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SANTA YNEZ RIVER WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 1 

MINUTES 
 

A Special Meeting of the Board of Trustees of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, 
Improvement District No. 1, was held at 5:00 p.m. on Wednesday, January 6, 2016 at the Santa Ynez 
Community Services District Conference Room, 1070 Faraday Street, Santa Ynez. 
 
Trustees Present: Harlan Burchardi Kevin Walsh 
 Jeff Clay Brad Joos 
 
Trustees Absent: None 
 
Others Present: Chris Dahlstrom Mary Martone Nicole Blute 
 Lynn Grijalva Alex Handler  Eric Tambini 
 Karen King Jeff Hodge Myrna Heldfond 
 Lee Weir Leo & Jeanne Glover Neil Cline 
 Jim Miller John Sherrer Tim Donahue 
 L. Thompson Colin Cooper John Falcone 
 Bill Brennan Matt Vanderlinden Jerry McBeth 
 Jeff Schneider J. Brett Marymee Rosa Andrade 
 Vince Sullivan Doug Herthel Doug Mosebar 
 Shannon Stewart Gino Fillipin CJ Jackson 
 Neil Zimmerman Jim Richardson Dave Mexico 
 John Wilczak Sandy Sullivan 8 Members of the public 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL: 

President Walsh called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m., he stated that this was a Special Meeting of 
the Board of Trustees.  Mr. Dahlstrom reported that all members of the Board were present. 

 
II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 

President Walsh led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
III. REPORT BY THE SECRETARY TO THE BOARD REGARDING COMPLIANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS FOR 

POSTING OF THE AGENDA: 
Ms. Martone presented the affidavit of posting of the agenda, along with a true copy of the 
agenda for this meeting.  She reported that the agenda was posted in accordance with the 
California Government Code commencing at Section 54950 and also pursuant to Resolution No. 
340 of the District.  President Walsh directed that the affidavit be filed as evidence of the posting 
of the agenda items contained therein. 

 
IV. ADDITIONS OR CORRECTIONS, IF ANY, TO THE AGENDA: 

There were no additions or corrections to the agenda. 
 
V. PUBLIC COMMENT:  

Trustee Burchardi expressed his appreciation to the public present and thanked them for attending 
the workshop. 
 
Mr. Leo Glover and Ms. Myrna Heldfond provided public comment not related to items on the 
agenda.  
 
President Walsh stated that the next agenda items will be presented by the Consultants and that the 
public will have an opportunity to ask questions at the end of the presentation. 
 

VI. REPORT, DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE BOARD ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING SUBJECTS:  
A. Hexavalent Chromium (Cr6) Treatment Options  
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The Board was provided with the slide presentation of the Treatment Selection Decision Criteria 
and Process Evaluation for restoring the groundwater supplies impacted by the Chromium 6 
Regulation.  
 
1. Present treatment options for mitigating Hexavalent Chromium (Cr6) that is naturally 

occurring in local groundwater including technology and cost comparisons for Board 
consideration in order to comply with new State of California regulations 
 
Mr. Dahlstrom welcomed the public and introduced the consultants from Hazen & Sawyer, 
Ms. Nicole Blute and Ms. Lynn Grijalva.  Mr. Dahlstrom gave a detailed history of the 
Chromium 6 (Cr6) Regulation that was implemented by the State of California in July 2014; 
the District’s efforts, both on the local and State level, that were taken prior to and after 
enactment of the Regulation; what impacts the Regulation has on the District’s water 
supplies, and the evaluation and planning effort that has occurred by the District and its 
team of consultants to ensure the most cost-effective method of compliance with the 
Regulation.  He explained that in response to the Regulation, Senate Bill 385 was recently 
passed which authorizes the State Water Resources Control Board to grant a limited period 
of time to 2020 for affected water agencies to work toward achieving compliance of the Cr6 
Regulation without being deemed in violation as long as strict safeguards are met.  He 
indicated that this timeframe will also allow time for affected District’s to secure funding 
associated with the planning, engineering and construction of the technology/infrastructure 
needed.  Mr. Dahlstrom reported that District staff and the Consultant team are currently 
preparing an action plan that will be submitted the Department of Drinking Water, and once 
approval of the action plan is received, the District will be able to operate its wells that have 
currently been taken out of service due to the levels of Cr6 found in the water in conjunction 
with the planning and construction of the new treatment facilities needed to comply with 
the Cr6 MCL.  Mr. Dahlstrom turned the presentation over to Ms. Blute and Ms. Grijalva, 
from Hazen and Sawyer, to provide details on the different types of treatment options, the 
treatment selection criteria that was used to develop options for Board consideration, 
construction cost estimates, conceptual layouts of the treatment options, and the ongoing 
operations and maintenance costs associated with each technology being presented.  
 
Ms. Nicole Blute and Ms. Lynn Grijalva provided a detailed review of the best available 
technologies and the four treatment strategies.  Ms. Grijalva summarized the costs associated 
with each of the treatment options; the staff and Cr6 Response Team recommendations and 
the compliance plan timetable.  Ms. Blute explained the mechanics of each treatment option 
and discussed what technologies other affected agencies have implemented and the pros 
and cons for each. 
 
Questions were fielded from the Board and the members of the public related to the location 
of the treatment technologies, costs, planning and design, ongoing disposal associated with 
specific treatment options, water supplies, the impacts water treatment technologies would 
have on water rates, and costs associated with the ongoing operations and maintenance of 
such facilities.  Public input included acquiring funding from the State, entering into 
litigation against the State, not complying with the new MCL law, concerns about hazardous 
waste disposal, noise of the treatment facility, character and scale of the building, successes 
and costs of these treatment by other agencies, what other agencies are doing, and options 
other than treatment including bottled water to all customers, separate Ag water system, 
and POU home treatment.  Each item was addressed by staff and the consultants.  
 
Mr. Dahlstrom stated that due to the length of the presentation and for the sake of time, the 
Board could defer making a determination on the treatment technology selection to the 
January 18, 2016 meeting.   
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Discussion ensued; the consensus of the Board was to table any action on selecting a 
treatment technology to the January 18, 2016 meeting. 
 
Mr. Dahlstrom stated that staff will evaluate the sewer access, capacity and cost, and once 
the Board determines the treatment technology, the design phase will commence.  The Board 
thanked the consultants of Hazen & Sawyer for their presentation. 
 

B. Water Rate Study Update  
1.  Discuss the District’s current financial conditions and water rates, drought impacts on 

revenues, and funding and water rates necessary to meet current operating expenses, Cr6 
remediation costs, and future cost of service expenses 
 
Mr. Dahlstrom introduced Mr. Alex Handlers, Water Rate Consultant, from Bartle Wells 
Associates. 
 
Mr. Alex Handlers provided a slide presentation of the District’s Water Rates and Finances. 
He discussed the historical and current financial condition of the District, water rates, the 
Special Assessment on land value only for properties within the service area, drought impacts 
on water revenues the financial challenges that the District will be faced with associated with 
Cr6 remediation and future cost of service, as well the legal requirement to comply with bond 
covenants on the District’s two bonds.  Mr. Handlers compared historical water sales to 
present day sales which reflected significant decreases in revenues by approximately 30 
percent.   
 
Following the presentation, the Board requested input from the attendees and provided 
comment to Mr. Handlers including the level of increase to the fixed meter charge vs. 
consumption charges, number of years for the rate schedule (3 to 5 years), implementation of 
temporary drought rates vs. permanent rate increases, alignment of fixed meter charges with 
AWWA standards, different rates for Rural Residential/Limited Agriculture customers who 
have a private well on their property, charges to the City of Solvang, and inflationary or cost 
of service indexes.  
 
President Walsh suggested that the Board discuss each of the topics and provide direction to 
the consultant.  The general consensus was to keep the fixed monthly charge as close to the 
current rate as possible and consider the increase on the consumption charge; base the rate 
structure on five years; do not develop temporary drought rates; review and compare meter 
charges to align with AWWA standards, reinstating the Special Assessment, and research the 
possibility of including a rate classification for customers that have supplemental water 
source (i.e., private well).  The Board discussed the City of Solvang’s current water rate and 
historical usage.  Consensus of the Board was to evaluate the actual costs associated with 
providing water service to the City of Solvang.  President Walsh stated that the Board could 
re-consider a separate water service agreement for the City of Solvang however, there is an 
issue regarding the past process in 2013 and timing for completing and instituting new rates. 
 
Mr. Dahlstrom discussed the Special Tax Assessment that was suspended in FY 2010/2011 by 
the previous Board and possibility of reinstating it to help offset the amount of water rate 
increases needed.  He explained that this is currently under legal review to finalize the 
process with the County.    
Mr. Handlers stated that he would incorporate the Board comments and direction into the 
analysis and work with staff to allocate costs to various rate components.  Mr. Dahlstrom 
reported there would be an additional workshop scheduled at the end of January or 
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beginning of February to review rate options.  The Board thanked Mr. Handler for the 
presentation. 
 

VII. ADJOURNMENT: 
Being no further business, it was MOVED by Trustee Clay, seconded by Trustee Joos and carried 
by a unanimous 4-0-0 voice vote, to adjourn the meeting at 9:20 p.m. 
 

 
 
THE SPECIAL JANUARY 6, 2016 MINUTES WERE APPROVED AT THE SPECIAL MEETING ON JANUARY 18, 
2016.  
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