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California Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Environmental Science Associates 
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800 
San Francisco, CA 94108 

Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary 
c/o Karen Grimmer, NEPA Lead 
99 Pacific Avenue, Building 455a 
Monterey, CA 93940 

Re: Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project (MP\VSP) 

Dear Commissioners and Agency Officials: 

February 16, 7 

I request the CPUC deny approval of the draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) and 
deny certification for the Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project (MPWSP) until at 
least two very specific issues are clarified: 

® DDDDThere have been NO successful, completed slant wells for subsurface ocean 
desalination anywhere in the U.S. or the world. There was only one attempted project at 
Dana Point, CA. State agencies require a feasibility study of this new technology. With 
an untested and experimental design, the highest standard of scientific testing must be 
made. There is a more accurate method of mapping the saltwater intrusion in the Salinas 
Valley Groundwater Basin (called Electrical Resistivity Tomography-ERT) but this 
method is NOT used in the DEIR environmental review of impacts. ERT imaging will be 
completed in mid-2017. Such scientific data and observations must be included in the 
DEIR evaluation of impacts and the question of 'no harm' from the project. 

• ODDDCal-Am has no water rights in the Salinas Groundwater Basin but they intend to
pump another water district's groundwater. The fundamental determination oflegal
water rights must be made now before further infrastructure investment and before more
project approvals.

• DDDDlfthe CPUC, for reasons which those ratepayers who have been following this
process closely do nor accept, Cal Am's desal pumping operation will continue to hasten
seawater intrusion into the Salinas Valley aquifer. The results will be irreversible.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, ,::_}-:J /J. / .. )> /) J T
,1l-�1vJ;{ -- /I /12/� 

(Print name and address) Roland Martin 
269 Del Mesa Carmel, Carmel, Ca. 93 923 
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8. Draft EIR/EIS Comments and Responses 
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8.8.1 Responses to Comments from Form Letter 1 
Form Letter 1 consists of 149 one-page letters, received as a package and consisting of several 
common statements as well as hand-written comments added by individual signers. All unique 
comments have been identified and addressed in responses below. 

Form1-1 The Lead Agencies acknowledge receipt of the letters and provide responses below 
where comments included enough specificity to allow for a substantive response. 

Form1-2 Master Response 11, CalAm Test Slant Well, Section 8.2.11.8 discusses the new and 
evolving slant well technology and specifically addresses the test well at Dana Point. 
EIR/EIS Section 4.4.1.4 presents ERT and the work of Dr. Rosemary Knight; 
Master Response 9, Electrical Resistivity Tomography (ERT) and Airborne 
Electromagnetics (AEM), presents supplemental information on ERT/AEM and 
clarifies its use as a method to help characterize water quality and seawater intrusion 
along the coast of Monterey Bay. Master Response 3, Water Rights, Section 8.2.3.5 
further addresses the issue of harm and injury. 

Form1-3 EIR/EIS Section 2.6 addresses water rights. See also Master Response 3, 
Section 8.2.3.2 for a discussion of the sequence of approvals vis-à-vis water rights, 
and Section 8.2.3.7 for an explanation of the proposed project’s potential effects on 
water supplies used by the Marina Coast Water District. 

Form1-4 Possible litigation is outside of the scope of this CEQA and NEPA analysis. The 
comment does not provide sufficient explanation of what is meant by contingency 
planning to permit a response. EIR/EIS Section 2.2.3 describes the SWRCB Order 95-
10 and the associated Cease and Desist Order. See also Master Response 3, Water 
Rights. Regarding ratepayer issues, see response to comment PWN2-22 in 
Section 8.6.17. 

Form1-5 See Master Response 3, Section 8.2.3.2 for a discussion of the sequence of approvals 
vis-à-vis water rights. Regarding ratepayer issues, see response to comment PWN2-22 
in Section 8.6.17. 

Form1-6 EIR/EIS Section 4.2.4.5 describes the Coastal Retreat Study (Appendix C2); see also 
responses to comments Shriner-4 in Section 8.7.23 and PTA-6 in Section 8.6.16. 
EIR/EIS Section 4.18 evaluates energy conservation and Section 4.11 addresses 
greenhouse gas emissions. Regarding ratepayer issues, see response to comment 
PWN2-22 in Section 8.6.17. 

Form1-7 EIR/EIS Section 4.4.5.2 addresses the proposed project’s impact on seawater 
intrusion in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. See also Master Response 8, 
Project Source Water and Seawater Intrusion. 
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Form1-8 Thank you for your comment. This comment does not concern the adequacy of the 
environmental review included in the EIR/EIS, but will be considered by 
decisionmakers, as discussed in Section 1.5. 

Form1-9 Master Response 3, Section 8.2.3.7 addresses the proposed project’s potential effects 
on water supplies used by the Marina Coast Water District. 

Form1-10 Master Response 3, Section 8.2.3.2 provides a discussion of the sequence of 
approvals vis-à-vis water rights. 
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8.8.2 Responses to Comments from Form Letter 2 
Form Letter 2 consists of 791 one- or two-page letters, received as a package and consisting of 
several common statements as well as hand-written comments added by individual signers. All 
unique comments have been identified and addressed in responses below. 

Form 2-1 The Lead Agencies acknowledge receipt of 791 form letters reflecting the concerns 
of certain citizens from the City of Marina and Ord communities.  

Form 2-2 EIR/EIS Section 2.6 addresses the issue of water rights as one of project feasibility. 
See also Master Response 3, Water Rights, Section 8.2.3.2 for a discussion of the 
sequence of approvals vis-à-vis water rights and Section 8.2.3.7 for an explanation of 
the proposed project’s potential effects on water supplies used by MCWD. 

Form 2-3 Environmental justice, including potential disproportionately high and adverse 
impacts on minority and low-income populations, is addressed in EIR/EIS Section 
4.20, Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice. See also responses to comments 
Marina-5 through 10, 36, 37, 39, 45 through 83, 132 and 133 in Section 8.5.1 for 
specific discussions of environmental justice concerns in the City of Marina.  

Form 2-4 EIR/EIS Section 4.4.5.2 presents the analysis of potential impacts of the proposed 
project on groundwater resources in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin, 
regardless of jurisdictional boundaries, and concludes that impacts would be less than 
significant.  

Form 2-5 The proposed project would involve more slant well pumping per day than is 
currently being pumped by the Marina Coast Water District. The water pumped by 
the proposed project would be brackish, and the project proposes to return to the 
groundwater basin the freshwater component that originated in the basin. As such, 
the EIR/EIS concludes that the proposed project would not significantly impact the 
Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. As described in EIR/EIS Section 3.2.1.1, the 
proposed slant wells at CEMEX would pump 24.1 million gallons per day (mgd), or 
approximately 27,000 acre feet per year (afy). EIR/EIS Section 5.6.2 explains that the 
Lead Agencies found Alternative 5a to be the environmentally superior alternative; it 
would pump 15.5 mgd or approximately 17,500 afy (see EIR/EIS Section 5.4.7.2). 
The water drawn by the wells is expected to be close to 95 percent ocean water and 
whatever portion of the water that originated in the groundwater basin (five percent) 
would be returned to the groundwater basin as desalinated water (see EIR/EIS 
Sections 2.6.2 and 4.4.2.2 and Master Response 4, The Agency Act and Return 
Water). In comparison, MCWD pumped 4,200 afy of potable water in 2015 (MCWD, 
2016). 

Form 2-6 See response to comment Form2-4 and Master Response 7, The Deeper Aquifers of 
the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. 
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Form 2-7 See response to comment Form2-4 and Master Response 7, The Deeper Aquifers of 
the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin. 

Form 2-8 See response to comment Form2-4. See also Master Response 7, The Deeper 
Aquifers of the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin and Master Response 8, Project 
Source Water and Seawater Intrusion. 

Form 2-9 EIR/EIS Section 4.4.1.4 presents Electrical Resistivity Tomography (ERT) and the 
work of Dr. Rosemary Knight; Master Response 9, Electrical Resistivity 
Tomography (ERT) and Airborne Electromagnetics (AEM), presents supplemental 
information on ERT/AEM and clarifies its use as a method to help characterize water 
quality and seawater intrusion along the coast of Monterey Bay. Master Response 3, 
Water Rights, Section 8.2.3.5 further addresses the issue of harm and injury. 

Form2-10 Master Response 11, Section 8.2.11.8, discusses the new and evolving slant well 
technology and specifically addresses the test well at Dana Point. EIR/EIS 
Section 4.4.4 presents the approach to analysis of potential impacts on groundwater 
resources. 

Form2-11 EIR/EIS Appendix E2 explains that the groundwater model used in the EIR/EIS to 
evaluate impacts on groundwater resources was prepared by the CEQA/NEPA team, 
and it is not a CalAm model. See Master Response 12, The North Marina 
Groundwater Model (v.2016), and Master Response 11, CalAm’s Test Slant Well. 
The CPUC decision-making process is explained in EIR/EIS Section 1.5.4. EIR/EIS 
Section 4.4.5.2 presents the analysis of potential impacts of the proposed project on 
groundwater resources in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin, and concludes that 
impacts would be less than significant. 

Form2-12 EIR/EIS Section 4.4.4 presents the approach to analysis of potential impacts on 
groundwater resources and Section 4.4.5.2 presents the analysis of potential impacts 
of the proposed project on groundwater resources in the Salinas Valley Groundwater 
Basin, and concludes that impacts would be less than significant. See also Master 
Response 3, Water Rights, Section 8.2.3.5 for a discussion of harm or injury.  

Form2-13 Master Response 3, Water Rights, Section 8.2.3.7, presents an explanation of the 
proposed project’s potential effects on water supplies used by MCWD. 

Form2-14 EIR/EIS Section 4.4.5.2 presents Applicant Proposed Measure 4.4-3, Groundwater 
Monitoring and Avoidance of Damage. This measure is not required to reduce a 
potential impact to less than significant, but would ensure that CalAm would monitor 
changes in the groundwater surface elevations caused by the proposed pumping at the 
slant wells through a voluntary program and use of new groundwater monitoring 
wells. If it is determined that a nearby active groundwater well has been damaged or 
otherwise negatively affected by the project pumping of the slant wells, the project 
applicant shall coordinate with the well owner to arrange for an interim water supply 
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and begin developing a mutually agreed upon course of action to repair or deepen the 
existing well, restore groundwater yield by improving well efficiency, provide long 
term replacement of water supply, or construct a new well. 

Form2-15 EIR/EIS Section 2.6 addresses water rights. See also Master Response 3, Water 
Rights, Section 8.2.3.2 for a discussion of the sequence of approvals vis-à-vis water 
rights, and Section 8.2.3.7 for an explanation of the proposed project’s potential 
effects on water supplies used by the Marina Coast Water District. 

Form2-16 See response to comment Form2-4, Master Response 2 Master Response 3, Master 
Response 4 and Master Response 8.  

Form2-17 Master Response 11, Section 8.2.11.8 discusses the new and evolving slant well 
technology and specifically addresses the test well at Dana Point. EIR/EIS 
Section 4.4.4 presents the approach to analysis of potential impacts on groundwater 
resources. EIR/EIS Section 4.4.1.4 presents ERT and the work of Dr. Rosemary 
Knight; Master Response 9, Electrical Resistivity Tomography (ERT) and Airborne 
Electromagnetics (AEM) presents supplemental information on ERT/AEM and 
clarifies its use as a method to help characterize water quality and seawater intrusion 
along the coast of Monterey Bay. Master Response 3, Water Rights, Section 8.2.3.5 
further addresses the issue of harm and injury. 

Form2-18 EIR/EIS Section 4.4.5.2 presents the analysis of potential impacts of the proposed 
project on groundwater resources. See also EIR/EIS Section 2.6 and Master 
Response 3, Water Rights, for a discussion of “harm”. 

Form2-19 The reporting of test slant well baseline data is described in Master Response 11, 
CalAm Test Slant Well, Section 8.2.11.4, and how the test slant well data were used 
in the groundwater modeling is described in Master Response 12, The North Marina 
Groundwater Model (v. 2016), Section 8.2.12.2. See also EIR/EIS Appendix E2, 
Section 4.2, Test Slant Well Pumping, for an example where real-world monitoring 
data is utilized to compare measured drawdown with the drawdown calculated with 
the superposition model. EIR/EIS Appendix E2 explains the groundwater model used 
in the EIR/EIS and demonstrates why this model consists of the best available 
information. 

Form2-20 Master Response 11, CalAm Test Slant Well, Section 8.2.11.5, presents the results of 
the test slant well pump test; see also EIR/EIS Appendix E3. EIR/EIS Section 4.4.5.2 
evaluates impacts of the propsed project on the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin 
and considers the portion of source water that might have originated in the 
groundwater basin to be between zero and 12 percent. The actual percentage of water 
that would be returned to the Basin would be determined annually based on measured 
values in the production wells. See also Master Response 3 and Master Response 8. 
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Form2-21 The EIR/EIS is explicit about where the wells would be located in the groundwater 
basin. Section 3.2.1.1, specifically Table 3-1 explains, the slant wells would draw 
water from groundwater aquifers that extend beneath the ocean floor (the Dune Sand 
Aquifer and the 180-Foot-Equivalent Aquifer of the Salinas Valley Groundwater 
Basin) for use as source water for the MPWSP Desalination Plant. Impact 4.2-8 
explains that the slant wells would be screened at depths corresponding to both the 
Dune Sand Aquifer and the underlying 180-Foot-Equivalent Aquifer of the Salinas 
Valley Groundwater Basin. Impact 4.2-10 explains the wells would extend to the 
west beneath the seafloor and be screened in the Dune Sand Aquifer and the 
180-Foot Equivalent Aquifer. See also Figure 4.4-3 for a hydrogeologic cross section 
that shows the test slant well penetrating the Dune Sand and 180-Foot-Equivalent 
aquifers. See also Master Response 8. 

Form2-22 See response to comment Form2-20, and Master Response 3, Water Rights. 

Form2-23 See responses to comments Form2-8 and Form 2-9 

Form2-24 Slant well technology is discussed in Master Response 11, CalAm Test Slant Well. 

Form2-25 See Master Response 11, which explains why the testing was stopped. 

Form2-26 See Master Response 11. 

Form2-27 Master Response 3, Water Rights, Section 8.2.3.7 presents an explanation of the 
proposed project’s potential effects on water supplies used by MCWD. 

Form2-28 See Master Response 3. 

Form2-29 See Master Response 11. Also see Chapter 4.4.1.2 for the baseline discussions of 
local and regional hydrogeolgy, including seasonal variations. 

Form2-30 The EIR/EIS analysis relies on the best available information and was prepared by 
the CPUC and MBNMS as the CEQA and NEPA Lead Agencies. 

Form2-31 Master Response 3, Water Rights, Section 8.2.3.7 presents an explanation of the 
proposed project’s potential effects on water supplies used by MCWD. 

Form2-32 Master Response 3, Water Rights, Section 8.2.3.7 presents an explanation of the 
proposed project’s potential effects on water supplies used by MCWD. 
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