Nipomo state water cost could top $800

‘ (Continued from page 1)
foward taking the water,

. Oceano will take less than the
1,000 acre-feet shown in both sce-
narios, and Pismo Beach may con-
sider cutting its 2,000 acre-foot re-
fuest by 500.

. The two Smith Bamey estimates
were $632 and $665 an acre-foot for
Nipomo. The higher figure is based
on the county taking its full entitle-
ment of 25,000 acre-feet, and the
other is based on the county taking
30,730,

Deputy County Engineer Glenn
Priddy told directors of the Oceano
Community Services District that
the four scenarios do not cover all
the possibilities.

Under a worst-case scenario,
QOceano’s costs could rise to $700 an
acre-foot and Nipomo’s.could go to
$770, based on the county reserving
its full entitlement while other cities
back out of the deal, he said.

With Paso Robles dropping out
and other cities considering cuts in
their entitlements, Smith Barney’s

low figure of $632 no longer seems
a likely one. The $770 figure is an
absolute maximum, Splitting the dif-
ference yields a mid-range figure of
$700 an acre-foot.

But state water critics point out
that the costs will actually be higher
for each acre-foot delivered because
the Coastal Branch won’t be supp-
lying all the water ordered every
year,

1f Nipomo subscribes to the 1,500
acre-feet that NCSD directors have
most recently bandied about, the
cost would be $1.05 million annu-
ally, based on $700 an acre-foot.

In January, the state Department

ered in 95 percent of the years.

According to the DWR documen
those new construction projec
“would increase the cost of water
Nipomo by about $50 per acn
foot.,”

- Under this more hypothetical sc
nario, all the new Sacramento Del
facilities, the Los Banos Grand
Reservoir and Kern Water Bar
would be built.

The greater efficiency would n
offset the added construction cost
The result of the new projects wou
be that Nipomo would pay an ext
$46.36 an acre-foot for water acn
ally delivered.
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