA. The M1W Regional Treatment Plant and
surrounding land, including the Monterey Regional Waste Management District land, are located
outside of M1W’s 2001 boundaries as shown on maps published by the Local Area Formation
Commission of Monterey County. A potential future amendment to the ARWRA could change
section 4.01 regarding the allocation of some of the wastewater flows. The proposed amendment
terms were discussed at the March 18, 2021 M1W Recycled Water Committee, at the March 29,
2021 M1W Board meeting, and at the April 7, 2021 MCWRA Basin Management Advisory
Committee meeting. M1W staff has analyzed the potential future changes to source water
allocation in section 4.01 however, these changes would not result in any new significant impact
nor substantially increase the severity of a significant impact identified by the 2020 Final SEIR.
Therefore, in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, no recirculation of the SEIR is
necessary based on these changes and additions to the Proposed Modifications in the 2021 Final
SEIR.

The 2020 Final SEIR included a MPWMD updated water supply and demand analysis, in
Appendix O. (MPWMD, March 13, 2020). Revisions to the water supply and demand analysis
were subsequently approved by the MPWMD on May 18, 2020 and again on February 25, 2021.
A reference to the revisions is added to a footnote 13 in the project description revisions provided
in the Environmental Memorandum; however, these changes would not result in any new
significant impact nor substantially increase the severity of a significant impact identified by the
2020 Final SEIR. Therefore, in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, no recirculation
of the SEIR is necessary based on these changes and additions to the Proposed Modifications in
the 2021 Final SEIR.

Other Changes to the Final SEIR. Other minor changes and edits have been made to the
text and tables of the Draft SEIR and to the appendices, as described in Chapter 5 of the 2020 Final
SEIR and in the Environmental Memorandum. These changes are generally of an administrative
nature such as correcting typographical errors, making minor adjustments to the data, and adding
or changing certain phrases to clarify or to improve readability.

Changes to Mitigation Measures. As described in Chapter 5 of the 2020 Final SEIR
(Changes to the Draft SEIR) and in the responses to comments on the Draft SEIR, several
mitigation measures have been modified, including Mitigation Measures AQ-1, BT-1i, BT-1j, BT-
1k, CR-2b, and EN-1. The Board finds that these changes to the mitigation measures in the Final
SEIR augment the mitigation measures as proposed in the Draft SEIR, strengthen the effectiveness
of the proposed mitigation measures, respond to agency input, and/or enhance their clarity, but do
not cause any new or more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, in accordance with CEQA
and the CEQA Guidelines, no recirculation of the SEIR is necessary based on the changes and
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additions to the mitigation measures in the 2021 Final SEIR.

The Board finds that these changes are of a minor, non-substantive nature and do not
require circulation of the SEIR.

In addition to the changes and corrections described above, the 2021 Final SEIR provides
additional information in response to comments and questions from public agencies, private
organizations, and individuals received during the CEQA comment period. The Board finds that
this additional information does not constitute significant new information requiring recirculation,
but rather that the additional information clarifies or amplifies an adequate SEIR. The public has
not been deprived of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse
environmental effect of the Proposed Modifications or a feasible alternative or mitigation measure.

Recirculation is required in four situations. Here, the Board finds that the additional
information, including the changes described above, does not show that:

a. Anew significant environmental impact would result from theproject or from a new
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented.

b. A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impactwould result unless
mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.

c. A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from
others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental
impacts of the project, but the project’s proponents decline to adopt it.

d. The Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in
nature that meaningful public review and comment were precluded.

Based on the foregoing and having reviewed the information contained in the 2021 Final
SEIR and in the record of M1W’s proceedings, including the comments on the Draft SEIR and the
responses thereto, and the above-described information, the Board hereby finds that no significant
new information has been added to the 2021 Final SEIR since public notice was given of the
availability of the Draft SEIR that would require recirculation of the Draft SEIR. Therefore, in
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(b), no recirculation of the Draft SEIR is
required.

5. Differences of Opinion Regarding the Impacts of the Proposed
Modifications

In making its determination to certify the 2021 Final SEIR and to approve the Proposed
Modifications, the Board recognizes that a range of technical and scientific opinion exists with
respect to certain environmental issues. The Board has acquired an understanding of the range of
this technical and scientific opinion by its review of the Draft SEIR, the comments received on the
Draft SEIR and the responses to those comments in the 2021 Final SEIR, as well as testimony,
letters, and reports regarding the 2021 Final SEIR and its own experience and expertise in these
environmental issues. The Board has reviewed and considered, as a whole, the evidence and
analysis presented in the Draft SEIR, the evidence and analysis presented in the comments on the
Draft SEIR, the evidence and analysis presented in the 2021 Final SEIR, the information submitted
on the 2021 Final SEIR, and the reports prepared by the experts who prepared the SEIR, by M1W’s
consultants, and by staff, addressing those comments. The Board has gained a comprehensive and
well-rounded understanding of the environmental issues presented by the Proposed Modifications.

-8-



In turn, this understanding has enabled the Board to make its decisions after weighing and
considering the various viewpoints on these important issues. The Board accordingly certifies that
its findings are based on full appraisal of all the evidence contained in the 2021 Final SEIR, as
well as the evidence and other information in the record addressing the 2021 Final SEIR.

B. Impacts and Mitigation Measures

These findings provide the written analysis and conclusions of the Board regarding the
environmental impacts of the Proposed Modifications and the mitigation measures identified by
the 2021 Final SEIR and adopted by the Board as conditions of approval for the Proposed
Modifications.

In making these findings, the Board has considered the opinions of other agencies and
members of the public, including opinions that disagree with some of the analysis and significance
thresholds used in the SEIR. The Board finds that the determination of significancethresholds is a
judgment that is within the discretion of the Board; the significance thresholds used in the SEIR
are supported by substantial evidence in the record, including the expert opinion of the SEIR
preparers and M1W staff; and the significance thresholds used in the SEIR provide reasonable and
appropriate means of assessing the significance of the adverse environmental effects of the
Proposed Modifications.

In particular, the SEIR relied on significance criteria for evaluating impacts that are tailored
to this type of project. The criteria used in the SEIR to determine whether an impact is or is not
“significant” are based on (a) CEQA-stipulated “mandatory findings of significance” listed in
CEQA Guidelines section 15065; (b) the relationship of the project effect to the adopted policies,
ordinances, and standards of M1W and of responsible agencies; and (c) commonly accepted
practice and the professional judgment of the SEIR authors and M1W staff.

1. Findings on the Proposed Modifications’ Environmental Impacts.

Exhibit A, Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures for the Proposed Modifications,
attached to these findings and incorporated herein by reference summarizes the environmental
determinations of the 2021 Final SEIR about the Proposed Modifications’ significant impacts
before and after mitigation. This exhibit does not attempt to describe the full analysis of each
environmental impact contained in the 2021 Final SEIR. Instead, Exhibit A provides a summary
description of each significant impact, describes the applicable mitigation measures identified in
the PWM/GWR Project EIR and 2021 Final SEIR and adopted by the Board where the measure is
within the Board’s jurisdiction to adopt, and states the Board’s findings on the significance of each
impact after imposition of the adopted mitigation measures. The Board finds that the following
impacts of the Proposed Modifications would or could remain significant following M1W
adoption of the mitigation measures described in the 2021 Final SEIR:

e Impact NV-1: Construction Noise
e Secondary Effects of Growth Inducement

A full explanation of these environmental findings and conclusions can be found in the
PWM/GWR Project EIR and 2021 Final SEIR, and these findings hereby incorporate by reference
the discussion and analysis in the PWM/GWR Project EIR and 2021 Final SEIR supporting the
2021 Final SEIR’s determinations regarding the Proposed Modifications’ impacts and mitigation
measures designed to address those impacts. In making these findings, the Board ratifies, adopts,
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and incorporates the analysis and explanation in the PWM/GWR Project EIR and 2021 Final SEIR,
and ratifies, adopts, and incorporates in these findings the determinations and conclusions of the
2021 Final SEIR relating to environmental impacts and mitigation measures, except to the extent
any stdeterminations and conclusions are specifically and expressly modified by these findings.

2. Adoption of Proposed Modifications Design Features and Mitigation
Measures as Conditions of Approval.

The Board adopts and incorporates as conditions of approval of the Proposed
Modifications, the mitigation measures set forth in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program attached to these findings as Exhibit B to reduce or avoid the potentially significant
impacts of the Proposed Modifications. In adopting these mitigation measures, the Board intends
to adopt each of the mitigation measures recommended for approval by the 2021 Final SEIR that
applies to a component of the Proposed Modifications that would be constructed by or funded by
the Board. Accordingly, in the event an applicable mitigation measure recommended in the 2021
Final SEIR has inadvertently been omitted from Exhibit B, such mitigation measure is hereby
adopted and incorporated in the findings below by reference. In addition, in the event thelanguage
describing a mitigation measure set forth in Exhibit B fails to accurately reflect the mitigation
measures in the 2021 Final SEIR due to a clerical error, the language of the mitigation measure as
set forth in the 2021 Final SEIR shall control, unless the language of the mitigation measure has
been specifically and expressly modified by these findings.

The Board hereby finds that the adopted mitigation measures are changes or alterationsthat
have been required in, or incorporated into, the Proposed Modifications which mitigate oravoid
significant effects on the environment.

Some of the mitigation measures cannot be fully implemented by the Board because the
measures apply to a component of the Proposed Modifications that the Board does not control. As
described on pages 2-26 through 2-32 of the Draft SEIR, the CalAm Facilities for the Expanded
PWM/GWR Project include four CalAm Extraction Wells and associated piping and treatment
facilities; and CalAm Conveyance Facilities pipelines. CalAm has confirmed that it would
implement all of the mitigation measures that the SEIR identifies for the CalAm Facilities,
including the following: AE-2, AE-3, AE-4, AQ-1, BT-1a, BT-1b, BT-1c, BT-1d, BT-1f, BT-1h,
BT-1i, BT-1j, BT-1k, BT-1m, BT-4, CR-2b, CR-2c, EN-1, NV-1a, NV-1c, NV-1e,NV-1f, NV-2,
PS-3, TR-2, TR-3, TR-4. See Exhibit A.

The Board hereby finds that these mitigation measures are within the jurisdiction of other
public agencies issuing regulatory approvals to CalAm and can and should be approved by those
other agencies.

3. Findings on Additional Suggested Mitigation Measures.

In several comments on the Draft SEIR, various measures were suggested by commenters
as proposed additional mitigation measures or modifications to the mitigation measures identified
by the SEIR. As described above, several of the SEIR’s mitigation measures were modified in
response to such comments. Other comments requested minor modifications in mitigation
measures identified in the Draft SEIR, requested mitigation measures for impacts thatwere less
than significant, or requested additional mitigation measures for impacts as to which the Draft
SEIR identified mitigation measures that would reduce the identified impact to a less than
significant level; these requests are declined as unnecessary.
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With respect to the additional measures suggested by commenters that were not added to
the 2021 Final SEIR, the Board hereby adopts and incorporates by reference the reasons set forth
in the responses to comments contained in the 2021 Final SEIR as its grounds for rejecting
adoption of these mitigation measures.

C. Basis for the Board’s Decision to Approve the Proposed Modifications

1. Summary of Discussion of Alternatives in the 2021 Final SEIR

The 2021 Final SEIR evaluates potential alternatives to the Proposed Modifications. The
SEIR examines the environmental impacts of each alternative in comparison with the Proposed
Modifications and the relative ability of each alternative to satisfy the project objectives.

The SEIR also describes the criteria used to identify a range of reasonable alternatives for
review in the SEIR and describes proposals that M1W concluded did not merit additional, more-
detailed review because they did not present viable alternatives to the Proposed Modifications.

2. The Board’s Findings Relating to Alternatives

In making these findings, the Board certifies that it has independently reviewed and
considered the information on alternatives provided in the 2021 Final SEIR, including the
information provided in comments on the Draft SEIR and the responses to those comments in the
2021 Final SEIR.The 2021 Final SEIR’s discussion and analysis of these alternatives is not
repeated in these findings, but the discussion and analysis of the alternatives in the 2021 Final
SEIR is incorporated in these findings by reference.

The 2021 Final SEIR describes and evaluates in detail several alternatives to the Project.
As set forth in section B above, the Board has adopted mitigation measures that mitigate the
significant environmental effects of the Proposed Modifications. As explained in section D of these
findings, while these mitigation measures will not mitigate all Proposed Modifications impacts to
a less than significant level, they will mitigate those impacts to a level that the Board finds is
acceptable. The Board finds that only the Proposed Modifications would satisfy all the project
objectives. The Board finds that the remaining alternatives are unable to satisfy the project
objectives to the same degree as the Proposed Modifications. The Board further finds that, on
balance, none of the remaining alternatives has environmental advantages over the Proposed
Modifications that are sufficiently great to justify approval of such an alternative instead of the
Proposed Modifications, in light of each such alternative’s inability to satisfy the project objectives
to the same degree as the Proposed Modifications. Accordingly, the Board hasdetermined to
approve the Proposed Modifications instead of approving one of the remaining alternatives.

In making this determination, the Board finds that when compared to the other alternatives
described and evaluated in the 2021 Final SEIR, the Proposed Modifications, as mitigated, provide
a reasonable balance between fully satisfying the project objectives and reducing potential
environmental impacts to an acceptable level. The Board further finds and determines that the
Proposed Modifications should be approved, rather than one of the other alternatives, forthe
reasons set forth below.

a. Description of Project Objectives

The primary objectives of the Proposed Modifications are to reduce discharges of
secondary effluent to Monterey Bay and to replenish the Seaside Groundwater Basin with 2,250
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AFY of additional purified recycled water to replace Cal-Am’s use of existing water sources. To
accomplish this primary objective, the Proposed Modifications would need to meet the following
objectives:

e Be capable of commencing operation, or of being substantially complete, by the
end of 2021 or as necessary to meet Cal-Am’s replacement water needs;

e Be cost-effective such that the Proposed Modifications would be capable of
supplying reasonably-priced water; and

e Be capable of complying with applicable water quality regulations intended to
protect public health.

b. Discussion and Findings Relating to the Alternatives Evaluated in the
Draft SEIR

Chapter 6 of the Draft SEIR provides a full discussion of the following alternatives,which
are summarized below:

e No Project/No Modifications Alternative
e Elimination of Extraction Wells EW-3 and EW-4 Alternative
No Project/ No Modifications Alternative

CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15126.6 requires that an EIR include an evaluation of the No
Project Alternative to provide decisionmakers the information necessary to compare the relative
impacts of approving a project to not approving a project. The No Project Alternative is defined
as continuation of existing conditions, as well as conditions that are reasonably expected to occur
in the event that a project is not implemented.

Here, the approved PWM/GWR Project is under construction with certain components
being operational to meet the objectives of the approved PWM/GWR Project and would be
implemented regardless of whether the Proposed Modifications are approved. Under the No
Project Alternative for the Proposed Modifications, the Proposed Modifications would not be
implemented.

Under the No Project/ No Modifications Alternative, the primary objectives of reducing
discharges of secondary effluent to the Monterey Bay and replenishing the Seaside Groundwater
Basin with 2,250 AFY of additional purified recycled water to replace CalAm’s use of existing
water sources would not be achieved.

Under this alternative, it remains reasonably likely that the MPWSP desalination project
would be constructed; however, should the MPWSP be delayed and not able to meet the Cease
and Desist Order deadline of December 31, 2021 for CalAm to deliver new water supplies to the
CalAm Monterey Service area, there would be no back-up plan.

On balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved with this alternative are
outweighed by its failure to provide the environmental benefits of the Proposed Modifications or
to achieve the project objectives, and the Board rejects this alternative.

Elimination of Extraction Wells EW-3 and EW-4 Alternative
This alternative consists of the elimination of Extraction Wells, called EW-3 and EW-4,
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from the Proposed Modifications, while still including construction of treatment facilities at the
site that was proposed for EW-3. This alternative would reduce the total number of Extraction
Wells from four to two. All the other Proposed Modifications would be constructed and operated
as described in the Draft SEIR. Under this alternative, Extraction Wells EW-1, EW-2, as well as
CalAm’s existing extraction wells, would be operated at an increased capacity to offsetthe
elimination of Extraction Wells EW-3 and EW-4, and backflush, treatment and conveyance
facilities would still be built.

This alternative would eliminate the new, significant and unavoidable construction noise
impact of the Proposed Modifications. Other than the elimination of the significant unavoidable
noise impact at this location, all other impacts would remain unchanged or slightly reduced due to
the reduced footprint and facilities at this project location.

Assuming the Proposed Modifications can operate without EW-3 and EW-4, this
alternative could potentially meet the primary project objectives of reducing discharges of
secondary effluent to Monterey Bay and replenishing the Seaside Groundwater Basin with 2,250
AFY of additional purified recycled water to replace CalAm’s use of existing water sources.
However, this alternative would not provide the same level of reliability as the Proposed
Modifications, as two wells at each site were proposed for reliability/redundancy of the system.

Due to the reduced reliability of the extraction well system that would result from
Elimination of Extraction Wells EW-3 and EW-4, the Board finds that this alternative would not
accomplish the project objectives as fully as the Proposed Modifications.

On balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved with this alternative are
outweighed by its failure to satisfy the project objectives to the same degree as the Proposed
Modifications. The environmental advantages of this alternative over the Proposed Modifications
are not sufficiently great to justify approval of this alternative instead of the Proposed
Modifications, and the Board rejects this alternative.

Summary of Findings Regarding Alternatives

For all of the foregoing reasons, the Board has determined to approve the Proposed
Modifications, instead of any of the other alternatives evaluated in the Draft SEIR. On balance,
the Board finds that the Proposed Modifications best achieve the project objectives and
environmental benefits.

c. Findings Regarding Suggestions for Modifying the Proposed
Modifications, Variations on the Alternatives, and a Suggested MPWSP
Alternative

Various modifications to the Proposed Modifications and variations on the alternatives
were proposed in comments on the Draft SEIR.

Certain commenters expressed their preference that CalAm’s MPWSP desalination project
be analyzed as an alternative to the Proposed Modifications, and this is thoroughly discussed in
Chapter 3 of the Final SEIR (Master Responses to Comments on the Draft SEIR), which is
incorporated by reference into these findings. CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15126.6 requiresan EIR to
describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project which would feasibly attain most of the
basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects
of the project. An EIR is not required to consider alternatives which are infeasible. Here, the
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CalAm desalination project would not avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects
of the Proposed Modifications, and it is not a feasible alternative to the Proposed Modifications.
Nor would the CalAm MPWSP achieve most of the objectives of the Proposed Modifications.
Therefore, the CalAm desalination project does not meet CEQA’s criteria for an alternative to the
Proposed Modifications.

The 2021 Final SEIR determined that no additional alternatives were considered necessary
to be added in the 2021 Final SEIR because the alternatives suggested either would not reduce
identified new significant impacts of the Proposed Modifications or would not feasibly meet most
of the basic project objectives. With respect to the additional alternatives suggested by commenters
that were not added to the 2021 Final SEIR, the Board hereby adopts and incorporates by reference
the reasons set forth in the responses to comments contained in the 2021 Final SEIR as its grounds
for rejecting the addition of these alternatives.

Findings Regarding Adequacy of Range of Alternatives. The Board finds that the range
of alternatives evaluated in the SEIR reflects a reasonable attempt to identify and evaluatevarious
types of alternatives that would potentially be capable of reducing the Proposed Modifications’
environmental effects, while accomplishing most of the project objectives. The Board finds that
the alternatives analysis is sufficient to inform the Board and the public regarding the tradeoffs
between the degree to which alternatives to the Proposed Modifications could reduce
environmental impacts and the corresponding degree to which the alternatives would hinder the
ability to achieve the project objectives.

D. Statement of Overriding Considerations

1. Impacts That Remain Significant

As discussed above and in Exhibit A, the Board has found that the followingimpacts of the
Proposed Modifications would or could remain significant following M1W adoption of the
mitigation measures described in the 2021 Final SEIR:

e Impact NV-1: Construction Noise
e Secondary Effects of Growth Inducement

2. Overriding Considerations Justifying Project Approval

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15093, the Board has, in determining whether
or not to approve the Proposed Modifications, balanced the economic, social, technological, and
other project benefits against the Proposed Modifications’ unavoidable environmental risks, and
finds that the benefits of the Proposed Modifications set forth below outweigh the significant
adverse environmental effects that are not mitigated to less than significant levels. This statement
of overriding considerations is based on the Board’s review of the 2021 Final SEIR and other
information in the administrative record. The benefits identified below provide separate and
independent bases for overriding the significant environmental effects of the Proposed
Modifications.

e The Proposed Modifications would reduce discharges of secondary effluent to
Monterey Bay and replenish the Seaside Groundwater Basin with 2,250 AFY of
additional purified recycled water to replace Cal-Am’s use of existing water
sources.
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e Operations of the Proposed Modifications would result in reduced pumping of the
Carmel River alluvial aquifer resulting in increased flows in Carmel River that
would benefit habitat for aquatic and terrestrial species.

e The Proposed Modifications would maximize the use of recycled water in
compliance with the state Recycled Water Policy.

E. Record of Proceedings

Various documents and other materials constitute the record upon which the Board bases
these findings and the approvals contained herein. The location and custodian of these documents
and materials is: Chayito Ibarra, Clerk to the Board, M1W, 5 Harris Court, Building D, Monterey,
CA 93940.

F. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

In accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the Board must adopt a mitigation
monitoring program to ensure that the mitigation measures adopted herein are implemented. The
Board hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Project attached to
these findings as Exhibit B.

G. Summary

1. Based on the foregoing findings and the information contained in the administrative record,
the Board has made one or more of the following findings with respect to each of the significant
environmental effects of the Proposed Modifications identified in the 2021 Final SEIR:

a. Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Proposed
Modifications which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects
on the environment.

b. Those changes or alterations that are wholly or partially within theresponsibility and
jurisdiction of another public agency have been, or can and should be, adoptedby that
other public agency.

c. Specific economic, social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the
mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the 2021 Final SEIR that would
otherwise avoid or substantially lessen the identified significant environmental effects
of the Proposed Modifications.

2. Based on the foregoing findings and information contained in the record, itis hereby
determined that:

a. All significant effects on the environment due to approval of the Proposed
Modifications have been eliminated or substantially lessened where feasible.

b. Any remaining significant effects on the environment found unavoidable are acceptable
due to the factors described in the Statement of Overriding Considerations in Section
[1.D, above.
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PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Directors of the Monterey One
Water at a regular meeting duly held on April 26, 2021 by the following roll call vote:

AYES: CARBONE, MOORE, GRIER, STEFANI, PHILLIPS, DONALDSON,
WILLIAMSON, SMITH, CROMEENES, CAMPBELL
NOES: NONE

ABSENT: NONE

Carbone, Chair
oard of Directors

ATTEST:

A s

Paul A. Sciuto, General Manager
Secretary to Board of Directors
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Exhibit A
to Resolution 2021-05

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

for the Proposed Modifications to the Pure Water Monterey Groundwater Replenishment Project:

(April 12, 2021)

Table 1 Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures and Table 2 Summary of Cumulative Impacts and
Mitigation Measures lists the impacts and mitigation measures of the Pure Water Monterey Groundwater
Replenishment Project and the Proposed Modifications. This table has been updated from the 2020 Final
SEIR to include notes about the effects of the 2021 Changes to the Injection Well Facilities. The 2021
Changes to the Injection Well Facilities will not increase the severity of any previous identified significant
impacts, nor would in these changes result in any new significant impacts. In addition, the 2021 Changes
to the Injection Well Facilities would not result in any changes to the mitigation measures presented in
the 2020 Final SEIR.



Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact Statement

Advanced Water Purification Facility
no changes

Product Water Conveyance Pipeline
no changes

Injection Well Facilities
with 2021 Changes

CalAm Distribution System
Extraction Wells (no changes

Conveyance Pipelines (no changes)

CalAm Distribution System

Proposed Modifications Overall
no changes

Mitigation Measure Number, Name, and Applicability

Notes about 2021
Changes to the Injection
Well Facilities

KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact; LS — Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation; SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact
IAE-1: Construction Impacts on Scenic
Views, Scenic Resources and Visual The 2021 Changes to
Quality of the Surrounding Areas. Injection Well Facilities
Construction of the Proposed Modifications would not worsen the
would not result in substantial effects on NIl | LS| LS | LS LS LS None required. severity of this impact.
scenic views, scenic resources, or the visual These impact conclusions
character or quality of public views of the remain the same as in the
areas surrounding the Proposed 2020 Final SEIR.
Modifications facilities.

[The 2021 Changes to
/AE-2: Construction Impacts due to Injection Well Facilities
Temporary Light and Glare. Construction VT . A R . would not worsen the
of the Proposed Modifications could resultin| LS | NI | LS |[LsM|  LsM Lsm (A2 Minimize Construction Nighttime Lighting. (Applies to the CalAm severity of this impact.

) . xtraction Wells and Conveyance Pipelines). d :
substantial, temporary sources of light or IThese impact conclusions
glare. land associated mitigation

measures remain the same.
IAE-3: Degradation of Visual Quality of ;I;lh:c%igfvgehlﬁpgsilsittigs
Sites and Surrounding Areas. Proposed w<J)uId not worsen the
Modifications would not result in a IAE-3: Provide Aesthetic Screening for New Above-Ground Structures. ) p

: . . LS NI LS |LSM NI LSM ; : A . - iseverity of this impact.
substantial degradation of the visual (Applies to the following project components: CalAm Extraction Wells). These impact conclusions
character of the project area and its . e
surroundings. land associated _mltlgatlon

measures remain the same.
[The 2021 Changes to
AE-4: Impacts due to Permanent Light Injection Well Facilities
and Glare during Operations. Operation of would not worsen the
Proposed Modifications may result in a LS | NI | LSM |Lsm NI LSM  |AE-4: Exterior Lighting Minimization. (Applies to the following projectSeverlty of this impact.

substantial new source of light or glare that
would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area.

components: Injection Well Facilities and CalAm Extraction Wells).

Mitigation Measure AE-4
would continue to apply to
the Injection Well Facilities
with the 2021 changes.
[These impact conclusions

Proposed Modifications to the GWR Project

Changes to Impact and Mitigation Measures in Supplemental EIR

April 2021
Monterey One Water



Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact Statement

Advanced Water Purification Facility
no changes

Product Water Conveyance Pipeline
no changes

Injection Well Facilities
with 2021 Changes

CalAm Distribution System
Extraction Wells (no changes

Conveyance Pipelines (no changes)

CalAm Distribution System

Proposed Modifications Overall
no changes

Mitigation Measure Number, Name, and Applicability

Notes about 2021
Changes to the Injection
Well Facilities

KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact; LS — Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation; SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact
land associated mitigation
measures remain the same.
[The 2021 Changes to
AQ-1: Construction Criteria Pollutant wgiﬁgonno:/\\iﬂrg:r?tlgfs
Emissions. Construction of the Proposed keverity of this impact
Modifications would result in emissions of Miti at{)n Measuro)e Ad-1
criteria pollutants, specifically PM10, that ?d ti t v t
may result in a cumulatively considerable | LSM'|LSM'| LSM' |LSM' LSM' LSM'  |AQ-1: Construction Fugitive Dust Control Plan. (Applies to All ProposedVould continue to apply fo
net increase of any criteria pollutant for Modifications). wi?hl?#]eecggg 1V\$|;Eag's“t'es
which the project region is non-attainment These impact concﬁjsiéns
under an applicable Federal or State land assosiated mitigation
ambient air quality standard. mitg
measures remain the same.
[The 2021 Changes to
/AQ-2: Construction Exposure of Injection Well Facilities
Sensitive Receptors to Pollutant would not worsen the
Em|§§|ops. Construction of the Propgsed LS LS LS LS LS LS None required. seventy of this |mpact:
Modifications would not expose sensitive [These impact conclusions
receptors to substantial pollutant remain the same as in the
concentrations. 020 Final SEIR.
/AQ-3: Construction Odors. Construction
of the Proposed Modifications would not LS |Ls | Ls |Ls LS LS  |None required The 2021 Changes to

result in other emissions (e.g., odors) that

Injection Well Facilities

' Under Impact AQ-1, the implementation of each component when looked at individually would not a have a significant impact; it is only when all components are
implemented together (with overlapping construction schedules) that a significant impact would occur triggering Mitigation Measures to reduce the impact to less than

significant (LS).

Proposed Modifications to the GWR Project

Changes to Impact and Mitigation Measures in Supplemental EIR

April 2021
Monterey One Water




Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures
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KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact; LS — Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation; SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact
would adversely affect a substantial number would not worsen the
of people. lseverity of this impact.

These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
2020 Final SEIR.

AQ-4: Construction Greenhouse Gas
Emissions. Construction of the Proposed
Modifications would generate greenhouse

[The 2021 Changes to
Injection Well Facilities
would not worsen the

gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, LS: The construction of the Proposed Modifications . o

but would not cause the Project with the  jwould not make a considerable contribution to significantly -~ .. severity of this impact.
Proposed Modifications to make a cumulative impacts due to greenhouse gas emissions q ) These impact conclusions
considerable contribution to significant and the related global climate change impacts. remain the same as in the

cumulative impacts due to greenhouse gas 2020 Final SEIR.

emissions and the related global climate
change impacts.

[The 2021 Changes to
Injection Well Facilities
would not worsen the
iseverity of this impact.
[These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
020 Final SEIR.

IAQ-5: Operational Criteria Pollutant
Emissions. Operation of the Project with
the Proposed Modifications would not LS | LS LS LS LS LS None required.
expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations.

/AQ-6: Operational Greenhouse Gas
Emissions. Operation of the Proposed
Modifications would generate GHG
emissions, either directly or indirectly. These

[The 2021 Changes to
LS: The Proposed Modifications would not make a Injection Well Facilities

considerable contribution to significant cumulative None required. would not worsen the

emissions would not cause the Project with impacts of grﬁ)il?%ﬁfneatg:zr?aﬂlsesIi?:Saacr':g the related severity of this impact.

the Proposed Modifications to exceed 9 ge Imp These impact conclusions
significance thresholds such that they would

Proposed Modifications to the GWR Project 3 April 2021

Changes to Impact and Mitigation Measures in Supplemental EIR Monterey One Water



Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact Statement

Advanced Water Purification Facility
no changes

Product Water Conveyance Pipeline
no changes

Injection Well Facilities
with 2021 Changes

CalAm Distribution System
Extraction Wells (no changes

Conveyance Pipelines (no changes)

CalAm Distribution System

Proposed Modifications Overall
no changes

Mitigation Measure Number, Name, and Applicability

Notes about 2021
Changes to the Injection
Well Facilities

KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact;

LS — Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation;, SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact

result in a considerable contribution to
significant cumulative impacts of GHG
emissions. In addition, the Proposed
Modifications would not conflict with
applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing greenhouse gas
emissions.

remain the same as in the
020 Final SEIR.

BF-1: Habitat Modification Due to
Construction of Diversion Facilities.

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

None required.

No impact would result from
the 2021 Changes to the
Injection Well Facilities.
[These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
020 Final SEIR.

BF-2: Interference with Fish Migration
Due to Project Operations.

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

None required.

No impact would result from
the 2021 Changes to the
Injection Well Facilities.
[These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
R020 Final SEIR.

BF-3: Reduction in Fish Habitat or Fish
Populations Due to Project Operations.

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

Bl

None required.

No impact would result from
the 2021 Changes to the
Injection Well Facilities.
[These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
2020 Final SEIR.

Proposed Modifications to the GWR Project

Changes to Impact and Mitigation Measures in Supplemental EIR

April 2021
Monterey One Water



Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact Statement

Advanced Water Purification Facility
no changes

Product Water Conveyance Pipeline
no changes

Injection Well Facilities
with 2021 Changes

CalAm Distribution System
Extraction Wells (no changes

Conveyance Pipelines (no changes)

CalAm Distribution System

Proposed Modifications Overall
no changes

Mitigation Measure Number, Name, and Applicability

Notes about 2021
Changes to the Injection
Well Facilities

KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact; LS — Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation; SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact
BT-1a: Implement Construction Best Management Practices. (Applies to
all Proposed Modifications, except the Advanced Water Purification|!N® 2021 Changes to
Facility) Injection Well Facilities
BT-1b: Implement Construction-Phase Monitoring. (Applies to alljvould not worsen the
Proposed Modifications, except the Advanced Water Purification Facility) S€Verity of this impact.
BT-1c: Implement Non-Native, Invasive Species Controls. (Applies to allMitigation Measures BT-1a
Proposed Modifications, except the Advanced Water Purification Facility) fnrough BT-1K would
BT-1d: Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys for California Legless Lizard.[continue to apply to the
(Applies to Product Water Conveyance Pipelines, Injection Well Facilities, [niection Well Facilities with
and Extraction Wells) the 2021 changes.
BT-1e: Prepare an(’:i Implem_ent Rare_ Plant Restoration Plan to Mitigaterhese impact conclusions
BT-1: Construction Impacts to Special- ::r,?p;i(;[z ;?1 d}ﬁil'lggt?oi \'/_ivc;rlll(ligac.iliggz?“es to Product Water Conveyancepng associated mitigation
Status Species and Habitat. Construction B'IE) 1§ C y : . ..._[neasures remain the same.
e -1f: Conduct Pre-Construction Protocol-Level Botanical Surveys within
of the Proposed Modifications may the remaining portion of the Biological Study Area. (Applies to all Proposed
adversely affect, either directly or through NI |LSM| LSM | NI NI LSM Modificati gp he Ad 9 dW YP i . ppF i P
habitat modification, special-status plant and B'(I? 1|[|1(?atllon3, except.t & Advancec ater Purification Facility)
. ) : ; s -1h: Implementation of Mitigation Measures BT-1a and BT-1b to
wildlife species and their habitat within the Mitigate | ts to the Mont Omate Sh Coast H d Lizard
Biological Study Area. itigate Impacts to the Monterey Ornate Shrew, Coast Horned Lizard,
Coast Range Newt, Two-Striped Garter Snake, and Salinas Harvest
Mouse. (Applies to Injection Well Facilities and Extraction Wells)
BT-1i: Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys for Monterey Dusky-Footed
Woodrat. (Applies to Injection Well Facilities and Extraction Wells)
BT-1j: Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys for American Badger. (Applies|
to Injection Well Facilities and Extraction Wells)
BT-1k: Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys for Protected Avian Species,
including, but not limited to, white-tailed kite and California horned lark.
(Applies to all Proposed Modifications, except the Advanced Water|
Purification Facility)
BT-1m: Minimize effects of nighttime construction lighting. (Applies to
Injection Well Facilities and Extraction Wells)
BT-2: Construction Impacts to Sensitive [The 2021 Changes to
Habitats. Proposed Modifications NI LS LS NI NI LS None required. Injection Well Facilities

construction may adversely affect sensitive

would not worsen the

Proposed Modifications to the GWR Project

Changes to Impact and Mitigation Measures in Supplemental EIR

April 2021
Monterey One Water



Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact Statement

Advanced Water Purification Facility
no changes

Product Water Conveyance Pipeline
no changes

Injection Well Facilities
with 2021 Changes

CalAm Distribution System
Extraction Wells (no changes

Conveyance Pipelines (no changes)

CalAm Distribution System

Proposed Modifications Overall
no changes

Mitigation Measure Number, Name, and Applicability

Notes about 2021
Changes to the Injection
Well Facilities

KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact; LS — Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation; SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact
habitats (including riparian, wetlands, and/or iseverity of this impact.
other sensitive natural communities) within [These impact conclusions
the Biological Study Area. remain the same as in the
020 Final SEIR.
BT-3: Construction Conflicts with Local
Policies, Ordinances, or Approved The 2021 Changes to
Habitat Conservation Plan. Construction Injection Well Facilities
of the Proposed Modifications would would not worsen the
potentially conflict with local policies or severity of this impact.
ordinances protecting biological resources. BT-4: Fort Ord HMP Plant Species Salvage. (Applies to Product Water[Mitigation Measure BT-4
A potential conflict may occur if the Fort Ord | NI [LSM| LSM |LSM LSM LSM  |Conveyance Pipeline, Expanded Injection Well Facilities, Extraction Wells,Would continue to apply to
HMP plant species on the former Fort Ord and CalAm Conveyance Pipelines) the Injection Well Facilities
that do not require a take authorization from with the 2021 changes.
the Service or CDFW are impacted, and These impact conclusions
salvage is not conducted. There are no @and associated mitigation
approved HCPs applicable to the Proposed measures remain the same.
Modifications.
[The 2021 Changes to
Injection Well Facilities
CR-1: Construction Impacts on would not worsen the
Archaeological Resources or Human lseverity of this impact.
Remains. Construction of the Proposed CR-2b: Discovery of Archaeological Resources or Human Remains.Mitigation Measures CR-2b
Modifications may result in a substantial LsM lisml Lsm |Lsm LSM LSM (Applies to all Proposed Modifications components). land CR-2c would continue

adverse change in the significance to
unknown archaeological resources during
construction and/or encounter unknown
human remains.

CR-2c: Native American Notification to all

Modifications)

(Applies Proposed

to apply to the Injection Well
Facilities with the 2021
changes.

These impact conclusions
land associated mitigation
measures remain the same.

Proposed Modifications to the GWR Project

Changes to Impact and Mitigation Measures in Supplemental EIR

April 2021
Monterey One Water




Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact Statement

Advanced Water Purification Facility
no changes

Product Water Conveyance Pipeline
no changes

Injection Well Facilities
with 2021 Changes

Extraction Wells (no changes)

CalAm Distribution System

Conveyance Pipelines (no changes)

CalAm Distribution System

Proposed Modifications Overall
no changes

Mitigation Measure Number, Name, and Applicability

Notes about 2021
Changes to the Injection
Well Facilities

KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact; LS — Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation; SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact

[The 2021 Changes to
CR-2: Construction Impacts on Unknown wéiﬁgonnoy\\l,ve;'g:ﬂﬁfs
Paleontological Resources. Construction severity of this impact
of the Proposed Modifications would not LS | LS LS LS LS LS None required. Y pact.

. . [These impact conclusions
result in damage to or destruction of remain the same as in the
unknown paleontological resources. b020 Final SEIR.

[The 2021 Changes to
EN-1: Construction Impacts due to Injection Well Facilities
Temporary Energy Use. Proposed Project would not worsen the
and Project Modifications construction could iseverity of this impact.
result in wasteful or inefficient use of energy . . . .. . Mitigation Measure EN-1
if construction equipment is not maintained | LSM |LSM| LSM |LSM LSM LSM EN 1 Co_nstructlon Equipment Efficiency Plan. (Applies to all Proposed would continue to apply to
. - - Modification components). e
or if haul trips are not planned efficiently. the Injection Well Facilities
The Proposed Project and Project with the 2021 changes.
Modifications would not conflict with existing IThese impact conclusions
energy standards. land associated mitigation
measures remain the same.
EN-2: Operational Impacts due to Energy ;I;lh:c%igfvgehlﬁpgsilsittigs
Use. Proposed Project operations would not w<J)uId not worsen the
result in the consumption of energy such severity of this impact
that existing supplies would be substantially | LS | LS LS LS LS LS None required. Y pact.

) : . [These impact conclusions
constrained nor would the Project result in remain the same as in the
the unnecessary, wasteful, or inefficient use )

2020 Final SEIR.
of energy resources.
GS-1: Construction-Related Erosion or
. f [The 2021 Changes to
Loss of Topsoil. Construction of the .
P LS | LS LS LS LS LS None required. Injection Well Facilities

Proposed Modifications would not result in
substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.

would not worsen the
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Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact Statement

Advanced Water Purification Facility

no changes

Product Water Conveyance Pipeline
no changes

Injection Well Facilities
with 2021 Changes

CalAm Distribution System
Extraction Wells (no changes

Conveyance Pipelines (no changes)

CalAm Distribution System

Proposed Modifications Overall
no changes

Mitigation Measure Number, Name, and Applicability

Notes about 2021
Changes to the Injection
Well Facilities

KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact; LS — Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation; SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact
iseverity of this impact.
[These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
2020 Final SEIR.
GS-2: Construction-Related Soil Collapse
and Soil Constraints during Pipeline The 2021 Changes to
Trenching. Construction of some Proposed Injection Well Facilities
Modifications pipeline components would be ;veovuekrjit;oc: fvrt?irssfr"rrw]ptggt
e b e | 1515 15 18|15 | s |uenersaures
during project construction, and potentially remain the same as in the
result in soil instability or collapse; however, 2020 Final SEIR.
this exposure would not result in a
substantial risk to people or structures.
GS-3: Exposure to Seismic Ground
Shaking and Liquefaction. The Proposed I]h:c%i?)?vgehlfpgce:ilsittigs
Modifications would be located in a wgJuId not worsen the
seismically active area; however, operations verity of this impact
of the Proposed Modifications would not LS | LS LS LS LS LS None required. peverily ot this impact.

. [These impact conclusions
expose people or structures to a substantial remain the same as in the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving 020 Final SEIR

L ; a .
exposure to seismic groundshaking and
liquefaction.
GS-4: Hydro-Collapse of Soils from Well [The 2021 Changes to
Injection. Operation of the Proposed Injection Well Facilities
Modifications would not create a substantial would not worsen the
risk to life or property due to its facilities NI NI LS NI NI LS None required. iseverity of this impact.

being located on a geologic unit or soils that
are unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of hydro-collapse.

[These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
020 Final SEIR.
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Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Notes about 2021
Changes to the Injection
Impact Statement Mitigation Measure Number, Name, and Applicability Well Facilities

KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact; L

no changes
no changes

no changes
Conveyance Pipelines (no changes)

Advanced Water Purification Facility
Product Water Conveyance Pipeline
CalAm Distribution System
Extraction Wells (no changes
CalAm Distribution System
Proposed Modifications Overall

Injection Well Facilities
with 2021 Changes

(%]

— Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation; SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact

[The 2021 Changes to
Injection Well Facilities
would not worsen the
iseverity of this impact.
[These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
020 Final SEIR.

HH-1: Use and Disposal of Hazardous
Materials During Construction.
Construction of the Proposed Modifications
would not create a significant hazard tothe | LS | LS LS LS LS LS None required.
public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials during construction.

[The 2021 Changes to
Injection Well Facilities
would not worsen the
iseverity of this impact.
[These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
2020 Final SEIR.

HH-2: Accidental Release of Hazardous
Materials During Construction.
Construction of the Proposed Modifications
would not create a significant hazard dueto | LS | LS LS LS LS LS None required.
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment.

HH-3: Construction of Facilities on
Known Hazardous Materials Site.
Construction of the Proposed Modifications
would occur on a known hazardous
materials site pursuant to Government Code| LS | LS LS LS LS LS None required.
Sec. 65962.5; however, the Proposed
Modifications would not result in a
significant hazard to people or the
environment.

The 2021 Changes to
Injection Well Facilities
would not worsen the
iseverity of this impact.
[These impact conclusions
remain the same as in the
020 Final SEIR.

Proposed Modifications to the GWR Project 9 April 2021
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Table 1. Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact Statement

Advanced Water Purification Facility
no changes
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Proposed Modifications Overall
no changes

Mitigation Measure Number, Name, and Applicability

Notes about 2021
Changes to the Injection
Well Facilities

KEY TO ACRONYMS: NI — No Impact; LS — Less than Significant; LSM — Less than Significant with Mitigation; SU — Significant and Unavoidable; Bl- Beneficial Impact
HH-4: Use of Hazardous Materials During [The 2021 Changes to
Construction Within 0.25-Miles of Injection Well Facilities
Schools. Construction of the Proposed would not worsen the
MO.dIfI‘C.atlonS would not result in nor create s | Ls LS LS LS LS None required. seventy of this |mpact:
a significant hazard to the public or the [These impact conclusions
environmen