
From: Gonzales, Eva
To: Deidre Sullivan (DeidreSullivan5@gmail.com); Donlon, Kelly L.; Jason Smith

(jason.smith@smithfamilywines.com); John Baillie (john@celeryhearts.com); Jon Conatser; Kenneth O. Ekelund
(ken@carmelcaninesports.com); Mark Gonzalez (markgonzalez51@gmail.com); Matt Simis; Mike LeBarre
(mlebarre@kingcity.com); Mike Scattini (scat461@aol.com)

Cc: Azhderian, Ara; Murray, Shaunna L.; Fenley, Jessell M.
Subject: FW: Public Comment: Item 2.4 - In Support of Advisory Committee Reforms and Procedural Integrity
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2025 8:20:00 AM
Attachments: FW Agenda Item 2.5 AB 1413 (Papan) Sustainable Groundwater Management Act Groundwater Adjudication.msg

Good morning,
 
I hope this email finds you well, please see public comment attached and email below
received.
 
Thank you,
 

 

Eva Gonzales, Senior Secretary – Confidential
Monterey County Water Resources Agency
1441 Schilling Place, North Building, Salinas, CA 93901
Contact: 831.788.3309 or gonzalese1@countyofmonterey.gov
Website: www.mcwater.info
 

 
From: Bill Lipe <william.o.lipe@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2025 4:29 PM
To: Clerks <clerk@svbgsa.org>
Cc: ClerkoftheBoard <cob@countyofmonterey.gov>; MC Water
<OfficeAssistantII@countyofmonterey.gov>
Subject: Re: Public Comment: Item 2.4 - In Support of Advisory Committee Reforms and Procedural
Integrity

 
[CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ]

Chair Cremers and members of the Board,

I write to clarify and revise my previous comments concerning Item 2.4 – Advisory
Committee Structure.

Upon review, I recognize that my earlier letter mistakenly addressed the subbasin
implementation committees, when in fact the agenda item pertains solely to the SVBGSA
Advisory Committee. That confusion was mine, and I offer this letter as a sincere apology
and correction. Thank you for your grace and understanding.

That said, I want to clearly reaffirm: I fully support the proposed changes to the
Advisory Committee. The structure now being advanced reflects a thoughtful, streamlined,
and community-centered approach. It’s the right direction—one that will help ensure the
Advisory Committee delivers focused, practical, and representative recommendations to the
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FW: Agenda Item 2.5 – AB 1413 (Papan): Sustainable Groundwater Management Act – Groundwater Adjudication

		From

		MC Water

		To

		Gonzales, Eva

		Recipients

		GonzalesE1@countyofmonterey.gov



Good morning, Eva,





 





Please see email below. 





 





Thank you,











 





From: Bill Lipe <william.o.lipe@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2025 4:58 PM
To: Clerks <clerk@svbgsa.org>
Cc: Piret Harmon <harmonp@svbgsa.org>; ClerkoftheBoard <cob@countyofmonterey.gov>; MC Water <OfficeAssistantII@countyofmonterey.gov>
Subject: Agenda Item 2.5 – AB 1413 (Papan): Sustainable Groundwater Management Act – Groundwater Adjudication





 





[CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ] 





Please distribute to the board. Thank you.





  _____  



Re: Agenda Item 2.5 – AB 1413 (Papan): Sustainable Groundwater Management Act – Groundwater Adjudication
Date: June 12, 2025





Chair and Board Members,





I recommend the Board table this item until the specific amendment language referenced by the opposition coalition is made public. At present, no redlines or text changes have been provided in the agenda packet or made available for public review. Without this information, it is not possible to meaningfully evaluate what changes are being proposed or how they might alter the bill's legal or practical effects.





SGMA-related legislation deserves the same level of transparency applied to agency documents—side-by-side comparisons, tracked changes, and clarity of intent. Until that’s available, advancing a position—especially one of opposition—would be premature.





If the Board proceeds with a decision today, I would encourage support for AB 1413. Key reasons include:





  _____  






Legal and Institutional Merits of Supporting AB 1413








*	Preserves Validated GSPs:
AB 1413 gives legal standing to GSPs that were not timely challenged. SVBGSA’s adopted plans would benefit directly, reinforcing their use in adjudication without reopening sustainable yield determinations.


*	Streamlines Litigation:
The bill consolidates GSP-related claims into adjudications and requires threshold resolution of sustainable yield. This avoids fragmented challenges and promotes efficiency in legal proceedings.


*	Affirms Local Authority:
Courts retain jurisdiction over water rights, but cannot override GSP yield estimates unless the plan is first found invalid. This reinforces SGMA’s framework and preserves the agency’s role as basin manager.


*	Limits Uncertainty:
The bill reduces the risk of prolonged or duplicative litigation over core technical components already reviewed by DWR, helping the GSA implement plans with greater confidence.





  _____  



Conclusion





Tabling the item remains the most prudent course unless amendment language is made available. But if a vote is taken, the legal and operational benefits to the GSA weigh in favor of supporting AB 1413.





Thank you for your consideration.





Sincerely,
Bill Lipe





Salinas, 93908
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Board.

My earlier comments regarding frustrations with the appointment process still stand. These
were drawn from lived experience and a pattern I’ve observed across multiple county
processes: appointments are too often opaque, inconsistently applied, and not
demonstrably grounded in the merit or qualifications of the applicants. This is not an
abstract grievance. It reflects a recurring public reality—one that discourages civic
participation and dims trust in the institutions we depend on.

The origin of my confusion lies in this: I believe the subbasin implementation
committees could benefit from adopting a structure similar in clarity and intent to what is
now being proposed for the Advisory Committee. That was the root of my original message—
and I appreciate the opportunity to explain it more clearly here.

This is a vital moment for water governance in Monterey County. Getting the structure right
matters. Ensuring legitimacy, accountability, and effectiveness in all committee representation
—Advisory or implementation—is foundational to our success.

Thank you again for your work and your consideration.

Respectfully,
Bill Lipe

Salinas, 93908

 
On Wed, Jun 11, 2025 at 3:28 PM Bill Lipe <william.o.lipe@gmail.com> wrote:

Please forward to the Directors. As always, thank you!

To the Board of Directors

Re: Public Comment in Support of Advisory Committee Reforms and Procedural
Integrity

Chair Cremers and Members of the Board,

I write in full support of the proposed amendments to the Advisory Committee structure,
particularly the clearer process surrounding appointments — including the addition of
publicly accessible, merit-based at-large seats.

I can personally attest that the last round of Advisory Committee appointments —
specifically to the 180-400 Subbasin Implementation Committee — was a disheartening
process. It was, frankly, confusing and frustrating to witness. Publicly posted deadlines were
sidestepped without explanation. One applicant, Greg Scattini — a coastal grower and chair
of the Salinas Basin Water Alliance — was allowed to submit his application after the
published deadline. That application was sparse, with at least one question answered by
copy-pasting another. You can confirm this in the record. And yet, he was seated.

mailto:william.o.lipe@gmail.com


This might seem a small procedural detail, but it matters. Trust in this process begins with
the basics — honoring deadlines, respecting public notice, and applying standards equally.

As it stands, it appears that six of thirteen members on the 180-400 committee are either
employees of members, members or on the board of directors of the Salinas Basin Water
Alliance. That concentration of affiliation doesn’t just reflect an imbalance of perspective
— it anchors the conversation to a narrow corridor of influence at the very moment when
this agency is charged with solving groundwater overdraft and seawater intrusion. That’s
not a healthy democratic mix. That’s consolidation.

I raise this not to question individuals, but to question systems. I’ve seen — directly — how
decisions get made when applications are weighed not by what’s written, but by who’s
writing. I’ve seen qualified, committed people discarded because they didn’t fit someone’s
internal narrative or political comfort zone. That’s not how public appointments are
supposed to work.

So here’s the ask: weigh applications by merit, not by grudge, or history, or faction. And
when you cast votes for appointments, do so as public servants, not gatekeepers. The
revised Advisory Committee structure gives you a chance to do this better. It introduces
equity where there’s been imbalance, transparency where there’s been doubt, and clarity
where ambiguity has covered for favoritism.

I want to be clear: I don’t write this out of spite or animosity. Life’s too short for that
nonsense. I write it because I’ve walked this path — as a former board member and now as
a member of the public. And I still care deeply about the health of this agency, the water we
all depend on, and the integrity of the process that’s supposed to protect it.

To staff — especially Piret and the team — thank you for your work in shaping a more
defensible, inclusive framework. It’s overdue, and appreciated. To the Board: may you use
it wisely, and honor it with the fairness it was built to ensure.

Respectfully,
Bill Lipe
Former Upper Valley SVBGSA Board Member
Salinas, 93908


