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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report describes the 2005 update of the Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) for the Nipomo 
Community Services District (NCSD), an independent Special District formed and operated pursuant 
to Government Code §61000 et seq. Pursuant to Government Code §61600(a) the NCSD provides 
water service to its residents.  The NCSD is situated within the unincorporated community of 
Nipomo and its associated Mesa, in San Luis Obispo County, California. 

The purpose of this document is to satisfy the requirements of the California Urban Water 
Management Planning Act (Act), to be a reliable tool for future NCSD water use planning, to provide 
guidance when discussing regional water and land use planning with local agencies, including the 
County of San Luis Obispo, and to ensure NCSD’s eligibility for California Department of Water 
Resources (DWR) grants and drought assistance.  This document is based on the Act and the DWR 
Guidebook to Assist Water Suppliers in the Preparation of a 2005 Urban Water Management Plan, issued 
January 18, 2005.  To assist reviewers, the UWMP Checklist is provided in Appendix A. 

The Act requires most utilities to update and submit an UWMP every five years, in years ending with 
a ‘5’ or ‘0.’  NCSD previously adopted a UWMP in January 2004.  This revision to the UWMP 
provides updated supply and demand projections.  NCSD is one of many parties to the Santa Maria 
Groundwater Litigation, the final outcome of which may affect projections contained in this UWMP.  
Any amendments or changes to the UWMP will be adopted and filed consistent with the Act. 

1.1 URBAN WATER MANAGEMENT PLANNING   

1.1.1  Appropriate Level of Planning  

As described earlier, the Act requires that every urban water supplier prepare and adopt an urban 
water management plan every five years.  Water Code section 10617 describes an “urban water 
supplier” as a supplier “either publicly or privately owned, providing water for municipal purposes 
either directly or indirectly to more than 3,000 customers or supplying more than 3,000 acre-feet (af) 
of water annually.  An urban water supplier includes a supplier or contractor for water, regardless of 
the basis of right, which distributes or sells for ultimate resale to customers.” 

In 2004, NCSD had approximately 3,750 water service accounts and delivered approximately 2,900 af 
of water.  NCSD adopted its first UWMP in January 2004, in compliance with DWR regulations.   

Water Code Section 10630 states, “It is the intention of the Legislature, in enacting this part, to permit 
levels of water management planning commensurate with the numbers of customers served and the 
volume of water supplied.”  As stated in the DWR Guidebook to Assist Water Suppliers in the Preparation 
of a 2005 Urban Water Management Plan, “The level of detail provided in an UWMP should reflect the 
size and complexity of the water supplier.  However, all elements required by the Urban Water 
Management Planning Act must be discussed in an UWMP.  Note that certain specific provisions of 
the Act require inclusion of historic information ‘if available.’” 

1.1.2 Public and Agency Coordination 

As required by the Act, NCSD has coordinated development of the UWMP with nearby water and 
governing agencies to foster cooperation between agencies; this coordination is summarized in Table 
1 below.  San Luis Obispo County, the only affected land use jurisdiction, was notified of the UWMP 
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update, and participated in developing land use projections for future water demand projections.  
The San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO), which recently completed a 
Municipal Services review for NCSD, was also contacted for their expertise on future land uses in the 
NCSD service area and Sphere of Influence Area.  Representatives from the City of Santa Maria were 
consulted on several occasions in order to understand future water supplies which NCSD will be 
receiving under contract with the City.  As summarized in Table 1, interested parties were notified of 
the UWMP update, provided information on the availability of the Draft UWMP and its review 
process, and invited to attend any of the multiple public meetings held with regard to the UWMP.  

The first public meeting on the update to the UWMP was held on June 22, 2005, during the regular 
NCSD Board meeting.  A second public meeting on the Draft UWMP was held on November 16, 2005.  
A third meeting, held during the public review period for the Draft UWMP, occurred on January 11, 
2006.  Notice of the presentations/public meetings were provided in the regular board agenda 
announcements.  An adoption hearing was held on January 25, 2006 and this meeting was advertised 
in both the Santa Maria Times and the San Luis Obispo Tribune. 

1.2  SERVICE AREA INFORMATION AND 25-YEAR PROJECTIONS 

In the following sections the service area of NCSD is described, including the current and projected 
population, climate, and other factors affecting NCSD’s water management planning.   

1.2.1 NCSD Service Area Description 

The Nipomo Community Services District was formed on January 28, 1965 to provide services as 
allowed under the Community Services District Law of Government Code Section 61000 et. seq.  The 
current area (2005) of the District is approximately 4,650 acres, with an approximate population of 
12,000 (Boyle Engineering 2002).  Figure 1 shows the location of the NCSD service area and its relative 
location in San Luis Obispo County and the State of California. 

NCSD’s existing water service area is composed of two distinct and independent divisions, the 
Blacklake Division serving the Blacklake Specific Plan area, and the Town Division serving the 
remainder of the NCSD service area.  NCSD’s service area is illustrated in Figure 2.  In addition to its 
existing service area, NCSD has a Sphere of Influence, approved by the San Luis Obispo LAFCO in 
May 2004.  The Sphere of Influence has several components, generally labeled Sphere of Influence 
(SOI) areas 1, 2, 3, 4, 7 and 8.  Though SOI areas 5 and 6 were considered in the Sphere of Influence 
Update and Municipal Service Review conducted by LAFCO, Area 6 was not approved as part of 
NCSD’s sphere of influence, and Area 5 was approved for all services except water service (San Luis 
Obispo LAFCO 2004).  Figure 2 also illustrates NCSD’s approved sphere of influence. 

1.2.2 Population 

As discussed above, the NCSD service area is within the unincorporated portion of San Luis Obispo 
County.  In October 1990 the San Luis Obispo County Board of Supervisors adopted Title 26, Growth 
Management Ordinance, specifying that the maximum annual rate of growth shall not exceed a 2.3 
percent increase per year in the number of residential dwelling units in the unincorporated portion of 
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Table 1.  Coordination with Appropriate Agencies, Advisory Groups, Purveyors, Private Water Companies and Interested Parties 

Water Purveyor 
Participated 
in UWMP 

Development 

Commented 
on the Draft 

Attended 
Public 

Meetings 

Contacted 
for 

Assistance 

Received 
Notice of 

Draft 
Availability 

Sent Notice 
of Intention 

to Adopt 

Not Involved / 
No 

Information 

San Luis Obispo County X   X X X  
City of Santa Maria    X X X  
San Luis Obispo LAFCO X X  X X X  
Central Coast Water Authority     X   
Golden State Water Co.     X   
Rural Water Co.     X   
Woodlands Mutual Water Co.     X   
Nipomo Valley Mutual Water Co.     X   
Rim Rock Water Co.     X   
Santa Maria Valley Water 
Conservation District     X   

Nipomo Community Advisory 
Council   X  X   

Nipomo Water Planning Forum   X  X   
Dana Elementary School     X   
Nipomo High School     X   
Arroyo Grande Mushroom Farm     X   
Ball Tagawa Growers     X   
Blacklake Canyon Water Supply     X   
Callender Water Association     X   
Country Hills Estates     X   
Greenheart Farms     X   
Heritage Lane Mutual Water Co.     X   
Hetrick Water Co.     X   
Ken Mar Gardens     X   
La Mesa Water Co.     X   
Rancho Nipomo Water Co.     X   
Guadalupe Cooling     X   
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Table 1.  Coordination with Appropriate Agencies, Advisory Groups, Purveyors, Private Water Companies, and Interested Parties 
(continued) 

Water Purveyor 
Participated 
in UWMP 

Development 

Commented 
on the Draft 

Attended 
Public 

Meetings 

Contacted 
for 

Assistance 

Received 
Notice of 

Draft 
Availability 

Sent Notice 
of Intention 

to Adopt 

Not Involved / 
No 

Information 

Clearwater Nursery     X   
Cuyama Lane Water Co.     X   
La Colonia Water Association     X   
Mesa Mutual Water Co.     X   
Santa Maria Speedway     X   
Speedling, Inc.     X   
True Water Supply     X   
Home Builders Assoc. of the 
Central Coast  X X     

San Luis Obispo Coastal Keeper  X      
Greg Nester Construction and 
Development  X X     

Kirk Consulting/Rob Rossi  X X     
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Figure 2. Nipomo Community Services District Existing Service Area and Adopted Sphere of Influence 
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the county.  As shown in Table 2 the San Luis Obispo County Growth Management Ordinance has 
kept overall unincorporated county growth below 2.3 percent per year, but has concentrated growth 
in some specific communities, including Nipomo.  As shown in Table 2, the average annual percent 
increase in dwelling units in Nipomo from 1990 to 2003 was 3.71 percent.   

 
Table 2.  Dwelling Units by Planning Area in San Luis Obispo County 1990-2003 

Community or Planning 
Area 1 

Dwelling Units 
1990 

Dwelling Units 
2003 a 

New Dwelling 
Units 1990-2003 

Percent Increase 
1990-2003 

Average Annual 
Percent Increase 

Templeton 1,100 1,801 701 63.72 3.87 

Nipomo 2,386 3,829 1,443 60.48 3.71 

Rural El Pomar 1,710 2,701 991 57.95 3.58 

Rural Adelaida 650 911 261 40.15 2.63 

Paso Robles 7,599 10,230 2,631 34.62 2.31 

Pismo Beach 4,548 5,693 1,145 25.18 1.74 

Rural South County 2,510 3,139 629 25.06 1.74 

San Miguel 451 560 109 24.17 1.68 

Heritage Ranch 1,047 1,295 248 23.69 1.65 

Cambria 3,081 3,773 692 22.46 1.57 

Arroyo Grande 6,059 7,179 1,120 18.48 1.31 

Atascadero 8,875 10,377 1,502 16.92 1.21 

Rural Las Pilitas 709 808 99 13.96 1.01 

Rural Salinas River 3,101 3,520 419 13.51 0.98 

Morro Bay 5,694 6,459 765 13.44 0.97 

Grover Beach 4,941 5,547 606 12.26 0.89 

Oceano 2,433 2,724 291 11.96 0.87 

Rural Nacimiento 761 842 81 10.64 0.78 

Cayucos 2,133 2,353 220 10.31 0.76 

San Luis Obispo 17,887 19,617 1,730 9.67 0.71 

Santa Margarita 488 531 43 8.81 0.65 

Los Osos 6,097 6,290 193 3.17 0.24 

Total County 
Unincorporated 

84,260 100,179 15,919 18.89 1.33 

Notes: 

1. Communities are ranked according to their percentage increase in dwelling units between 1990 and 2003. 

a. Number of dwelling units in the Nipomo Planning area may not equal number of NCSD water accounts in the Nipomo Planning area 
for several reasons (e.g., some accounts serve multiple dwelling units; other accounts are outside District boundaries). 

 
Source:  San Luis Obispo County Department of Planning and Building, Annual Resources Summary Report, 2004, as cited in San Luis 
Obispo County. 2005. Draft Environmental Impact Report for Growth Management Ordinance (Title 26) Amendments.  SCH. No. 
2002051075. June. 
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However, in January 2000 the San Luis Obispo County Board of Supervisors adopted, via emergency 
ordinance, a community-specific growth rate for the Nipomo Mesa of 2.3 percent per year, limiting 
residential construction permits for non-exempt buildings issued each year. For the purposes of this 
analysis, 2.3 percent will be considered as one potential growth rate for future population and water 
demand.  On May 24, 2005, the County lowered the growth cap in the Nipomo Planning Area to 1.8 
percent based on concerns over traffic congestion and water resources.  The 2005 San Luis Obispo 
County Annual Resources Summary anticipates having projects in place to resolve traffic congestion 
in the Nipomo area by year 2010 (San Luis Obispo County 2005c).  Once projects to relive traffic 
congestion are underway and once  supplemental water is acquired (see section 2.3) it is anticipated 
that the County will return the stated community-specific growth rate for the Nipomo Mesa to 2.3 
percent.   

Historic growth rates, as demonstrated in Table 2, have been higher than 1.8 and 2.3 percent.  The 
average annual percent increase from 1990 to 2003 in the Nipomo Planning area was 3.71 percent; the 
growth rate in 2004 was 7.9 percent; and there is reason to believe future growth rates may be greater 
than 2.3 percent due to current as well as proposed exemptions from the Growth Management 
Ordinance.  For the purposes of this analysis, 3.7 percent will also be considered as a potential growth 
rate for both population and water demand. 

Current exemptions from the San Luis Obispo County Growth Management Ordinance include: 

• Approvals of subdivisions with specific plans and buildout rates exempted from growth cap 
limitations.  The phasing plan for the Woodlands Specific Plan, for example, received County 
approval at a rate much higher than that of the Maximum Annual Allocation.  The Woodlands 
Specific Plan allows units to be phased at a rate of 165 units per year for the first five years and 99 
units per year for the remaining portion of development, for a total of approximately 1,320 units.  
Given a 2.3 percent Community-Specific Growth Limit, the maximum allocation of units in the 
Nipomo Mesa would have been only 92 in year 2005 and cumulative allocation from year 2005 
through 2015 would only be 1,136 (San Luis Obispo County 2005b). 

• “Pipeline Projects.”  Those are applications filed and accepted for development within the 
Nipomo Mesa between November 14, 1999, and April 4, 2000.  There are currently approximately 
180 exempted “pipeline projects.”  According to the San Luis Obispo County Department of 
Planning and Building staff, the majority of these in-progress projects have been, or will soon be, 
completed. 

• Exemptions for affordable housing. 

• Exemptions for antiquated subdivisions with Certificates of Compliance. 

From 1991 to 2001, approximately 41 percent of the Building Permits issued in San Luis Obispo 
County were exempt from the Growth Management Ordinance; in the same period approximately 46 
percent of the dwelling units finaled were exempted (San Luis Obispo County 2005b).  The fact that 
the Growth Management Ordinance was in effect during this time period makes a compelling case 
that many dwelling units are, and could continue to be, permitted exempt from the Growth 
Management Ordinance. 
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San Luis Obispo County is considering additional amendments and exemptions to the Growth 
Management Ordinance.  Consideration is being given to: 

• Allowing “carry-over” of up to 10 percent of any unused allocations from one year to another 
year; 

• Increasing incentives for low- and moderate-income housing projects; and 

• Accommodating the distribution of up to 2,596 previously unused building allocations. 

Given this potential for future exemptions to the Growth Management Ordinance, as a high-end 
bookend assumption, this UWMP will also examine potential growth assuming an annual population 
growth rate mirroring that from 1990 to 2000, 7.8 percent (San Luis Obispo LAFCO 2004).  

Table 3 shows the range of anticipated future population in the NCSD service area assuming: (a) 
population is consistent with the 2.3 percent annual limitation on residential dwelling units set by the 
Nipomo community-specific Growth Management Ordinance; (b) population mirrors historic (1990-
2003) average annual increase in dwelling units, approximately 3.7 percent on the Nipomo Mesa; or 
(c) population growth similar to annual population growth in the Nipomo area from 1990 to 2000, 7.8 
percent.  Table 3 demonstrates that during the period covered by this UWMP, 2005 through 2030, the 
population growth will have an extreme influence on the number of persons seeking water in the 
Nipomo Mesa Area (as defined by San Luis Obispo County).  A slow growth rate will result in only 
approximately 21,190 residents within the NCSD service area by year 2030, but the high-bookend 
growth rate results in an estimate of 78,460 persons by year 2030.  Because the current NCSD service 
area would not accommodate the higher numbers of population growth, it is assumed that some of 
the population growth in the NCSD service area would take place in the Sphere of Influence areas 
identified in Figure 2.  
 

Table 3.  NCSD Population – Current and Projected 

Assumed Annual Population 
Growth Rate 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
2.3 Percent 12,000 13,440 15,060 16,880 18,910 21,190 
3.7 Percent 12,000 14,390 17,260 20,690 24,820 29,760 
7.8 Percent 12,000 17,470 25,430 37,020 53,900 78,460 

1.2.3 Climate 

The climate in the Nipomo Mesa and southern coastal portion of San Luis County is moderate 
because of the buffering marine influence of the Pacific Ocean. This influence provides a 
Mediterranean-like climate with cool moist winters and warm dry summers. The northwest-
southwest orientations of the local mountains govern the wind direction, which is dominantly from 
the northwest.  During the summer months, the warm air inland rises and draws in the cooler marine 
layer near the coastline.  This keeps summers cool, and provides moisture for plant growth. The 
annual growing season, days without freezing temperatures, averages over 325 days on the Nipomo 
Mesa.  Precipitation normally occurs between November and April, and increases in the foothills and 
mountains due to the orographic (elevation) effect.  Climate data for the Nipomo Mesa are tabulated 
below in Table 4. 
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Table 4.  Climate in the Nipomo Mesa Area 

  Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Annual 

Standard Monthly 
Average ETo (inches)1 

1.83  2.30  3.70  5.12  5.71  5.79  5.63  5.34  4.21  3.51  2.39  1.91  47.44  

Average Rainfall 
(inches)2 3.14  3.60  2.79  1.06  0.23  0.03  0.02  0.04  0.28  0.63  1.65  2.17  15.65  

Average Temperature 
(Fahrenheit)3 51.0  52.5  53.3  55.1  57.5  60.3  62.9  63.5  63.3  60.7  55.7  51.5  57.3  

Notes: 

Previously studies of precipitation records by SAIC determined that the CDF Nipomo rain gage best represents the Nipomo region. For 
temperature and evapotranspiration (ET)o,  stations in Santa Maria are used. Santa Maria is similar to Nipomo in elevation and distance from 
the Pacific Ocean and is the nearest climate station. 

1. Data from CIMIS Station #38, Santa Maria. Source: http://www.cimis.water.ca.gov/cimis/data.jsp 

2. Data from CDF Nipomo Rain Gage 151.5 (1959 to 2000).  Received from SLO County by SAIC in 2002. 

3. Data from WRCC station #47946, the Santa Maria Airport, during the 30-year time period of 1951 through 2004. Source: 
http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/climsum.html 
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2.0 WATER SOURCES 

The NCSD’s current water supply is solely groundwater, extracted primarily from the Nipomo Mesa 
Management Area of the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin. The Nipomo Mesa Management Area 
(NMMA) is in the northwestern portion of the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin and encompasses 27.5 
square miles (see Figure 3).  A small proportion of NCSD’s water is pumped from groundwater in the 
Nipomo Valley, a component of the Santa Maria Valley Groundwater Basin outside the adjudication 
area.  Negotiations are currently underway to bring supplemental water from the City of Santa Maria.  
This supplemental water would be delivered via a proposed pipeline across the Santa Maria River.  

2.1 SANTA MARIA GROUNDWATER BASIN 

The Santa Maria Groundwater Basin is approximately 288 square miles—bounded in the north by the 
San Luis and Santa Lucia mountain ranges, in the south by the Casmalia-Solomon Hills, in the east by 
the San Rafael Mountains, and in the west by the Pacific Ocean.  Sediment eroded from the nearby 
mountains and deposited in the Santa Maria Valley formed beds of unconsolidated alluvium, 
averaging 1,000 feet in depth, with maximum depths up to 2,800 feet.  These loose river sediments are 
the primary source of water supply in the region, and are estimated to have the capacity to store at 
least 14,900,000 af of water (DWR 2003).   

Recharge to the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin occurs by river bed recharge, direct rainfall 
percolation, and subsurface flow from the foothills surrounding the basin.  River bed recharge 
comprises the most significant element of recharge (SBCWA 1994).  It is estimated that between 75 to 
85 percent of the total 83,000 acre-feet per year (afy) average annual recharge to the Santa Maria 
Groundwater Basin is due to percolation from river flows (SBCWA 2000). 

Since July 1997 the Santa Maria Valley Groundwater Basin has been the subject of ongoing litigation 
between nearly 800 parties with competing claims to pump groundwater, collectively called the Santa 
Maria Groundwater Litigation (Santa Maria Valley Water Conservation District vs. City of Santa Maria, et 
al. Case No. 770214).  The Santa Maria Valley Water Conservation District was originally concerned 
that the City of Santa Maria’s banking of State Water Project (SWP) water in the groundwater basin 
would give the City priority rights to the groundwater that was historically held by agricultural water 
users.  The lawsuit broadened to address groundwater management of the entire Santa Maria Basin.  
On August 3, 2005, the Court approved a Settlement Stipulation for the case.  The Settlement 
Stipulation, contained in Appendix B of this UWMP, divides the Santa Maria Basin into three separate 
management sub-areas (the Northern Cities Management Area, the NMMA, and the Santa Maria 
Valley Management Area).  The Settlement Stipulation contains specific provisions with regard to 
rights to use groundwater, development of groundwater monitoring programs, and development of 
plans and programs to respond to potential severe water shortage conditions.    
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2.1.1 Nipomo Mesa Management Area 

The Nipomo Mesa’s raised bluffs overlook the Santa Maria River Valley and the dune system to the 
west and are formed by relic sand dunes. The dune deposits are from 150 to 250 feet thick and overlie 
the Paso Robles Formation, which is the primary aquifer and composed of unconsolidated alluvial 
deposits.  The dune deposits are highly porous and permeable so very little runoff leaves the Nipomo 
Mesa, and because of its elevated nature there are no foothill streams that flow into the Mesa.  Thus, 
the primary source of recharge is deep percolation, with contributions from agricultural and urban 
return flows, and sub-surface inflows from the nearby Santa Maria Basin.  Part of this deep 
percolation from rainfall is lost by evapotranspiration and lateral flows along the finer-grained upper 
layers of the Paso Robles formation to Black Lake and other western dune lakes.  The dependence on 
deep percolation as the major source of recharge makes the groundwater supply vulnerable during 
prolonged periods of low rainfall (S.S. Papadopulos 2004).   

Table 5 below, is an example of a hydrologic inventory for the Nipomo Mesa Management Area.  
Table 5 has been derived from NCSD Exhibit C-4 of the Santa Maria Groundwater Litigation and is 
based on hydrology and estimated land uses for the years 1975 through 2000.  Based on estimates of 
deep percolation and subsurface inflow for 1975 through year 2000, NCSD has projected the safe yield 
of the NMMA to be between 5,450 afy to 6,540 afy (SAIC 2003). DWR (2002) estimated the dependable 
yield of the Nipomo Mesa groundwater basin to be between 4,800 to 6,000 afy.   

California’s Groundwater Bulletin 118 (DWR 2003) states that groundwater levels beneath the 
Nipomo Mesa declined from 1 to 10 feet in the northern part during 1975 through 2000 and as much 
as 58 feet in the central part during 1968 through 2000.  However, this report states that groundwater 
levels were stable in the western and southeastern parts, generally following rainfall cycles.  
According to DWR, groundwater levels beneath the Santa Maria Valley generally declined during 
1945 through 1977, recovered by year 1986, then declined until about 1992; and by 1998 groundwater 
levels beneath the Santa Maria Valley recovered to near historic high levels.  DWR describes the 
formation and growth of a groundwater depression in the south-central part of the Nipomo Mesa, 
where many NCSD and Golden State Water Company (formerly called Southern California Water 
Company) wells are located.  Data in the 2002 DWR report suggested groundwater overdraft, though 
the report did not make that finding conclusive.   

Because of inconsistencies in the 2002 DWR Report, raised during the Santa Maria Groundwater 
Litigation, the County of San Luis Obispo commissioned its own study of groundwater issues in the 
Santa Maria Groundwater Basin and specifically the Nipomo Mesa.  This study, by S.S. Papadopulos 
and Associates, concluded that the 2002 DWR study correctly identified overdraft conditions in the 
Nipomo Mesa area of the groundwater basin.  Based on this and other evidence, the County’s Water 
Resources Advisory Committee concluded that overdraft in the Nipomo Mesa area either exists 
currently or is imminent (San Luis Obispo County 2004). 

Based on data presented to the Court in the Santa Maria Groundwater Litigation, the Court found 
that the Santa Maria Basin as a whole was not in a condition of long-term overdraft.  The Court did, 
however, acknowledge that sub-areas within the basin could be found to be in overdraft as additional 
data are developed. 
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ELEMENTS OF HYDROLOGIC INVENTORY

WATER YEAR 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 TOTALS AVERAGE 
(1975-2000) 

AVERAGE 
1975 - 1995

ANNUAL PRECIPITATION (INCHES) 17.29 13.45 10.23 30.66 15.80 16.57 13.39 18.58 33.21 11.22 12.20 16.85 11.29 12.66 12.22 7.12 13.06 15.66 20.17 12.15 25.47 16.54 20.50 33.67 12.98 14.47 437.4 16.82 16.15
AREA (ACRES) 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410 19,410

ELEMENTS OF HISTORICAL SUPPLY (volumes in acre-feet)
DEEP PERCOLATION OF PRECIPITATION  (1)

   NATIVE TREES (3) 0 0 0 2,520 0 0 0 0 2,780 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 650 0 760 2,130 0 0 8,840 340 280
   NATIVE GRASSES (3) 90 0 0 9,180 710 880 0 0 9,120 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,650 1,330 3,190 0 5,240 2,130 4,240 6,890 0 120 44,770 1,720 1,490
   AGRICULTURAL LAND 1,190 640 60 3,420 1,170 1,360 850 1,790 4,310 680 800 1,610 720 880 790 10 940 1,370 2,070 770 2,860 1,490 2,100 4,170 900 1,150 38,100 1,470 1,350
   URBAN LAND 870 250 0 3,690 790 1,000 320 1,590 5,350 0 50 1,420 0 210 80 0 400 1,460 3,420 70 6,120 2,150 4,170 11,030 510 1,350 46,300 1,780 1,290
   GOLF COURSES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 180 70 100 90 0 110 160 220 90 320 180 230 1,040 110 150 3,050 120 60

   TOTAL DEEP PERCOLATION 2,150 890 60 18,810 2,670 3,240 1,170 3,380 21,560 680 850 3,210 790 1,190 960 10 3,100 4,320 8,900 930 15,190 5,950 11,500 25,260 1,520 2,770 141,060 5,430 4,470

 SUBSURFACE INFLOW  (2)

   FROM SANTA MARIA RIVER VALLEY 70 150 230 300 380 460 540 610 690 770 840 920 1,000 1,080 1,150 1,230 1,310 1,380 1,460 1,540 1,510 1,480 1,450 1,420 1,390 23,350 900 770
   FROM NIPOMO VALLEY 120 150 250 110 110 80 150 140 190 100 40 190 290 260 320 340 370 250 320 280 150 210 290 380 190 210 5,490 210 200

   TOTAL SUBSURFACE FLOW 110 220 400 340 410 460 610 680 800 790 810 1,030 1,210 1,260 1,400 1,490 1,600 1,560 1,700 1,740 1,690 1,720 1,770 1,830 1,610 1,600 28,840 1,110 970

TOTAL SUPPLY 2,260  1,110  460  19,150  3,080  3,700  1,780  4,060  22,360  1,470  1,660  4,240  2,000  2,450  2,360  1,500  4,700  5,880  10,600  2,670  16,880  7,670  13,270  27,090  3,130  4,370 169,900 6,540 5,450

ELEMENTS OF USE/ OUTFLOW (volumes in acre-feet)
CONSUMPTIVE USE OF PRODUCTION (4)

   AGRICULTURAL  (5) 1,620 1,710 1,940 1,590 1,870 1,920 1,980 2,010 1,860 2,230 2,200 2,270 2,410 2,400 2,470 2,960 2,600 2,670 2,670 2,810 2,730 2,940 2,950 2,890 3,150 3,210 62,060 2,390 2,230
   URBAN  (6) 1,720 1,770 1,820 1,880 1,930 2,000 2,070 2,160 2,250 2,340 2,440 2,560 2,670 2,800 2,930 3,060 3,030 2,990 2,940 2,860 2,790 2,910 3,040 3,170 3,310 3,460 66,900 2,570 2,430
   GOLF COURSE (5) (7) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 410 440 440 440 480 440 410 370 440 340 410 370 580 790 750 7,110 270 200

   TOTAL CONSUMPTIVE USE OF PRODUCTION 3,340 3,480 3,760 3,470 3,800 3,920 4,050 4,170 4,110 4,570 4,640 5,240 5,520 5,640 5,840 6,500 6,070 6,070 5,980 6,110 5,860 6,260 6,360 6,640 7,250 7,420 136,070 5,230 4,860

SURFACE OUTFLOW (8) 0 0 0 120 0 0 0 0 130 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 130 0 0 480

SUBSURFACE OUTFLOW (2)

   TO PACIFIC OCEAN 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 420 10,920 420 420
   TO NORTHERN CITIES 1,290 1,240 1,250 1,190 1,210 1,280 1,190 1,210 1,150 1,350 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,270 1,290 1,290 1,290 1,270 1,230 1,250 1,170 1,170 1,110 1,050 1,110 1,190 31,950 1,230 1,250

TOTAL SUBSURFACE OUTFLOW 1,710 1,660 1,670 1,610 1,630 1,700 1,610 1,630 1,570 1,770 1,720 1,720 1,720 1,690 1,710 1,710 1,710 1,690 1,650 1,670 1,590 1,590 1,530 1,470 1,530 1,610 42,870 1,650 1,670

TOTAL USE 5,050 5,140 5,430 5,200 5,430 5,620 5,660 5,800 5,810 6,340 6,360 6,960 7,240 7,330 7,550 8,210 7,780 7,760 7,630 7,780 7,550 7,850 7,890 8,240 8,780 9,030 179,420 6,900 6,550

SURPLUS/ DEFICIENCY BY WATER YEAR 13,950 16,550 2,970 9,330 5,380 18,850

CUMULATIVE SURPLUS/DEFICIENCY 2,160 8,820 3,950 790

GROUNDWATER PRODUCTION
   AGRICULTURAL 2,290 2,390 2,730 2,220 2,590 2,650 2,730 2,760 2,550 3,080 3,000 3,090 3,330 3,290 3,380 4,130 3,570 3,650 3,680 3,850 3,780 4,030 4,060 3,980 4,330 4,410 85,550 3,290 3,080
   URBAN 2,130 2,220 2,310 2,420 2,520 2,630 2,770 2,920 3,080 3,250 3,420 3,630 3,840 4,060 4,290 4,530 4,480 4,400 4,310 4,180 4,040 4,260 4,490 4,730 4,980 5,240 95,130 3,660 3,400
   GOLF COURSE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 480 510 510 510 570 510 480 440 510 410 480 440 670 920 880 8,320 320 230
   TOTAL EXTRACTIONS 4,420 4,610 5,040 4,640 5,110 5,280 5,500 5,680 5,630 6,330 6,420 7,200 7,680 7,860 8,180 9,230 8,560 8,530 8,430 8,540 8,230 8,770 8,990 9,380 10,230 10,530 189,000 7,270 6,710

20 20

(10)

(2,790) (4,030) (4,970) (2,350) (1,920) (3,880) (1,740) (4,870) (4,700) (2,720) (5,240) (4,880) (5,190) (6,710) (3,080) (1,880) (5,110) (180) (5,650) (4,660) (9,520) (360) (1,100)

(2,790) (6,820) (11,790) (190) (2,110) (5,990) (7,730) (750) (3,470) (8,710) (13,590) (18,780) (25,490) (28,570) (30,450) (27,480) (32,590) (23,260) (23,440) (18,060) (4,860) (9,520)

(1) Rainfall data provided by San Luis Obispo County Department of Public Works.  Groundwater recharge due to deep percolation of precipitation estimated using Nipomo CDF precipitation gage for water years 1975 through 2000.

Data developed from 1975, 1995, and 2000 Groundwater Contour maps and available well data.  Years without well data estimated with linear interpolation of contour data.

Accounts for precipitation used to meet root zone moisture deficit.

Historical land use data provided by DWR for 1977, 1985 and 1996.  Land use data for all other years estimated by linear interpolation.

Consumptive use varies by crop type. Assume 90% of ag land is irrigated.

Assume 56% consumptive use for urban water produced.  Assume Tosco Refinery pumps 1,370 AFY from 1975 - 2000.  1,290 AFY consumptively used.  (Source: Lawrance, Fisk & McFarland 1993)

Assume Black Lakes Golf Course began irrigating in 1986.  Assume Cypress Ridge Golf course began irrigating in 1998.

Surface water outflow occurs in years of 25 inches or greater precipitation.

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

Table 5
Example Hydrologic Inventory

for Nipomo Mesa Management Area
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2.1.2 Future Groundwater Management in the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin 

As described earlier, on August 3, 2005, the Court tentatively approved a Settlement Stipulation for 
the Santa Maria Groundwater Litigation, though the terms of this document are not in effect (or 
enforceable)  until additional proceedings of the trial have concluded.  The Settlement Stipulation, 
provided in Appendix B of this UWMP, contains specific provisions with regard to rights to use 
groundwater, development of groundwater monitoring programs, and development of plans and 
programs to respond to potentially severe water shortage conditions.  The intent of the Stipulation is 
to impose a physical solution establishing the legal and practical means for ensuring the long-term 
sustainability of the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin. 

The Settlement Stipulation includes the following major concepts: 

Recognition of Priority of Overlying Rights.  The Stipulation holds that overlying owners that are 
parties to the stipulation have a prior and paramount overlying right.   

No Prescriptive Rights.  The Stipulation holds that no party to the stipulation has proven prescriptive 
rights to any native groundwater.   

Appropriative Rights.  Those parties to the Stipulation owning and exercising appropriative rights 
have the right to reasonable and beneficial use of native groundwater that is surplus to the reasonable 
and beneficial uses of the overlying owners that are parties to the Stipulation.  

Establishment of Basin Management Areas.  Though the court found insufficient evidence to support 
the existence of sub-basins within the Santa Maria Valley Basin, the Stipulation does establish three 
Management Areas, the Northern Cities Management Area, the NMMA, and the Santa Maria Valley 
Management Area.  In the NMMA, management functions are to be performed by the NMMA 
Technical Group, which shall include representatives appointed by NCSD, Golden State Water 
Company, ConocoPhillips, Woodlands Mutual Water Company, and an agricultural overlying owner 
who is also a Stipulation party. 

Groundwater Monitoring.  A monitoring program is to be established in each of the three Management 
Areas to collect and analyze data on land use, water use, groundwater levels, and groundwater quality.  
The results of the monitoring program are to be filed in an annual report to the Court. In the NMMA, 
this monitoring program is to be developed by the NMMA Technical Group. 

Supplemental Water to be delivered to the Nipomo Mesa Management Area.  Consistent with the 
Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Santa Maria and the District, a minimum of 2,500 
afy of supplemental water is to be purchased and transmitted to the Nipomo Mesa by NCSD.  The 
following parties shall purchase the following portions of this Nipomo Supplemental Water: NCSD – 
66.68% (1667 afy); Woodlands Mutual Water Company – 16.66% (417 afy); Golden State Water 
Company – 8.33% (208 afy) ; and Rural Water Company – 8.33% (208 afy).  

Definition of Severe Water Shortage Conditions and Development of Response for Shortage.  The 
NMMA Technical Group is to develop criteria for declaring the existence of Potentially Severe Water 
Shortage Conditions (Caution Trigger Point) and Severe Water Shortage Conditions (Mandatory 
Action Trigger Point), to be approved by the Court.  In the event the NMMA Technical Group 
determines that Caution Trigger Point shortage conditions have been reached, parties agreeing to the 
Settlement Stipulation shall coordinate efforts to increase groundwater recharge, increase supply of 
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Nipomo Supplemental Water if available, and reduce groundwater use.  In the event the NMMA 
Technical Group determines that Mandatory Action Trigger Point conditions have been reached: (a) 
Overlying Owners that are parties to the Stipulation (other than Woodlands Mutual Water Company 
and ConocoPhillips) shall reduce the use of groundwater to no more than 110 percent of the highest 
pooled amount previously collectively used by those parties in a year, prorated for any partial Year; 
(b) ConocoPhillips shall reduce its groundwater use to no more than 110 percent of the highest 
amount it previously used in a single year; (c) NCSD, Rural Water Company, Golden State Water 
Company, and Woodlands Mutual Water Company shall implement mandatory conservation 
measures prescribed by the NMMA Technical Group and approved by the Court.  Depending on how 
Woodlands Mutual Water Company uses Supplemental Water, Woodlands may not be subject to 
mandatory conservation measures.  

NMMA Requirement for New Urban Uses to Provide Supplemental Water or Water Development Fee.  
In the NMMA, new urban uses within existing service areas or sphere of influence areas are to obtain 
water service from the local public water supplier.  New municipal and industrial uses on land adjacent 
to or within one quarter mile of the boundary line of a municipality or its sphere of influence or within 
the certificated service area of a publicly regulated utility shall enter into good faith negotiations with 
local water purveyor(s) prior to forming a mutual water company to provide water service.   

Injunction Against Transportation From the Basin.  Each and every party signing the Settlement 
Stipulation is enjoined and restrained from transporting groundwater to areas outside the Santa 
Maria Groundwater Basin [as described in the Phase I and II orders of the Court as modified], except 
for those uses in existence in effect at the date of the Stipulation.  However, groundwater may be 
delivered for use outside the Basin so long as the wastewater generated by the use is discharged 
within the Basin, or agricultural return flows resulting from that use return to the Basin.  

2.2 NCSD GROUNDWATER SUPPLY 

NCSD currently uses nine active wells and two standby wells to extract groundwater from the 
NMMA of the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin to provide water to its customers.  As shown in Figure 
4, the active wells in the NMMA are Blacklake Wells 3 and 4, Bevington, Via Concha, Sundale, 
Eureka, Omiya, Knollwood and Olympic; the standby wells are Cheyenne and Mandi.  NCSD 
distributes the water through two separate operating systems: Blacklake Division (~580 accounts) and 
the Town Division (~3,120 accounts).  These nine wells have the capacity to pump 5,150 afy assuming 
20 percent of the time the wells will be down for maintenance.   

NCSD has one active well (Church), and one standby well (Savage), available to pump groundwater 
from the Nipomo Valley.  The Church well can pump up to 200 afy (assuming operation at 70 percent 
capacity).  NCSD is considering upgrading or replacing the aging standby well in the Nipomo Valley 
to increase total pumping in this area to 300 afy.  Funding for well improvement/replacement would 
come from NCSD’s existing Replacement Fund, which currently has a balance of approximately $1.5 
million.  NCSD tries to limit its use of Nipomo Valley groundwater in order to avoid potentially 
interfering with agricultural pumping in the area and because this water source has elevated sulfides 
and dissolved solids.   
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The following table shows the most recent five-year groundwater pumping by NCSD. 

 
Table 6.  Amount of Groundwater Pumped Annually by NCSD (afy) 

Source Name 
NCSD 

Division 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 

Nipomo Mesa Management Area of 
Santa Maria Groundwater Basin 

Town  2,002  1,905 2,252 2,105  2,402 

Nipomo Mesa Management Area of 
Santa Maria Groundwater Basin 

Blacklake    409    373    447    435     476 

Sub-Total, NCSD production from NMMA 2,411 2,278 2,699 2,904 2,878 

Nipomo Valley Groundwater  Town        3        7      11      93      30 

Total pumped by NCSD  2,414 2,285 2,710 3,033 2,908 

 

In response to the current litigation, NCSD has implemented many policies to protect the NMMA.  
NCSD’s Annexation Policy requires that “…annexations shall provide a reliable water source, other 
than water from the Nipomo Hydrologic Sub-Area (HSA)1 or pay for the costs of supplemental water 
for the area of annexation as a condition of District approval.”  New connections in NCSD’s existing 
service area are required to pay a supplemental water fee (see section 2.3). NCSD’s future 
groundwater pumping from the NMMA will be monitored by the NMMA Technical Group, and 
depending on the condition of the groundwater basin, pumping of NCSD as well as others from the 
NMMA could be curtailed under Court authority pursuant to the Settlement Stipulation.  Table 7 
shows the projected average extraction by NCSD from the NMMA and Nipomo Valley groundwater.  
Given the various actions in place to protect the NMMA (NCSD’s actions to bring in supplemental 
water, NCSD requiring annexations to rely on a water source other than water from the NMMA) it 
has been assumed that production from the NMMA by NCSD will increase only until supplemental 
water is available and then return to near 2004 levels.  If other limits are imposed on groundwater 
pumping from the Nipomo Mesa by future actions of the NMMA Technical Group or the Court, 
estimates in Table 7 would need to be revisited.   

                                                      
1  At the time the annexation ordinance was adopted the NMMA had yet to be defined by the Court.  The geographic area defined as the 

Nipomo Mesa HSA does differ in some ways from the NMMA but they are largely the same area. 
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Table 7.  Projected Average Amount of Groundwater to Be Pumped by NCSD (afy) 

Water Source Name 2010* 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Nipomo Mesa Management Area 2,900 2,900 2,900 2,900 2,900 

Nipomo Valley Groundwater 300 300 300 300 300 

Total Projected NCSD Groundwater Production 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 

* Between years 2005 and 2010 NCSD may increase groundwater pumping greater than 2,900 afy.  It is anticipated that after 
supplemental water becomes available, groundwater pumping will decline again to near 2004 levels. 

 

2.2.1 Groundwater Not Available on a Consistent Basis  

As described earlier, NCSD’s future groundwater pumping will ultimately be directed by the Court 
(pursuant to the Settlement Stipulation) through the directives of the NMMA Technical Group.  It has 
been assumed that the Court and the Technical Group will manage the NMMA to protect the long-
term safe-yield of the basin.  However, within this management, in times of drought it may be 
necessary to “mine” the groundwater – take water in excess of water annually recharged.  This 
operation could only be allowed to the extent that an adequate sized buffer pool of groundwater 
storage remained above mean sea level so that sea water intrusion into the groundwater basin is 
precluded.  Mining of groundwater provides some additional flexibility in water management.  
However, this cannot be considered a consistent supply.  Mining of groundwater would need to be 
followed by additional replenishment in subsequent years by requesting delivery of supplemental 
water in wet or above-normal years.  It is likely that this supplemental water would be delivered 
directly to NCSD customers and NCSD well production would be curtailed to accomplish “in-lieu” 
groundwater banking/replacement.  DWR estimated in 2002 that there was approximately 75,000 af 
of groundwater above mean sea level in the Nipomo Mesa Hydrologic Sub-Area as defined by DWR 
and which encompasses most of the NMMA.   

2.3 IMPORTED WATER SUPPLIES/TRANSFER AND EXCHANGE 
OPPORTUNITIES 

NCSD has entered into a memorandum of understanding (MOU) with the City of Santa Maria for the 
wholesale purchase of water.  This MOU is provided in Appendix D.  Initial deliveries are anticipated 
to be up to 3,000 afy for balancing the estimated overdraft in the NMMA, and providing for new 
growth within NCSD’s current service area boundary.  The District anticipates requiring new 
development within its SOI to provide additional supplemental water resources.  While the District is 
not at this time limited in what it will consider as acceptable supplemental water, the City of Santa 
Maria clearly indicates it has additional water resources available for purchase.  Upon execution of 
the MOU, NCSD paid the City of Santa Maria a Reservation Fee for the water contemplated in the 
MOU.  NCSD intends to connect its existing water distribution system to the City’s existing 
distribution system via a pipeline crossing at the Santa Maria River.  According to an engineering 
report commissioned by NCSD (Cannon Associates 2005), the pipeline could be of 12- to 16-inch 
diameter capable of carrying up to 6,300 afy across the Santa Maria River either by using horizontal 
directional drilling under the riverbed, or by attachment to the nearby Highway 101 bridge over the 
River.  NCSD is currently evaluating these various options as part of its California Environmental 
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Quality Act (CEQA) process.  A Notice of Preparation for the project was released on July 25, 2005, 
and an Environmental Impact Report is under preparation.  NCSD must complete and approve the 
CEQA documents before construction of the waterline intertie can take place.  In addition, NCSD 
anticipates that the following regulatory approvals will be needed for construction of delivery 
facilities to convey, or deliver supplemental water: 

− Section 404 Permits under the Clean Water Act from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, which 
regulates the discharge of dredged and/or fill material into the “waters of the United States;” 

− Public Resources Code Sections 1601-1603 Streambed Alteration Agreements from the 
California Department of Fish and Game, which regulates all diversions, obstructions or 
changes in the natural flow or bed, channel or bank of any river, stream or lake which 
supports fish or wildlife; 

− A National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit to comply with Section 
401 of the Clean Water Act from the State Water Quality Control Board in the event that a 
Section 404 Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is required;  

− A Section 401 Water Quality Certification and a General Permit for Storm Water Discharges 
Associated with Construction Activities from the Central Coast Regional Water Quality 
Control Board; 

− An Encroachment Permit from the California Department of Transportation for the 
attachment of the proposed waterline intertie to the Highway 101 Bridge and access for 
construction and maintenance equipment into the riverbed; and   

− Easements across the Santa Maria River and along the southern boundary of the river secured 
from landowners and other entities for right-of-way and construction. 

The City of Santa Maria shall deliver the supplemental water to NCSD from sources used to provide 
water to the City’s retail customers.  The City of Santa Maria water supply is made up of SWP, 
groundwater yield from the Twitchell Project, and groundwater drawn from the Santa Maria Valley 
Management Area of the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin.  The City of Santa Maria has a contract 
with the Central Coast Water Authority for a SWP allocation of up to 16,200 afy of treated water from 
the Polonio Pass Water Treatment Plant, delivered to the City via the Coastal Branch of the California 
Aqueduct.  The City of Santa Maria also has rights to yield of the Twitchell Reservoir, estimated at 
20,000 afy, water it dedicates to recharge the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin (County of Santa 
Barbara 2005).  The Settlement Stipulation (see section 2.1.2 and Appendix B), requires the City of 
Santa Maria, Golden State Water Company, and the City of Guadalupe to divide 80 percent of 
Twitchell’s yield and overlying owners who are stipulating parties to the Settlement Stipulation 
receive the remaining 20 percent of Twitchell’s yield.  Groundwater from the Santa Maria Valley 
Management Area is used by multiple entities, including overlying landowners, the City of Santa 
Maria, the City of Guadalupe, and the Golden State Water Company. 

The estimated cost to construct the intertie with the City of Santa Maria is six million dollars.  Water 
delivered under the project is estimated to cost approximately $1,250 per af (as defined by the terms 
of the MOU).  NCSD considered these costs in its August 2005 rate study and has since developed 
and adopted new water and sewer system buy-in charges necessary to finance supplemental water.  
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For example, the new water and sewer system buy-in charges for a 1-inch or less water meter include 
an additional $11,121 for supplemental water (NCSD Ordinance 2005-101).   

The amount of supplemental water anticipated to be delivered from the City of Santa Maria is shown 
in Table 8 below.  As depicted in Table 8, per the Settlement Stipulation, this water is to be delivered 
to replenish and recharge the groundwater resources of the NMMA.  Though NCSD has the 
responsibility for contracting for supplemental water, of this water delivered, only two-thirds is 
available to NCSD’s service area and customers.   

 
Table 8.  Projected Amount of Supplemental Water from City of Santa Maria (afy) 

 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Nipomo Mesa Management Area 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

NCSD 1, 2 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 

Notes:  

1. Estimate based on NCSD use of two-thirds of the first 3,000 afy of supplemental water.   

2. The existing MOU with the City of Santa Maria describes acquisition of up to 3,000 afy supplemental water; 2,000 afy 
to be delivered in NCSD’s service area.  However, future annexations to NCSD’s service area will require additional 
supplemental water. 

 

2.3.1 Uses of Supplemental Water 

As described earlier, based on testimony in the groundwater litigation, NCSD has developed an 
estimate of the safe yield of the NMMA, 5,500 afy to 6,500 afy.  For the purposes of future water 
planning NCSD has decided to use the lower bookend of the estimate of safe yield, 5,500 afy.  NCSD 
will be providing supplemental water, per the Settlement Stipulation, in order maintain the health of 
the groundwater basin.  However, NCSD anticipates other demands for this water, including requests 
for additional water service.  NCSD assumes the following for supplemental water: 

– The first priority for supplemental water must be to meet provisions of the Settlement 
Stipulation; 

– NCSD has rights to use two-thirds of the first 3,000 afy of supplemental water to be purchased 
from the City of Santa Maria.  As described earlier, NCSD’s Annexation Policy requires that 
annexations shall either provide a reliable water source of water (other than water from the 
Nipomo Hydrologic Sub-Area2) or pay for the costs of supplemental water for the area of 
annexation as a condition of District approval.   

– Overliers in the NMMA can use groundwater up to 110 percent of their highest use in any past 
year.  For planning purposes, the highest yearly use by overliers has been assumed to be 3,210 af 
in any year.  One hundred ten percent of 3,210 afy is 3,530 af in any year.  The assumed NMMA 
safe yield remaining after accounting for overliers is then 5,500 af less 3,530 af, or 1,970 afy. 

– NCSD has historically pumped about 58 percent of total water pumped by large producers 
(NCSD, Golden State Water Company, and Rural Water Company).  NCSD therefore has 
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assumed it will be able to use 58 percent of the remaining NMMA safe yield after consumptive 
use by overliers is subtracted (~1,140 afy). 

– Assuming consumptive uses of 60 percent and a return flow of 40 percent for urban uses (SAIC 
2003), NCSD production of 2,900 afy from the NMMA would negatively affect groundwater by 
1,740 afy, exceeding NCSD’s share of the safe yield by approximately 597 afy.  NCSD would 
therefore need to in-lieu recharge approximately 600 afy of supplemental water to account for the 
District’s pumping effect on safe yield.   

2.4 CURRENT AND PLANNED WATER SUPPLIES 

The following table identifies existing and planned water supply sources and associated quantities 
available to NCSD for the period 2005 to 2030.  This table does not reflect additional supplemental 
water NCSD anticipates to be available from the City of Santa Maria. 

 

Table 9. Current and Planned NCSD Water Supplies (afy) 

Water Supply Sources 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
NMMA Groundwater 2,900 2,900 2,900 2,900 2,900 2,900 
Nipomo Valley Groundwater 200 300 300 300 300 300 
Supplemental Water  0 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 
Total NCSD Supply 3,100 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

 

2.5 RELIABILITY OF SUPPLY 

2.5.1 Selection of Normal and Dry Years, and Multiple Dry Years – Groundwater 

The UWMP calls for determining water supply during critical drought situations and for a normal 
year.  To select these years, the longest rainfall records in the vicinity of the Nipomo Mesa and the 
longest hydrologic inventories were examined.  Rainfall was examined because rainfall is the primary 
source of recharge in the Nipomo Mesa; there are no large alluvial recharge streams or imported 
water from other watersheds.  The hydrologic inventory was examined because it recognizes sub-
surface inflow as a contributor to the water supply. 

The longest continuous rainfall record in the vicinity of NCSD is the City of Santa Barbara rain gage 
from water year (WY) WY 1888-89 to 2004-05.  The longest rainfall record on the Nipomo Mesa is 
from WY 1920-21 to 2002-03 at the Nipomo 2NW gage (also called Mehlschau #38).  Figure 5 shows 
the historical rainfall on the Nipomo Mesa, including three major sequences of consecutive dry years: 
1929-1934, 1944-1951, and 1987-1990.  Figure 5 demonstrates that 1990 was a low precipitation year 
(approximately 7.21 inches).  The year 1990 also falls within the timeframe 1975 to 2000, a period for 
which a hydrologic inventory has been prepared on the Nipomo Mesa and other parameters 
(groundwater inflow, groundwater outflow) necessary for understanding groundwater reliability 
have been estimated.  For the purposes of this UWMP and water reliability planning purposes, a 
repeat of year 1990 water supply conditions and present day land use conditions (year 2000 land uses 
as defined by SAIC 2003) is assumed to be representative of water supply conditions in a single dry 
year (see Table 10). 
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Figure  

5.  Historical Rainfall on the Nipomo Mesa 

Black and white, Letter 
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The trends in total water supply to the Nipomo Mesa is shown in Figure 6, based on the 1975-2000 
Hydrologic Inventory (SAIC 2003, Exhibit C4).  On this Accumulated Departure from the Mean 
figure, the driest consecutive periods have the sharpest downward slopes.   

 Table 10.  Basis of Water Year Data 

Water Year Type Base Year(s) 

Historical 
Record 

Examined 
Normal Water Year 1975-2000 1975-2000 
Single Dry Water Year 1990 1975-2000 
Multiple Dry Water Years 1987-1990 1975-2000 
   

The longest consecutive below average (mean) dry period is the 9 years from WY 1983 to 1992.  
However, the most critical water supply period within this drought is WY 1987-1990 when all four 
years are less than the median.  Since both the rainfall (Figure 5) and hydrologic inventory (Figure 6) 
show the critical four years of 1987-1990, they are selected for the reliability estimates as 
representative of Multiple-Dry water years (see Table 10).   

The Normal Year is represented by the long-term water supply trends, in this case the long-term safe-
yield as estimated based on review of the hydrologic record for 1975-2000. 

2.5.2 Selection of Normal and Dry Years, and Multiple Dry Years – Supplemental Water 

The City of Santa Maria was contacted for information on the reliability of their supply in order to 
develop a reliability estimate of NCSD’s future supplemental water supply.  However, the City of 
Santa Maria was unable to provide reliability estimates at the time of this Draft UWMP because they 
are working on their own Draft UWMP.  NCSD examined the City’s various water sources 
(groundwater from the Santa Maria groundwater basin, SWP water) and reliability of each, as well as 
the City’s estimated demands.  Assuming even if the City of Santa Maria received only 20 percent of 
its SWP delivery (the lowest delivery as reported in the City’s 2000 UWMP) and given its future 
demands through year 2025, it is estimated that the City of Santa Maria has enough groundwater and 
pumping capacity to meet both its demands and meet NCSD’s supplemental water deliveries.  

These estimates will be re-examined and revised if necessary when updated data becomes available 
from the City of Santa Maria. 

2.5.3 Supply Reliability 

The following section describes the reliability of the water supply given seasonal or other factors 
affecting supply.  Table 11 identifies factors that could result in inconsistency of supply.  Legal and 
environmental, and climatic factors have been discussed in detail in the preceding sections.  Water 
quality is another factor that could affect supply reliability.  A major impetus behind the creation of 
the NMMA is to prevent deterioration of the basin as a water quality source, particularly from sea 
water intrusion and low groundwater levels.  It is assumed for the purposes of NCSD’s water supply 
planning, that sea water intrusion will not be an issue for its water supply so long as the physical 
solution and other actions prescribed by the Stipulation Settlement are maintained. 
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Figure 6:  Nipomo Mesa Water Supply Trends – Accumulated Departure from the Mean 
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Table 11. Factors Resulting in Inconsistency in Supply 

Name of Supply Legal Environmental Climatic Water Quality 

NMMA 
Groundwater 

 

Santa Maria 
Groundwater 
Litigation could set 
annual pumping 
limits on the 
Nipomo Mesa. 

 

 
Series of low rainfall 
years 

Risk of low 
groundwater levels 
and sea water 
intrusion if terms 
and conditions of 
Settlement 
Stipulation not 
maintained. 

Nipomo Valley 
Groundwater  

None identified None identified Series of low rainfall 
years. 

Sulfides and high 
TDS at some well 
locations.   

Supplemental 
water from City 
of Santa Maria 

MOU Conditions EIR under 
preparation 

Series of low rainfall 
years on SWP 

None identified. 

Regular sampling of NCSD’s groundwater has found elevated sulfate and total dissolved solids (TDS) 
at some wells, primarily in Nipomo Valley Groundwater.  However, NCSD does not believe these 
water quality concerns will affect reliability of the water supply.  In 2004, the water NCSD provided 
to customers was in compliance with all US Environmental Protection Agency and California 
Department of Health Services regulations for drinking water, though water was found to be 
corrosive to plumbing fixtures.  In May and June 2001, NCSD completed an assessment of the 
vulnerability of its drinking water sources from various contaminants.  Based on this assessment, on-
going groundwater sampling and testing, and NCSD’s commitment to the Settlement Stipulation, 
NCSD does not expect water quality to affect groundwater supply reliability.   

Based on review of City of Santa Maria water quality reports and the Draft UWMP prepared by the 
Central Coast Water Authority, NCSD does not believe water quality will negatively impact its ability 
to receive supplemental water over the next twenty years. 

Table 12 presents a total snapshot of NCSD supply reliability.  Table 12 identifies reliability of supply 
in a Normal, Single Dry, and Multiple-Dry year period and accounts for legal limitations on pumping 
resulting from the Santa Maria Groundwater Litigation as well as the terms and conditions for receipt 
of supplemental water from the City of Santa Maria. 

2.6 PLANNED WATER SUPPLIES NOT IMPLEMENTED 

In addition to the water supply sources described in sections 2.1 through 2.5 of this UWMP, NCSD 
has prepared preliminary analysis on the reliability, barriers to implementation, costs, and 
advantages of a variety of other potential water sources (Final Evaluation of Water Supply 
Alternatives, Nipomo Community Services District, October 2001).  Particular options to consider for 
future implementation include the following: 
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– Desalination of cooling and process water; and 

– Recycled water delivery to, and groundwater exchange with, oil refining interests and 
agricultural users. 

Table 12.  NCSD Supply Reliability (afy) 

MULTIPLE DRY YEARS 

YEAR TYPE 

NORMAL 
WATER 
YEAR 

SINGLE 
DRY YEAR Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 

Representative Water Year(s) 1975-2000 1990 1987 1988 1989 1990 
Nipomo Mesa Total Supply 1 5,500 1,600 2,280 2,900 2,560 1,600 
% of Normal Year Total 
Nipomo Mesa Supply 100% 29% 41% 53% 47% 29% 

NCSD NMMA Groundwater 
Supply 2 2,900 2,900 2,900 1,530 1,350 840 

NCSD Nipomo Valley 
Groundwater 2 300 300 300 158 140 87 

Total NCSD Groundwater 
Supply 3,200 3,200 3,200 1,688 1,490 927 
NCSD Supplemental Water 3 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 
Total NCSD Supply 5,200 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 
Notes:             
1. Hydrologic Inventory 1975-2000 (SAIC 2003, Exhibit C4), Mean = 5,500 afy.     
2.  For planning purposes it is assumed that pumping is normal in the first year of a drought.  In the second or subsequent year of shortage, 

it is assumed that NCSD's normal groundwater supply would be reduced to be reflective of severity of water shortage.  For example, in 
the second or later year where Total Mesa Supply is only 53% of normal, it is assumed NCSD's groundwater supply would be 53% of 
normal.   

3.  Assumes supplemental water supply not curtailed in single dry or multiple-dry year. 

 

2.6.1  Development of Desalinated Water 

NCSD has identified two distinct water supply options involving desalinated water.  The first 
involves desalinating cooling and other wastewaters currently discharged by oil refinery operations.  
The second involves treating water produced as a by-product of oil extraction operations and 
exchanging that water with oil refining or agricultural users.   

The ConocoPhillips refinery currently discharges its cooling and other wastewaters to the Pacific 
Ocean.  The potential exists to desalinate this cooling water so that it could be reused by refinery 
operations and thereby decrease the refinery’s demands for groundwater.  It is assumed that 
approximately 360 afy of groundwater could be conserved by using desalinated water.  An additional 
700 – 800 afy of water may be made available by treating oil field produced water. Based on 
preliminary analysis, treatment of cooling water and produced water would provide a reliable source 
of non-potable water, as long as the ConocoPhillips refinery continues to operate and require the non-
potable water.  This water supply option would require institutional arrangements between NCSD 
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and ConocoPhillips refinery as well as environmental review and permitting before it could be 
implemented.  NCSD is not actively pursuing this water supply option at this time. 

2.6.2 Additional Recycled Water 

NCSD already has extensive use of recycled water from its own sanitation plants for groundwater 
recharge (see section 5).  Another potential source of recycled water is the South San Luis Obispo 
County Sanitation District Water Reclamation Facility in Oceano, which is northwest of the NMMA.  
It is estimated that 1,200 afy could be available from this source.  This water supply option would 
require treating wastewater from the secondary level to tertiary standards and blending it with water 
low in total dissolved solids.  While recycled water is considered very reliable, this particular option 
would be dependent on the availability of blending water. This water supply option would require 
institutional arrangements between NCSD, the South San Luis Obispo County Sanitation District, and 
the end water user, require study on potential affects to the adjacent groundwater Management 
Areas, as well as environmental review and permitting before it could be implemented.  NCSD is not 
actively pursuing this water supply option at this time. 

2.7 RESOURCES MAXIMIZATION 

The mix of supplies developed by NCSD represent the District’s efforts to maximize and protect its 
local water supply sources (groundwater) and minimize need to import water.  As demonstrated in 
earlier sections, NCSD anticipates being a partner in the NMMA Technical Group, a group which will 
develop tools to monitor the groundwater basin and coordinate efforts to avoid groundwater 
deterioration (e.g., increase groundwater recharge, increase supply, reduce groundwater use).  
Additionally, NCSD is actively working with the City of Santa Maria to bring in supplemental water 
necessary to protect the resources of the NMMA. 
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3.0 WATER DEMANDS 

3.1 WATER USE BY CUSTOMER TYPE 

The Urban Water Management Planning Act requires that, to the extent records are available, a 
purveyor provide information on past and current water uses for different sectors, including but not 
limited to residential, commercial, industrial, institutional, and landscape - and project future use by 
these same sectors for the period 2005 to 2025.  Also in this section any additional water uses or losses 
are to be identified, such as water used for saline barriers, and unaccounted for system losses.   

Table 13 provides past (2000) and current (2005) water use by customer type.  In Table 13, year 2005 is 
estimated based on year 2004 data.  In Table 13, due to the nature in which NCSD bills customers, 
data was collected for Single-Family Residential, Multi-Family Residential, and Commercial, with 
Commercial being representative of all non-residential uses.   

 
Table 13.  Past and Current Water Deliveries by Customer Type  

2000 2005 a 

WATER USE SECTOR # of Accounts Deliveries (afy) # of Accounts Deliveries (afy) 

Single Family Residential 2,994 1,729 3,354 2,120 

Multi-Family Residential 239 99 235 111 

Commercial 71 64 83 94 

Total 3,254 1,892 3,672 2,324 
Notes: 

a. Year 2005 is estimated based on 2004 data. 

 

3.1.1 Methodology for Estimating Future Demand 

Future water demands were estimated using various assumptions about land uses and growth rates 
in the Nipomo Area.  Three land use “scenarios” were considered: 

− “Existing Land Use Designations.”  Under this scenario, water demands were calculated 
assuming Nipomo Mesa urban development is consistent with the existing land use 
designations of the effective Land Use and Circulation Element of San Luis Obispo County 
General Plan, South County-Inland.  

− “Existing Land Use Designations with Pending Land Use Amendments.”  Under this scenario, 
water demands were calculated assuming Nipomo Mesa urban development is consistent 
with the existing land use designations of the effective Land Use and Circulation Element of 
San Luis Obispo County General Plan, South County-Inland, but as amended by proposed 
Land Use Amendments.  Proposed Land Use Amendments for inclusion in the analysis were 
identified in coordination with San Luis Obispo County Planning and Building Department 
staff.  Table 14 details the proposed Land Use Amendments considered in this scenario. 
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− “High Density Land Use Assumption.”  Under this scenario, water demands were calculated 
assuming Nipomo Mesa urban development is the same as the “Existing Land Use 
Designations with Pending Land Use Amendments” except that any agriculture acreage or 
rural land acreage remaining after accounting for Land Use Amendments is assumed to 
convert to a higher density use.  For example in SOI areas 1, 2, and 3 it is assumed that 
agricultural and rural lands would convert to Single-Family Residential; in SOI areas 4 and 8 it 
is assumed these remaining use would convert to Residential Suburban.   

For each land use a water duty factor was applied.  Table 15 illustrates the water duty factors for the 
various land use categories.   

Spreadsheets detailing the specific assumptions of each scenario, and the resultant water demand 
estimates are provided in Appendix E. 

 
Table 14.  Proposed Land Use Amendments Included in Water Demand Calculations in the 

“Existing Land Use Designations with Pending Land Use Amendments” Scenario 

Affected Area Proposed Land Use Amendment 

Blacklake Division No Land Use Amendments identified for this area. 

Town Division No Land Use Amendments identified for this area.  Existing Land Use is 
inclusive of the Robertson (G990001T) and Summit Station (G980008N) Land 
Use Amendments. 

Sphere of Influence Area 1 (a)  Nipomo Oaks/Mehlschau Property (G990013M), which would remove 164 
acres from an Agriculture land use designation and make this former 
Agriculturally designated land Rural Residential (110 acres), Residential 
Suburban (14 acres), and Commercial Retail (28 acres) and 

(b) Crystal Oaks Ranch, a proposed 288-acre mixed use development residing 
within the Canada Ranch Specific Plan area, to be developed consistent with 
Canada Ranch objectives identified in the San Luis Obispo County General Plan.  

Sphere of Influence Area 2 No Land Use Amendments identified for this area. 

Sphere of Influence Area 3 Nipomo Hills Proposed Annexation.  This is a proposed annexation into the 
NCSD sphere of influence.  The overall project is 91 acres, 43 acres of which 
already reside within SOI 3.  The annexation would add 48 acres, 10 acres of 
Open Space (park) and 38 acres of Single Family Residential. 

Sphere of Influence Area 4 Brand Project (G990027M), which would remove 72 acres from the Southland 
Specific Plan and make this area Residential Suburban (32 acres), Commercial 
Service (32 acres), and Open Space (park) (8 acres). 

Sphere of Influence Area 7 Anderson (G02008M), which made this former Agriculture designation land 
Residential Rural (38 acres). 

Sphere of Influence Area 8 No Land Use Amendments identified for this area. 
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Table 15.  Assumptions Used to Calculate Water Demand for a Given Land Use Designation 

RESIDENTIAL USES 

Type of Use Population Est. Use per Capita 
Est.  Use per Lot or Unit 

per day 
Estimated 
Units/Acre 

Est. Use per Acre 
per Year 

Residential Single Family 3.40 per unit 1 120 gpcd1 0.0013 af/unit-day 3.5 See note 5 1.60 af/year 
Residential Suburban 3.15 per unit 1 175 gpcd1 0.0017 af/unit-day 1 See note 6 0.62 af/year 
Rural Lands 5.45 per unit 2 175 gpcd4 0.0029 af/unit-day 0.1 See note 6 0.11 af/year 
Residential Multi-Family 2.9 per unit 1 45 gpcd1 0.0004 af/unit-day 15 See note 7 2.19 af/year 
Residential Rural 5.45 per unit 2 175 gpcd4 0.0029 af/unit-day 0.2 See note 6 0.21 af/year 
Recreation 3.15 per unit 1 175 gpcd1 0.0017 af/unit-day 1 See note 6 0.62 af/year 
Cañada Ranch Spec. Plan 3 per unit 3 175 gpcd3 0.0016 af/unit-day 2 See note 3 1.18 af/year 
Southland Specific Plan 3 per unit 3 175 gpcd3 0.0016 af/unit-day 1 See note 3 0.59 af/year 

NON-RESIDENTIAL USES 
Type of Use Est. Use per Acre per Day Est. Use per Acre per Year      
Agriculture 0.00 gal/acre-day 8 0.00 af/year      
Commercial Retail 1264 gal/acre-day 1 1.42 af/year      
Commercial Service 310 gal/acre-day 1 0.35 af/year      
Industrial 598 gal/acre-day 9 0.67 af/year      
Office and Professional 230 gal/acre-day 1 0.26 af/year      
Open Space 1049 gal/acre-day 10 1.17 af/year      
Notes:   

1. Estimated occupancy and use rate for similar land use as reported in Boyle Engineering Corporation. March 2002. Water and Sewer System 
Master Plan 2001 Update.  Table 1, Page 10. 

2.   Estimated occupancy rate based on assumption that a lot would contain both a primary unit of 3.15 persons and a secondary unit of 2.3 
persons as reported in County of San Luis Obispo. September 2004. Final Environmental Impact Report Summit Station Land Use Ordinance 
Amendment.  State Clearinghouse Number 2003021008. Page 2-118. 

3.  San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Nipomo Community Services District. Sphere of Influence Update, Municipal 
Services Review.  Adopted May 20, 2004.Pages 2-9, 2-10 and 3-39. 

4.   Estimated use rate assumed to be similar to that reported for Summit Station Area as reported in County of San Luis Obispo. September 2004. 
Final Environmental Impact Report Summit Station Land Use Ordinance Amendment.  State Clearinghouse Number 2003021008. Page 2-118. 

5.  Per the County of San Luis Obispo.  Department of Planning and Building.  The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo 
County General Plan - Framework for Planning (Inland).  Revised January 2003.  This land use category will allow up to 7 dwelling units per 
acre, but for the purposes of this analysis 3.5 units per acre have been assumed. 

6.  Per the County of San Luis Obispo.  Department of Planning and Building.  The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo 
County General Plan - Framework for Planning (Inland).  Revised January 2003.     

7.  Per the County of San Luis Obispo.  Department of Planning and Building.  The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo 
County General Plan - Framework for Planning (Inland).  Revised January 2003. This land use category allows up to 38 dwellings per acre, 
but to be more consistent with allowed density in the developed portions of Nipomo Village, for the purposes of this study, 15 units per acre 
have been assumed.   

8.   It is assumed that NCSD does not supply agricultural irrigation.  

9. Estimated water duty factor for "Industrial" from City of Pasadena Water System Master Plan, 2002. 

10. Based on Sept. 18, 2003 SAIC memorandum describing analysis of average use for predominantly grass area on the Nipomo Mesa. 

 

In combination with these various land use projections are the three potential growth rates described 
in section 1.2.2:  (a) population is consistent with the 2.3 percent annual limitation on residential 
dwelling units set by the Nipomo community-specific Growth Management Ordinance; (b) 
population mirrors historic (1990-2003) average annual increase in dwelling units, approximately 3.7 
percent on the Nipomo Mesa; or (c) population growth similar to annual population growth in the 
Nipomo area from 1990 to 2000, 7.8 percent. 
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The three land use scenarios coupled with the three potential growth rates results in nine projections 
of future water use by customer sector for the period 2005 to 2030: 

− Future Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations and a 2.3% 
Growth Rate (see Table 16); 

− Future Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations and a 3.7% 
Growth Rate (see Table 17); 

− Future Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations and a 7.8% 
Growth Rate (see Table 18); 

− Future Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations with Pending 
Land Use Amendments and a 2.3% Growth Rate (see Table 19); 

− Future Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations with Pending 
Land Use Amendments and a 3.7% Growth Rate (see Table 20); 

− Future Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations with Pending 
Land Use Amendments and a 7.8% Growth Rate (see Table 21); 

− Future Water Demands by Sector, Assuming High Density Land Uses and a 2.3% Growth Rate 
(see Table 22); 

− Future Water Demands by Sector, Assuming High Density Land Uses and a 3.7% Growth Rate 
(see Table 23); and 

− Future Water Demands by Sector, Assuming High Density Land Uses and a 7.8% Growth Rate 
(see Table 24); 

Table 25 provides a summary of the overall estimated future demands in the NCSD service area and 
sphere of influence area for each combination of land use scenario and growth rate.  What these tables 
show is a wide range of demands, varying from 3,950 afy in year 2025 (assuming development 
consistent with existing land use designations and a 2.3 percent growth rate) up to 5,750 afy 
(assuming high density land uses and a 7.8 percent growth rate). 
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Table 16.  Future NCSD Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations and 
a 2.3% Growth Rate 

 

WATER USE SECTOR 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

  
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 

Single-Family Residential                     

Existing Service Area 4,410 2,660 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 
Sphere of Influence 130 140 410 320 480 360 530 400 570 440 

                      
Multi-Family Residential                     

Existing Service Area 2,180 320 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 
Sphere of Influence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

                      
Commercial                     

Existing Service Area   240   270   270   270   270 
Sphere of Influence   0   10   10   20   20 

                      

Industrial                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      
Institutional                     

Existing Service Area   20   20   20   20   20 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      
Landscape                     
                      

Existing Service Area   10   10   10   10   10 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      

Agricultural                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      
Total Estimated Demands 
Assuming Existing Land 
Use and 2.3% growth rate   3,390   3,860   3,900   3,950   3,990 
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Table 17.  Future NCSD Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations and 
a 3.7% Growth Rate 

 

WATER USE SECTOR 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

  
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 

Single-Family Residential                  
Existing Service Area 4,690 2,820 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 

Sphere of Influence 130 140 410 320 500 400 610 470 720 560 
                  
Multi-Family Residential                    

Existing Service Area 2,340 340 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 
Sphere of Influence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

                      
Commercial                     

Existing Service Area   260   270   270   270   270 
Sphere of Influence   0   10   10   20   20 

                      
Industrial                     

Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      
Institutional                     

Existing Service Area   20   20   20   20   20 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      
Landscape                     

Existing Service Area   10   10   10   10   10 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      
Agricultural                     

Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      

Total Estimated Demands 
Assuming Existing Land 
Use and 3.7% growth rate   3,590   3,860   4,940   4,020   4,110 
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Table 18.  Future NCSD Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations and 
a 7.8% Growth Rate  

 

WATER USE SECTOR 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

  
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 

Single-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 

Sphere of Influence 130 140 460 370 670 530 970 770 1,250 950 
                      
Multi-Family Residential                     

Existing Service Area 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 
Sphere of Influence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

                      
Commercial                     

Existing Service Area   270   270   270   270   270 
Sphere of Influence   0   10   20   30   40 

                      
Industrial                     

Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      
Institutional                     

Existing Service Area   20   20   20   20   20 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      
Landscape                     

Existing Service Area   10   10   10   10   10 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      
Agricultural                     

Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 
Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 

                      

Total Estimated Demands 
Assuming Existing Land 
Use and 7.8% growth rate   3,670   3,910   4,080   4,330   4,520 
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Table 19.  Future NCSD Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations 
with Pending Land Use Amendments and a 2.3% Growth Rate 

 

WATER USE SECTOR 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

  
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 

Single-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 4,410 2,660 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 

Sphere of Influence 300 230 610 420 690 480 780 540 860 600 
                      

Multi-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 2,180 320 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 

Sphere of Influence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
                      

Commercial                     
Existing Service Area   240   270   270   270   270 

Sphere of Influence   20   30   40   40   50 
                      

Industrial                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Institutional                     
Existing Service Area   20   20   20   20   20 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Landscape                     
                      

Existing Service Area   10   10   10   10   10 
Sphere of Influence   0   10   10   10   10 

                      

Agricultural                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

                      

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      
Total Estimated 
Demands Assuming 
Existing Land Use with 
Amendments and 2.3% 
growth rate   3,500   3,990   4,060   4,130   4,190 
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Table 20.  Future NCSD Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations 
with Pending Land Use Amendments and a 3.7% Growth Rate 

  

WATER USE SECTOR 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

  
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 

Single-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 4,690 2,820 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 

Sphere of Influence 300 230 630 430 770 540 930 640 1,110 770 
                      

Multi-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 2,340 340 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 

Sphere of Influence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
                      

Commercial                     
Existing Service Area   260   270   270   270   270 

Sphere of Influence   20   40   40   50   60 
                      

Industrial                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Institutional                     
Existing Service Area   20   20   20   20   20 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   10   10 
                      

Landscape                     
Existing Service Area   10   10   10   10   10 

Sphere of Influence   0   10   10   10   10 
                      

Agricultural                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Total Estimated Demands 
Assuming Existing Land 
Use with Amendments and 
3.7% growth rate   3,700   4,010   4,120   4,240   4,380 
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Table 21.  Future NCSD Water Demands by Sector, Assuming Existing Land Use Designations 
with Pending Land Use Amendments and a 7.8% Growth Rate 

  

WATER USE SECTOR 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

  
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 

Single-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 4,800 2,880 

Sphere of Influence 300 230 720 510 1060 740 1,530 1,080 1,870 1,290 
                      

Multi-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 

Sphere of Influence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
                      

Commercial                     
Existing Service Area   270   270   270   270   270 

Sphere of Influence   20   40   60   90   110 
                      

Industrial                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Institutional                     
Existing Service Area   20   20   20   20   20 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   10   10   10 
                      

Landscape                     
Existing Service Area   10   10   10   10   10 

Sphere of Influence   0   10   10   10   20 
                      

Agricultural                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Total Estimated Demands 
Assuming Existing Land 
Use with Amendments and 
7.8% growth rate   3,780   4,090   4,350   4,780   4,960 
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Table 22.  Future NCSD Water Demands by Sector, Assuming High Density Land Uses and a 2.3% 
Growth Rate 

 

WATER USE SECTOR 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

  
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 

Single-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 4,560 2,710 5,050 2,980 5,410 3,180 5,410 3,180 5,410 3,180 

Sphere of Influence 520 330 1,210 730 1,390 840 1,540 920 1,720 1,040 
                      

Multi-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 1,980 290 2,220 320 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 

Sphere of Influence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
                      

Commercial                     
Existing Service Area   220   250   270   270   270 

Sphere of Influence   20   30   40   40   50 
                      

Industrial                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Institutional                     
Existing Service Area   20   20   20   20   20 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Landscape                     
                      

Existing Service Area   10   10   10   10   10 
Sphere of Influence   0   10   10   10   10 

                      

Agricultural                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

                      

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      
Total Estimated Demands 
Assuming High Density 
Land Uses and 2.3% growth 
rate   3,600   4,350   4,720   4,800   4,930 
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Table 23.  Future NCSD Water Demands by Sector, Assuming High Density Land Uses and a 3.7% 
Growth Rate  

  

WATER USE SECTOR 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

  
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 

Single-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 4,860 2,870 5,410 3,180 5,410 3,180 5,410 3,180 5,410 3,180 

Sphere of Influence 250 330 580 750 700 910 850 1,100 1,010 1,310 
                      

Multi-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 2,120 310 2,220 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 

Sphere of Influence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
                      

Commercial                     
Existing Service Area   240   270   270   270   270 

Sphere of Influence   20   40   40   50   60 
                      

Industrial                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Institutional                     
Existing Service Area   20   20   20   20   20 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   10   10 
                      

Landscape                     
Existing Service Area   10   10   10   10   10 

Sphere of Influence   0   10   10   10   10 
                      

Agricultural                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      
Total Estimated Demands 
Assuming High Density 
Land Uses and 3.7% growth 
rate   3,800   4,630   4,790   5,000   5,220 
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Table 24.  Future NCSD Water Demands by Sector, Assuming High Density Land Uses and a 7.8% 
Growth Rate  

 

WATER USE SECTOR 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

  
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 
# of 

accounts 
Demand 

(afy) 

Single-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 5,410 3,180 5,410 3,180 5,410 3,180 5,410 3,180 5,410 3,180 

Sphere of Influence 520 330 1,410 860 2,050 1,240 2,990 1,810 3,710 2,230 
                      

Multi-Family Residential                     
Existing Service Area 2,400 350 2,220 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 2,400 350 

Sphere of Influence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
                      

Commercial                     
Existing Service Area   270   270   270   270   270 

Sphere of Influence   20   40   60   90   110 
                      

Industrial                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Institutional                     
Existing Service Area   20   20   20   20   20 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   10   10   10 
                      

Landscape                     
Existing Service Area   10   10   10   10   10 

Sphere of Influence   0   10   10   10   20 
                      

Agricultural                     
Existing Service Area   0   0   0   0   0 

Sphere of Influence   0   0   0   0   0 
                      

Total Estimated Demands 
Assuming High Density 
Land Uses and 7.8% growth 
rate   4,180   4,740   5,150   5,750   6,200 
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Table 25.  Summary of NCSD Water Demands by Land Use Scenario and Growth Rate for the 
Period 2010 to 2030 (afy) 

  2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Land Use Scenario and Growth Rate           
Existing Land Use Designations and 2.3% Growth Rate 3,390 3,860 3,900 3,950 3,990 
Existing Land Use Designations and 3.7% Growth Rate 3,590 3,860 3,940 4,020 4,110 
Existing Land Use Designations and 7.8% Growth Rate 3,670 3,910 4,080 4,330 4,520 
 Existing Land Use Designations with Land Use 
Amendments and 2.3% Growth Rate 3,500 3,990 4,060 4,130 4,190 
 Existing Land Use Designations with Land Use 
Amendments and 3.7% Growth Rate 3,700 4,010 4,120 4,240 4,380 
 Existing Land Use Designations with Land Use 
Amendments and 7.8% Growth Rate 3,780 4,090 4,350 4,720 4,960 
High Density Land Uses and 2.3% Growth Rate 3,600 4,350 4,720 4,800 4,930 
High Density Land Uses and 3.7% Growth Rate 3,800 4,630 4,790 5,000 5,220 
High Density Land Uses and 7.8% Growth Rate 4,180 4,740 5,150 5,750 6,200 

3.1.2 Additional Water Uses 

In addition to deliveries to customers, NCSD anticipates two other water uses, groundwater recharge 
and unaccounted for system losses, as shown in Table 26 by scenario.   

As described in section 2.3.1, NCSD expects having to recharge approximately 600 afy of its 
supplemental water supply in order to maintain its share of the NMMA safe yield.   

NCSD’s system loss varies from year to year.  In 2004 system loss was only about three percent of 
total production, in year 2000 system loss was almost 14 percent of total production.  For planning 
purposes it is assumed that future system loss will be eight percent of total production. 

3.1.3 Total Water Use 

Total Water Use, accounting for customer demands, system loss, and future groundwater recharge is 
presented, by scenario, in Table 27. 
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Table 26.  Additional NCSD Water Uses for the Period 2000 to 2030 (afy) 

Land Use Scenario and Growth Rate 2000 2005 a 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
In-Lieu Groundwater 
Recharge 0 0 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted for system loss 358 98 320 360 360 360 370 
Existing Land Use Designations 

and 2.3% Growth Rate 

Total for Scenario 358 98 920 960 960 960 970 
                  

In-Lieu Groundwater 
Recharge 0 0 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted for system loss 358 98 340 360 360 370 380 
Existing Land Use Designations 

and 3.7% Growth Rate 

Total for Scenario 358 98 940 960 960 970 980 
                  

In-Lieu Groundwater 
Recharge 0 0 600 600 600 600 600 
Unaccounted for system loss 358 98 340 360 370 390 410 

Existing Land Use Designations 
and 7.8% Growth Rate 

Total for Scenario 358 98 940 960 970 990 1,010 
                  

In-Lieu-Groundwater 
Recharge 0 0 600 600 600 600 600 
Unaccounted for system loss 358 98 330 370 370 380 380 

 Existing Land Use 
Designations with Land Use 

Amendments and 2.3% Growth 
Rate Total for Scenario 358 98 930 970 970 980 980 

                  
In-Lieu Groundwater 
Recharge 0 0 600 600 600 600 600 
Unaccounted for system loss 358 98 340 370 380 390 400 

 Existing Land Use 
Designations with Land Use 

Amendments and 3.7% Growth 
Rate Total for Scenario 358 98 940 970 980 990 1,000 

                  
In-Lieu Groundwater 
Recharge 0 0 600 600 600 600 600 
Unaccounted for system loss 358 98 350 380 400 430 440 

 Existing Land Use 
Designations with Land Use 

Amendments and 7.8% Growth 
Rate Total for Scenario 358 98 950 980 1,000 1,030 1,040 

                  
In-Lieu Groundwater 
Recharge 0 0 600 600 600 600 600 
Unaccounted for system loss 358 98 340 400 430 430 440 

High Density Land Uses and 
2.3% Growth Rate 

Total for Scenario 358 98 940 1,000 1,030 1,030 1,040 
                  

In-Lieu Groundwater 
Recharge 0 0 600 600 600 600 600 
Unaccounted for system loss 358 98 350 420 430 450 470 

High Density Land Uses and 
3.7% Growth Rate 

Total for Scenario 358 98 950 1,020 1,030 1,050 1,070 
                  

In-Lieu Groundwater 
Recharge 0 0 600 600 600 600 600 
Unaccounted for system loss 358 98 380 430 460 510 540 

High Density Land Uses and 
7.8% Growth Rate 

Total for Scenario 358 98 980 1,030 1,060 1,110 1,140 
Notes:                 
a. Year 2005 estimated based on year 2004 data.               
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Table 27.  Total NCSD Water Use (afy) 

Land Use Scenario and Growth Rate 2000 2005 a 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Customer Demand  2,524 2,908 3,390 3,860 3,900 3,950 3,990 

Additional Water Uses 358 98 920 960 960 960 970 
Existing Land Use 

Designations and 2.3% Growth 
Rate 

Total for Scenario 2,882 3,006 4,310 4,820 4,860 4,910 4,960 
                  

Customer Demand  2,524 2,908 3,590 3,860 3,940 4,020 4,110 

Additional Water Uses 358 98 940 960 960 970 980 

Existing Land Use 
Designations and 3.7% Growth 

Rate 
Total for Scenario 2,882 3,006 4,530 4,820 4,900 4,990 5,090 

                  

Customer Demand  2,524 2,908 3,670 3,910 4,080 4,330 4,520 
Additional Water Uses 358 98 940 960 970 990 1,010 

Existing Land Use 
Designations and 7.8% Growth 

Rate 
Total for Scenario 2,882 3,006 4,610 4,870 5,050 5,320 5,530 

                  

Customer Demand  2,524 2,908 3,500 3,990 4,060 4,130 4,190 
Additional Water Uses 358 98 930 970 970 980 980 

 Existing Land Use 
Designations with Land Use 

Amendments and 2.3% Growth 
Rate Total for Scenario 2,882 3,006 4,430 4,960 5,030 5,110 5,170 

                  

Customer Demand  2524 2908 3,700 4,010 4,120 4,240 4,380 
Additional Water Uses 358 98 940 970 980 990 1,000 

 Existing Land Use 
Designations with Land Use 

Amendments and 3.7% Growth 
Rate Total for Scenario 2,882 3,006 4,640 4,980 5,100 5,230 5,380 

                  

Customer Demand  2,524 2,908 3,780 4,090 4,350 4,720 4,960 
Additional Water Uses 358 98 950 980 1,000 1,030 1,040 

 Existing Land Use 
Designations with Land Use 

Amendments and 7.8% Growth 
Rate Total for Scenario 2,882 3,006 4,730 5,070 5,350 5,750 6,000 

                  
Customer Demand  2524 2908 3,600 4,350 4,720 4,800 4,930 
Additional Water Uses 358 98 940 1,000 1,030 1,030 1,040 

High Density Land Uses and 
2.3% Growth Rate 

Total for Scenario 2,882 3,006 4,540 5,350 5,750 5,830 5,970 
                  

Customer Demand  2524 2908 3,800 4,630 4,790 5,000 5,220 
Additional Water Uses 358 98 950 1,020 1,030 1,050 1,070 

High Density Land Uses and 
3.7% Growth Rate 

Total for Scenario 2,882 3,006 4,750 5,650 5,820 6,050 6,290 
                  

Customer Demand  2524 2908 4,180 4,740 5,150 5,750 6,200 
Additional Water Uses 358 98 980 1,030 1,060 1,110 1,140 

High Density Land Uses and 
7.8% Growth Rate 

Total for Scenario 2,882 3,006 5,160 5,770 6,210 6,860 7,340 
Notes:                 
a. Year 2005 estimated based on year 2004 data.               
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3.2 DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES  

3.2.1 Overview of Demand Management Measures and Requirements of the Urban Water 
Management Planning Act 

The Urban Water Management Planning Act requires that an UWMP contain a discussion of a water 
purveyor’s water Demand Management Measures (DMMs), including a description of each DMM 
currently being implemented or scheduled for implementation, the schedule of implementation for all 
DMMs, and the methods, if any, the supplier will use to evaluate the effectiveness of DMMs.  The 
Urban Water Management Planning Act identifies 14 specific DMMs: 

1. Water conservation coordinator; 

2. Water Survey Programs for single-family residential and multi-family residential customers; 

3. Residential plumbing retrofit; 

4. System water audits, leak detection, and repair; 

5. Metering with commodity rates for all new connections and retrofit of existing connections; 

6. Large landscape conservation programs and incentives; 

7. High-efficiency washing machine rebate programs; 

8. Public information programs; 

9. School education programs; 

10. Conservation programs for commercial, industrial, and institutional accounts; 

11. Wholesale agency programs; 

12. Conservation pricing; 

13. Water waste prohibition; and 

14. Residential ultra-low flush toilet replacement programs. 

The UWMP must discuss each of these potential DMMs and any other measures the supplier is 
implementing or has scheduled for implementation through year 2010.  If a particular DMM is not 
scheduled for implementation by the water supplier, the UWMP must include a cost-benefit 
evaluation that takes into consideration the economic, environmental, social, health, customer impact, 
and technological factors.   

NCSD’s stated goal is to reduce water use within its service area by 15 percent.  NCSD intends to 
measure effectiveness of its DMMs as a whole by change in average per-connection water use.  
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3.2.2 Water Conservation Coordinator  

In calendar year 2006 NCSD has budgeted for the hiring of a Conservation Coordinator.  It is 
anticipated that a full-time staff person will be hired and approximately half of this person’s time 
would be devoted to conservation efforts.  Expenditures for conservation-related staff efforts are 
anticipated to be approximately $15,000 per year for the period 2006 through 2010.  At this time no 
methods have been developed to evaluate this specific measure’s effectiveness, and there has been no 
analysis of the effect of this measure on the ability to further reduce demand.  

3.2.3 Water Survey Programs for Single-Family Residential and Multi-Family Residential 
Customers 

It has been on-going NCSD policy to provide leak detection information and assistance to its 
customers.  While there is no formal strategy to encourage customers to undertake a water survey, 
NCSD will provide information and assistance upon request or when a discrepancy in a customer’s 
water use indicates a potential leak.  The Blacklake Division of NCSD’s service area has automatic 
meter readers that detect leaks based on water use patterns.  In the remainder of the NCSD system, 
the database that tracks water use alerts operators when current water use at a given meter varies 
from historic use – indicating a leak.  When a leak is detected, NCSD contacts the customer.  At the 
present time NCSD’s water survey program focuses on providing the customer with the information 
needed to find leaks.   

No formal statistics have been kept about the number of customers assisted, the number of single- or 
multi-family residential water use surveys performed, or the effect of such savings on the ability to 
further reduce demand.  No estimates have been made as to the effectiveness of this specific DMM 
measure.  In calendar year 2006 NCSD intends to develop formal water survey materials and keep 
statistics on the number of surveys performed. 

3.2.4 Residential Plumbing Retrofit 

As a condition for water service as part of annexations, NCSD required that for every home added to 
the system, developers retrofit eight pre-1992 homes with low-flow plumbing fixtures.  NCSD 
solicited volunteers for the retrofit by contacting owners of all pre-1992 homes in its service area.  As 
of 2004, 834 homes had been retrofitted through this program.  However, due to lack of volunteers 
with homes to be retrofitted, this program has been retired. 

NCSD intends to develop a formal marketing strategy for distributing low-flow devices.  NCSD 
intends that this strategy be in place by year 2008.  NCSD has determined that money from its water 
and sewer capacity funds can be used to support residential plumbing retrofit programs.  At this time 
there are no formal estimates on the number of single- or multi-family homes to receive retrofit, the 
projected expenditures, the projected water savings for this specific DMM, or the effect of this 
measure on the ability to further reduce demand. 

3.2.5 System Water Audits, Leak Detection, and Repair 

NCSD produces annual reports for the Department of Health Services each year comparing total 
water in the NCSD system and metered water deliveries.  These reports are one means by which 
NCSD monitors the differences between production and delivery to track unaccounted for water.  
NCSD staff visit and inspect all production and storage facilities weekly.  All NCSD tanks, reservoirs, 
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and pumps have alarms that indicate over-topping or loss of pressure.  These alarms alert NCSD staff 
of any potential problem so adjustments can be made to limit system losses.   

NCSD has approximately 73 miles of distribution line.  NCSD has never had to perform major repairs 
or pipeline replacement due to leaks, all pipeline upgrades or replacements have been the result of 
capacity increases or a desire to upgrade to better pipeline material. Due to its underground 
placement NCSD does not regularly survey or inspect pipeline. NCSD intends to complete a system 
audit in calendar year 2006.   

Between years 2000 and 2004 unaccounted system loss varied from a high of approximately 14 
percent of total production to as little as three percent (NCSD Annual Reports to the Department of 
Health Services).  For planning purposes future system loss is estimated to be eight percent.   

3.2.6 Metering with Commodity Rates for All New Connections and Retrofit of Existing 
Connections 

The NCSD service area is 100 percent metered.  Effective August 2005, all of NCSD’s customers are 
billed an availability charge (a charge to have water service available) and a usage rate/commodity 
charge for each unit of water consumed.  Single-Family Residential customers are charged a lower 
rate for the first 40 units (1 unit is 100 cubic feet or about 750 gallons) of water consumed bi-monthly, 
and a higher rate thereafter.  From July to September 2004, versus July-September 2005 (the first 
period capturing the new water rates), four percent less water was used within the NCSD service 
area, while in the same period the number of connections increased.   

Effective August 2005 NCSD adopted new sewer rates.  Under the new sewer rate structure, non-
residential sewer charges in the NCSD service area are based on the size of, and water use at, the 
interior water meter.  The new sewer rate structure encourages existing commercial accounts to install 
separate interior and outdoor/irrigation meters to avoid high sewer bills.  All new commercial 
accounts are required to have separate interior use and irrigation meters.  

In calendar year 2006 NCSD intends to further develop estimates of water savings resulting from the 
new commodity rates as well as track the number of existing commercial accounts switching to 
separate indoor and irrigation meters.  At this time no methods have been developed to evaluate this 
specific measure’s effectiveness and the effect of this measure on the ability to further reduce demand.   

3.2.7 Large Landscape Conservation Programs and Incentives 

In year 2001 NCSD had approximately 54 connections classified as “Landscape Irrigation” and in year 
2004 this had increased to 76.  NCSD does not conduct formal landscape surveys, prepare irrigation 
schedules, or perform irrigation system checks.  However, NCSD does require that all applications for 
will-serve letters for single-family dwelling units on existing parcels and for secondary dwelling units 
require an engineer’s or architect’s certification that low use landscape irrigation systems will be 
installed to irrigate landscaping (NCSD Code, Title 3, Chapter 3.05).  At this time there are no 
estimates of the cost of this DMM, no methods have been developed to evaluate this specific 
measure’s effectiveness, and there has been no analysis of the effect of this measure on the ability to 
further reduce demand.  
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3.2.8 High-Efficiency Washing Machine Rebate Programs and Residential Ultra-Low Flush 
Toilet Replacement Program 

NCSD intends to examine the possible range of rebates and other incentives that could be used to 
encourage the installation of high-efficiency washing machines and/or ultra-low flush toilets.  NCSD 
intends to complement the efforts of Pacific Gas and Electric and Southern California Gas companies, 
both of whom currently offer rebates of up to $75 for installation of high efficiency washing machines.  
NCSD expects a rebate/incentive program to be in place by year 2008.  NCSD has determined that 
money from its water and sewer capacity funds would be available to support certain types of 
residential plumbing retrofit programs.  At this time there are no estimates of the cost of this DMM, 
no methods have been developed to evaluate this specific measure’s effectiveness, and there has been 
no analysis of the effect of this measure on the ability to further reduce demand.  

3.2.9 Public Information Programs 

It has been on-going NCSD policy to provide water conservation information to its customers.  
Customer bills show water usage in comparison to usage for the same period the previous year.  
NCSD takes the opportunity to remind customers of the need for conservation in many of its public 
reports, including the Consumer Confidence Report.  A list of native plants suitable for low-water use 
landscaping is available on the NCSD website.  The cost to date of public information programs has 
been minimal.  With the assistance of the Water Conservation Coordinator, in year 2006, NCSD 
intends to add more water conservation materials to its website and start running regular newspaper 
advertising with a conservation message.  Expenditures are anticipated to be minor. 

3.2.10 School Education Programs 

NCSD intends to develop and distribute materials applicable for teaching water conservation to 
elementary school-age children.  The intent is to have materials developed and available to teachers 
by year 2007, and in later years have in-classroom presentations and demonstrations.  NCSD expects 
only minimal cost for this DMM above that of the labor for the Water Conservation Coordinator.  At 
this time no methods have been developed to evaluate this specific measure’s effectiveness, and there 
has been no analysis of the effect of this measure on the ability to further reduce demand.   

3.2.11 Conservation Pricing 

NCSD’s water and sewer rate structure encourages conservation by charging increasing rates for 
larger meters and by charging a tiered commodity rate for water actually consumed.   

Water 

As described earlier, the NCSD service area is 100 percent metered.  Effective August 2005, all of 
NCSD’s water customers are billed an availability charge (a charge to have water service available) 
and a usage rate/commodity charge for each unit of water consumed.  Customers are billed in two 
categories Residential and Non-Residential (Multi-Family, Commercial, Irrigation, Industrial, and 
Construction).  Single-Family Residential customers are charged a lower rate for the first 40 units of 
water consumed bi-monthly, and a higher rate thereafter.  Multi-Family, Commercial, Irrigation, 
Industrial, and Construction customers pay an availability charge and a flat usage charge for each 
unit of water consumed.  Bi-Monthly Water Availability charges are shown in Table 28; Table 29 
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provides the water usage rates and charges.  In Table 29 a unit of water is equivalent to 100 cubic feet 
or approximately 750 gallons. 

Table 28. Bi-Monthly Water Availability Charges  

Size of Meter August 1, 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 

TOWN DIVISION 

1 inch or less $16.76 $18.43 $20.64 $22.71 $24.52 
Litigation Charge $6.32 $6.32 $6.32 $6.32 $6.32 

1½ Inch $47.56 $52.32 $58.60 $64.46 $69.61 
Litigation Charge $14.36 $14.36 $14.36 $14.36 $14.36 

2 Inch $75.33 $82.86 $92.81 $102.09 $110.25 
Litigation Charge $19.92 $19.92 $19.92 $19.92 $14.36 

3 Inch $140.17 $154.18 $172.68 $189.95 $205.15 
Litigation Charge $27.92 $27.92 $27.92 $27.92 $27.92 

4 Inch $232.77 $256.05 $286.77 $315.45 $340.68 
Litigation Charge $36.00 $36.00 $36.00 $36.00 $36.00 

6 Inch $464.07 $510.48 $571.73 $628.91 $679.22 
Litigation Charge $59.58 $59.58 $59.58 $59.58 $59.58 
8 Inch $741.74 $815.92 $913.83 $1,005.21 $1,085.63 
Litigation Charge $68.08 $68.08 $68.08 $68.08 $68.08 

BLACKLAKE DIVISION 

1 inch or less $15.09 $18.10 $22.08 $26.06 $30.75 
Litigation Charge $6.32 $6.32 $6.32 $6.32 $6.32 
1½ Inch $41.73 $50.07 $61.09 $72.08 $85.06 
Litigation Charge $14.36 $14.36 $14.36 $14.36 $14.36 

2 Inch $65.74 $78.89 $96.24 $113.57 $134.01 
Litigation Charge $19.92 $19.92 $19.92 $19.92 $14.36 

3 Inch $121.81 $146.17 $178.33 $210.43 $248.31 
Litigation Charge $27.92 $27.92 $27.92 $27.92 $27.92 

4 Inch $201.90 $242.28 $295.58 $348.78 $411.56 
Litigation Charge $36.00 $36.00 $36.00 $36.00 $36.00 

6 Inch $401.93 $482.32 $588.42 $694.34 $819.32 
Litigation Charge $59.58 $59.58 $59.58 $59.58 $59.58 

8 Inch $642.06 $770.48 $939.98 $1,109.18 $1,308.83 
Litigation Charge $68.08 $68.08 $68.08 $68.08 $68.08 
Notes: 

Rates are effective August 1, 2005, and future increases shall take effect on January 1 of each succeeding year.  
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Table 29.  Bi-Monthly Water Usage Rates and Charges 

Water Use August 1, 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 

TOWN DIVISION 

Residential Tier 1 (0-40 units) $1.12 $1.23 $1.38 $1.52 $1.64 

Residential Tier 2 (> 40 Units) $1.91 $2.10 $2.35 $2.59 $2.80 

Non-Residential  
(Multi-Family, Commercial, Irrigation, 
Industry, and Construction) 

$1.41 $1.55 $1.74 $1.91 $2.06 

BLACKLAKE DIVISION 

Residential Tier 1 (0-40 units) $0.97 $1.16 $1.42 $1.68 $1.98 

Residential Tier 2 (> 40 Units) $1.70 $2.04 $2.49 $2.94 $3.47 

Non-Residential  
(Multi-Family, Commercial, Irrigation, 
Industry, and Construction) 

$1.18 $1.42 $1.73 $2.04 $2.41 

Notes: 

Rates are effective August 1, 2005, and future increases shall take effect on January 1 of each succeeding year.  

 

Sewer 

Effective August 2005, NCSD also adopted new sewer rates.  Under the new sewer rate structure, 
non-residential sewer charges in the NCSD service area are based on the size of, and water use at, the 
interior water meter.  Residential rates (defined as Single- and Multi-Family) are billed a flat-service 
fee.  The bi-monthly sewer service and usage rates for the Town Division are shown in Table 30; 
sewer rate information for Blacklake Division is provided in Table 31. 

NCSD intends to develop estimates of water savings resulting from the new commodity rates as well 
as track the number of existing commercial accounts switching to separate indoor and irrigation 
meters.  At this time no methods have been developed to evaluate this specific measure’s 
effectiveness and the effect of this measure on the ability to further reduce demand.  

3.2.12 Water Waste Prohibition 

Title 3, Chapter 3.24 of the NCSD Code states the following:  

3.24.020 Prohibition of certain uses. 

A. No customer shall waste water. As used herein the term “waste water” means: 

1. Allow potable water to escape from breaks within the customer’s plumbing system for 
more than four hours after the customer is notified or discovers the break.   

2. Use of potable water for sewer system maintenance or fire protection training without 
prior approval by the District. (Ord. 92-65 2, 1992 as amended) 
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NCSD has provided warnings, but has not levied fines based on the water waste prohibition.  No 
formal statistics have been kept on the number of violations of the ordinance or warnings issued.  
Actual expenditures in enforcing the water waste prohibition have been minimal. 

 

Table 30.  Bi-Monthly Sewer Service and Usage Charges – Town Division 

Size of Meter August 1, 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 

RESIDENTIAL (PER DWELLING UNIT) 

Single Family $41.60 $43.27 $45.00 $46.80 $48.67 

Multi-Family $32.17 $33.46 $34.80 $36.19 $37.63 

NON-RESIDENTIAL BI-MONTHLY SERVICE CHARGE 

1 inch or less $16.08 $16.72 $17.39 $18.09 $18.81 

1½ Inch $46.01 $47.85 $49.77 $51.76 $53.83 

2 Inch $72.99 $75.91 $78.95 $82.11 $85.39 

3 Inch $135.99 $141.43 $147.09 $152.97 $159.09 

4 Inch $225.97 $235.01 $244.41 $254.19 $264.36 

6 Inch $450.72 $468.75 $487.50 $507.00 $527.28 

8 Inch $720.53 $749.35 $779.32 $810.49 $842.91 

NON-RESIDENTIAL BI-MONTHLY USAGE RATE 

Low Strength $1.22 $1.27 $1.32 $1.37 $1.43 

Medium Strength $1.35 $1.40 $1.46 $1.52 $1.58 

High Strength $1.75 $1.82 $1.89 $1.97 $2.05 
Notes: 

Sewer rates for non-residential customers include a service charge based on the size of the water meter and a usage charge based on sewer 
strength category and metered water usage.  The District has established a category of users to determine strength of sewer discharge.  Said 
categories of uses are for reference only and establish minimum strength standards.  The District retains the discretion to assign a higher 
strength category to individual discharges. 
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Table 31.  Bi-Monthly Sewer Service and Usage Charges – Blacklake Division 

Size of Meter August 1, 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 

RESIDENTIAL (PER DWELLING UNIT) 

Single Family $71.70 $74.56 $77.55 $80.65 $83.87 

Multi-Family $38.42 $39.96 $41.56 $43.22 $44.95 

NON-RESIDENTIAL BI-MONTHLY SERVICE CHARGE 

1 inch or less $32.76 $34.07 $35.44 $36.86 $38.33 

1½ Inch $94.24 $98.01 $101.93 $106.01 $110.25 

2 Inch $149.66 $155.64 $161.87 $168.34 $175.08 

3 Inch $279.05 $290.21 $301.82 $313.89 $326.45 

4 Inch $463.85 $482.40 $501.70 $521.77 $542.64 

6 Inch $925.45 $962.46 $1,000.96 $1,041.00 $1,082.64 

8 Inch $1,479.58 $1,538.76 $1,600.31 $1,664.33 $1,730.90 

NON-RESIDENTIAL BI-MONTHLY USAGE RATE 

Low Strength $1.38 $1.44 $1.49 $1.55 $1.61 

Medium Strength $1.88 $1.96 $2.03 $2.11 $2.20 

High Strength $3.00 $3.12 $3.24 $3.37 $3.51 
Notes: 

Sewer rates for non-residential customers include a service charge based on the size of the water meter and a usage charge based on sewer 
strength category and metered water usage.  The District has established a category of users to determine strength of sewer discharge.  Said 
categories of uses are for reference only and establish minimum strength standards.  The District retains the discretion to assign a higher 
strength category to individual discharges. 

 

3.3 EVALUATION OF DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES NOT 
IMPLEMENTED 

NCSD has not implemented, and does not intend to implement, the following DMMs: 

− Wholesale agency programs; 

− Conservation programs for commercial, industrial, and institutional (CII) accounts; 

NCSD is not a wholesale supplier, and hence wholesale agency programs are not applicable.  

In 2004 NCSD had no industrial accounts and approximately 83 commercial and institutional 
accounts (NCSD Annual Report to Department of Health Services).  Commercial and institutional 
accounts make-up less than 3 percent of NCSD’s total accounts.  NCSD has decided not to pursue 
implementation of conservation programs for these customers because they would not be cost 
effective.   

It is estimated that it would take approximately 3 weeks to develop and advertise a CII program, 
resulting in administrative and advertising costs of approximately $3,000. If approximately 10 percent 
of all CII customers were surveyed in a year, 8 surveys would take place.  It is estimated that each 
survey and follow-up would take staff time of about 10 hours, for total staff time of 80 hours for 8 
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annual surveys, costing an additional $1,600.  Therefore, total annual costs to the agency would be 
approximately $4,600.  Customer costs for participating in the survey and implementing equipment 
and operational changes would vary and be specific to the business being surveyed, but for planning 
purposes have been estimated as $500. 

NCSD has approximately 20 “Large Users” that use in excess of 2,000 gallons per day.  Assuming that 
CII surveys resulted in an 11 percent reduction in water use at these types of business, water savings 
would be approximately 0.25 afy, per each survey.  Assuming this savings decays at a rate of 3 
percent overtime, savings over a 25-year period would be approximately 35 af.  There would be only 
8 surveys a year, and water savings from the surveys performed in the early years decline even as 
new surveys are performed.   

NCSD may recognize savings in other areas.  NCSD would also save on water and wastewater supply 
and treatment costs.  Total savings to the agency is estimated at approximately $160 per af.   

The net present value (given discounting) for the agency benefits is only $4,574, while the program 
present value costs is $4,600, meaning this DMM is not cost-effective to implement from the agency 
perspective. 
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4.0 WATER SHORTAGE CONTINGENCY PLAN 

Water supplies can be interrupted by drought and other disasters (earthquakes, power outages).  The 
Water Shortage Contingency Analysis contains information on actions to be undertaken by the water 
supplier in response to water supply shortages of varying severity; actions NCSD has taken to 
prepare for catastrophic supply interruption (due to non-drought related events); the mechanism for 
determining actual reductions in water use pursuant to the urban water shortage contingency 
analysis; an estimate of minimum supply for the years 2006-2008; revenue impacts of reduced sales 
during shortages; and a discussion on proposed revisions to NCSD’s existing Water Conservation and 
Emergency Water Shortage Regulations. 

4.1   STAGES OF ACTION 

The following procedures specify voluntary and mandatory provisions to minimize the effect of a 
water shortage to NCSD’s customers and extend available water supply the event of a water shortage.  
NCSD policies for responding to water supply shortage are located in NCSD code, Chapter 3.24, 
“Water Conservation and Emergency Water Shortage Regulations.”   

NCSD policies require that the District and its manager monitor supply and demand on a weekly 
basis during drought conditions and recommend to the board of directors the extent of the 
conservation required, in order for NCSD to continue to supply adequate water to the customers. 
Thereafter the board of directors may order that the appropriate phase of water conservation be 
implemented and/or terminated.  NCSD’s three-stage demand reduction plan is detailed in Table 32.  

Nipomo Community Services District utilizes a two-tiered residential water rate structure to 
encourage water conservation. But in addition NCSD has penalties and charges for violations of the 
“Water Conservation and Emergency Water Shortage Regulations”: 

• First Violation. A copy of the notice will be left with a resident or employee at the establishment, 
or left in a conspicuous place, at the time of the violation observance. 

• Second Violation. A copy of the violation notice will be sent to the address of the violator by 
certified mail, return receipt requested, with a letter explaining the gravity of the situation and 
the penalties for future violations. 

• Third Violation. A one gallon per minute flow restriction will be installed at the violators meter 
and left in place for seventy-two hours. Installation and removal charges of thirty dollars will be 
assessed to the account of the violator. 

• Fourth Violation. The water meter will be removed from the premises of the violator. The meter 
will be reinstalled after the payment of a fifty-dollar reconnection charge.  
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Table 32.  Water Supply Shortage Stages and Conditions 

Stage 
% Shortage/ 
Deficiency 

Demand 
Reduction 

Goal Type of Program Description 

I Up to 15 % 15% Voluntary Voluntary conservation shall be requested 
annually on May 15th.  Stage I will be 
rescinded on October 15th or at any time 
that prevailing conditions indicate a more 
restrictive stage is necessary. 

Prohibitions: 

A. No customer shall waste water. 
As used herein the term “waste water” 
means: 

1. Allow potable water to escape from 
breaks within the customers plumbing 
system for more than four hours after 
the customer is notified or discovers 
the break; 

2. Use of potable water for sewer 
system maintenance or fire protection 
training without prior approval by the 
district.  

II Between 15% 
and 30% 

Between 15% 
and 30% 

Mandatory Stage II conservation shall be required when 
pumpage is in excess of 1.5 mgd for four 
consecutive days or pumpage in excess of 
1.9 mgd for one day.  Upon termination of 
Stage II, Stage I becomes operative. 

Prohibitions: 

1. All prohibitions applicable to Stage I; 

2. All outdoor irrigation of 
vegetation shall occur only between 
the hours of six p.m. and nine a.m. 
on designated days and must utilize 
hand held hoses, drip irrigation or 
permanently installed automatic 
sprinkler systems; 
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Table 32.  Water Supply Shortage Stages and Conditions 
(continued) 

Stage 
% Shortage/ 
Deficiency 

Demand 
Reduction 

Goal Type of Program Description 

    3. The washing of automobiles, 
trucks, trailers, boats and other types 
or mobile equipment not occurring 
upon the immediate premises of 
commercial car washes and 
commercial service stations and not 
in the immediate interest of the 
public health, safety and welfare 
shall be prohibited; 

4. Use of water from fire hydrants 
shall be limited to fire suppression 
and/or other activities immediately 
necessary to maintaining health, 
safety and welfare of the citizens 
within the boundaries of the Nipomo 
Community Services District. 

III Up to 50% 50% to 65% Mandatory Stage III conservation shall be required 
when pumpage is in excess of 1.9 mgd for 
four consecutive days; or 2.1 mgd for one 
day; or continually falling reservoir levels 
which do not refill above fifty percent 
overnight.  Stage III shall be terminated 
when all of the conditions listed as 
triggering events have ceased to exist for a 
period of five consecutive days.  Upon 
termination of Stage III, Stage II becomes 
operative. 

Prohibitions: 

1. All prohibitions applicable to Stages 
I and II; 

2. Water used shall not exceed 
seventy-five gallons per day per 
person. 

 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



4.0 Water Shortage Contingency Plan 

62 Nipomo Community Services District Urban Water Management Plan 2005 Update 
January 2006 

4.2 MECHANISMS FOR MONITORING WATER SUPPLY REDUCTIONS 

NCSD has mechanisms in place to monitor both demand and production so as to determine actual 
reduction in water use upon implementation of the three water shortage stages of action described in 
part 4.1.   

Under normal conditions NCSD bills its customers on a bi-monthly basis.  The prior year’s water use 
is included on a customer’s bill so as to allow a comparison of the total consumption from each billing 
period to the same billing period from the prior year.  Also under normal conditions, NCSD prepares 
monthly production reports, which are reviewed and compared to production reports from the prior 
month and same period of the prior year.   

4.2.1 Stage 1 Water Shortage 

Under a Stage I Water Shortage, NCSD will continue to review demand and production reports on a 
monthly basis. 

4.2.2 Stage 2 Water Shortage 

Under a Stage II Water Shortage, NCSD will review select production reports on a daily basis.   

4.2.3 Stage 3 Water Shortage 

Under a Stage II Water Shortage, NCSD will review all production reports and pumping statistics on 
a daily basis.  Billing reports will be reviewed to identify users in violation of mandatory prohibitions.  

4.3  ESTIMATE OF MINIMUM SUPPLY FOR NEXT THREE YEARS 

The UWMP Act requires that an agency quantify the minimum water supply available during the 
next three years (2006 to 2008) based on the driest three-year historic sequence for that agency’s 
supply.  As described in section 2.5.1, the years 1988 to 1990 represent the most critical water supply 
period for NCSD’s primary water source, groundwater from the NMMA.  Table 33 presents an 
estimate of the minimum supply available to NCSD for the years 2006 to 2008.   

Table 33.   Three-Year Estimated Minimum Water Supply (2006-2008) (afy) 

Source Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Normal 

NMMA Groundwater Supply 2,900 1,350 840 2,900 

NCSD Nipomo Valley Groundwater Supply 300 140 87 300 

Total Supply Next Three Years 3,200 1,490 929 3,200 

Notes:  

For planning purposes it is assumed that changes in groundwater levels and hence change in pumping patterns will not be 
reflected until a second year of a drought.  In the second year of shortage, it is assumed that NCSD's normal groundwater 
supply would be reduced to be reflective of the severity of water shortage.   
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4.4 CATASTROPHIC SUPPLY INTERRUPTION PLAN 

The Urban Water Management Plan Act requires that an UWMP provide information on the 
vulnerability of supply and distribution systems to non-drought related events (earthquakes, regional 
power outages, system failures and anything specific to a given source) and supplier actions designed 
to minimize impacts of supply interruption on their service area.  This Catastrophic Supply 
Interruption Plan in turn is one of six elements of the broader Water Shortage Contingency Analysis.  
NCSD has done so, based on planning by San Luis Obispo County and regional water purveyors 
(e.g., the California Department of Water Resources), and has considered the vulnerability of its 
existing groundwater supply as well as its planned future supplemental supply from the City of Santa 
Maria. 

4.4.1 General Emergency Preparation 

NCSD is a member of San Luis Obispo County Standardized Emergency Management System 
Program, an over-all County Emergency Program.  NCSD has prepared, and maintains, a Water 
System Emergency Response Plan.  The Emergency Response Management Plan provides 
information on procedures to be followed in the event of an emergencies or malevolent act to both 
secure NCSD facilities and return NCSD facilities to operation. Contents include information on the 
Chain of Command to be followed, contact information for public health and safety officials, 
inventories of equipment suitable for emergency repairs, and procedures for notifying the public, 
including contact information for news and radio outlets and prearranged public announcements 
(e.g., boil water orders, unsafe water alerts). 

NCSD maintains approximately 5 million gallons of water in storage.  Given NCSD’s current 
population of approximately 12,000 people, this supply would serve this population for 
approximately one and a half days at maximum demand (2,500 gallons per minute), four days at 
average demand (1,000 gallons per minute), and approximately six days if demand was reduced to 
minimum health and safety standards (68 gallons per capita per day).  The water in storage could 
reduce impacts to the service area given various types of emergencies.   

Depending on the type of emergency, NCSD could receive temporary water supplies and/or 
equipment to facilitate water supply from adjacent water purveyors.  NCSD maintains a list of the 
water suppliers adjacent to its service area and will enter into mutual aid agreements as necessary.   

NCSD facilities have been designed and constructed to meet or exceed standards of the American 
Water Works Association as well as applicable local, state, and federal code.  Adhering to these 
standards for design and construction limit potential damage during natural disasters and other 
emergencies.  For those portions of the NCSD distribution system considered particularly vulnerable 
(e.g., pipeline crossing unstable soils, pipelines placed on bridges) redundant interconnections have 
been built.  Redundant systems have also been included in NCSD’s groundwater pumping 
operations.  One of NCSD’s wells operates on natural gas, the other wells operate on electrical power.  
However, NCSD has mobile standby generators and fuel sufficient to run production wells at a 
capacity of approximately 400 gallons per minute for approximately 72 hours.  These generators, in 
addition to the natural gas powered well, provide a total capacity of 1,200 gallons per minute.  It is 
NCSD’s goal to add an additional standby generator sufficient to power a 700 to 1,000 gallon per 
minute well and to expand fuel storage sufficient to pump via generators for up to seven days. 
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4.4.2 Specific Emergencies 

In its Final Draft Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (July 2005), San Luis Obispo County identifies the 
following non-drought hazards as having the potential to affect the Nipomo Mesa area: 

− Wildfire (Very High Probability) 

− Flooding (Medium Probability) 

− Earthquake (Medium-High Probability) 

− Fault Rupture/Liquefaction (High Probability) 

− Landslides/Rockslides (Low Probability) 

The probability of a given hazard was determined based on past history of similar events, and 
likelihood of future events given existing and future land uses and development trends.   

4.4.2.1 Wildfire 

Wildfires could result in minor power disruption and potentially result in temporary loss of access to 
some of NCSD’s supply wells.  Wildfire could also result in a temporary disruption to NCSD’s 
supplemental water supply from the City of Santa Maria.  However, due to the interlinked nature of 
the NCSD distribution system, loss of power and production in a portion of the system could be 
compensated for by increased production.  Actions would include notifying affected customers and 
implementing voluntary and mandatory rationing, only if necessary, in the affected portions of the 
service area.  

4.4.2.2 Flooding 

Flooding risk in the Nipomo Mesa and NCSD service area is primarily along Nipomo Creek and its 
tributaries, including Deleissiques Creek and Tefft Road Creek.  No NCSD water wells are located in 
these areas and hence not considered to be at risk of flooding.  Distribution mains cross Nipomo 
Creek in three locations.  This redundancy, and effective construction standards, minimize the 
potential for damage to the distribution system by flooding.  The District’s system is fully valved and 
would be isolated as needed to minimize the area affected by flooding damage.  Large scale system 
impact is not expected from flooding events. 

4.4.2.3 Earthquake/Fault Rupture/Liquefaction 

Anticipated impacts from an earthquake will vary depending on the location of the earthquake.   

A local earthquake could result in potential damage to the NCSD system and loss of electrical power, 
disrupting NCSD’s groundwater production system and delivery of NCSD’s supplemental water 
supplies from the City of Santa Maria.  The Nipomo Area is geologically complex and seismically 
active, with a history of earthquakes.  Faults in the Nipomo area include the Santa Maria River, 
Wilmar Avenue, Oceano, and West Huasna faults (San Luis Obispo County 2005a).  The Santa Maria 
River and Wilmar Avenue faults are thought to generally follow Highway 101 in the Nipomo area 
and both are considered potentially active (San Luis Obispo County 2005a).  The Oceano fault trends 
northwest across the Nipomo Mesa, down the near center of the NCSD service area.  There is some 
scientific debate about whether or not the Oceano fault is active (San Luis Obispo County 2005a).  The 
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West Huasna fault skirts the eastern side of the Nipomo Mesa (San Luis Obispo County 2005a).  In the 
event of an earthquake on one of these faults, procedures in the emergency response plan would go 
into effect.  These procedures would insure any damaged sections of the distribution system were 
isolated; customers would be notified of the need to limit use; groundwater pumping would be 
established using backup generators if necessary; and water supply would be supplemented using 
water in storage.  Because NCSD has production and distribution facilities within all sections between 
the various faults in its service area, NCSD anticipates being able to serve any area segmented by a 
fault rupture. 

An earthquake along the State Water Project system, depending on location, could disrupt deliveries 
of State Water Project water to the City of Santa Maria.  Three to six weeks of “outage” are anticipated 
for a minor repair on the California Aqueduct system, and up to six months to repair severe damage, 
such as levee failure in the California Delta.  Should the City of Santa Maria’s supplies be curtailed, 
NCSD would be asked to reduce its water use similar to other City of Santa Maria customers.  NCSD 
would take action to limit customer use and would temporarily increase groundwater pumping to 
meet minimum customer demands.   

4.4.2.4 Landslides/Rockslides 

Though rockslides and landslides are considered within San Luis Obispo Local Hazard Mitigation 
Plan, given the location and nature of NCSD facilities, these events are not considered significant 
threats to the NCSD water production or distribution system. 

4.5 ANALYSIS OF REVENUE IMPACTS OF REDUCED SALES DURING 
SHORTAGES 

There are potential financial implications from planned consumption reduction methods, penalties, 
and prohibitions during a water shortage.  Approximately 25 to 30 percent of NCSD’s revenues are 
derived from service charges and the remaining 70 to 75 percent come from commodity charges 
(NCSD 2005b).  The majority of NCSD’s operating costs are “fixed” in nature, such as wages and 
benefits for employees, repair and maintenance to the distribution network, insurance, and payments 
of principal and interest on water revenue bonds.  These fixed costs do not increase or decrease in 
direct proportion with increases or decreases in water use by customers.  Some expenses, such as 
electricity for pumping, natural gas for pumping, chemicals for water treatment, do vary in 
proportion with customer water demand.   

In the event of a water shortage and corresponding reduction in water use per the action stages 
described in section 4.1, the majority of NCSD’s operating costs will remain the same, even though 
less water is sold.  This would result in a major revenue shortfall.  Though NCSD does not have a 
specific rate stabilization fund, the water district does maintain an Operating Reserve Fund.  It is the 
goal of NCSD to maintain Operating Reserves of 50% of annual operating and maintenance costs for 
the water system.  The purpose of the Operating Reserve Fund is to provide working capital and 
funds for unplanned operating and maintenance expenditures.  In Fiscal Year 04-05, the Operating 
Reserve was $167,208.  In August 2005, NCSD restructured its funding and adopted new water 
availability charges and water use charges so as to enhance the health of District finances, including 
the Operating Reserve Fund.  By Fiscal Year 2009-2010, the Operating Reserve is anticipated to have 
funds of approximately $3,067,000. 
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4.6 WATER CONSERVATION AND EMERGENCY WATER SHORTAGE 
REGULATIONS/DRAFT WATER SHORTAGE CONTINGENCY ORDINANCE  

NCSD’s water shortage contingency ordinance, described in the preceding sections, is located in 
NCSD code, Chapter 3.24, “Water Conservation and Emergency Water Shortage Regulations” and for 
the reader’s convenience is provided in Appendix C. 
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5.0 RECYCLED WATER PLAN 

NCSD operates two wastewater treatment facilities within its boundaries, the Southland Wastewater 
Treatment Plant and the Blacklake Wastewater Treatment Plant.  All the wastewater processed by 
NCSD is recycled for direct landscape irrigation or recharge to the groundwater basin.  The treated 
water from the Southland Wastewater Treatment Facility flows into percolation ponds, which act to 
recharge the groundwater basin.  The wastewater from the Blacklake Wastewater Treatment Facility 
is treated and discharged into a golf course water hazard, which is then used for golf course irrigation 
and percolation to the groundwater basin.  Presently it is not economical to recycle the water for other 
uses.  Table 34 shows past and future volumes of wastewater collected, treated, and recycled within 
the NCSD service area: 

 

Table 34.  Wastewater Collected, Treated, and Recycled within NCSD Service Area (afy) 

 2000 2005 2020 2015 2020 2025 

Town Division 400 500 600 700 800 800 

Blacklake Division 60 75 75 75 75 75 

 

NCSD does not intend to change these operations at this time.  Groundwater recharge is a beneficial 
use of this water.  Hence NCSD is not pursuing the development of a recycled water plan in 
coordination with other local water, wastewater, groundwater, or planning agencies at this time.     

 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



 

68 Nipomo Community Services District Urban Water Management Plan 2005 Update 
 January 2006 

6.0 WATER SERVICE RELIABILITY 

The Urban Water Plan Act requires that every urban water supplier include as part of its UWMP an 
assessment of the reliability of its water service to its customers during a normal, dry, and multiple- 
dry water year.  This water supply and demand assessment shall compare the total water supply 
sources available to the water supplier with the total projected water supply over the next 20 years, in 
five-year increments, for a normal water year, a single dry year, and multiple dry water years.   

6.1   PROJECTED NORMAL WATER YEAR SUPPLY AND DEMAND  

A comparison of projected normal water year demands for Existing Land Uses compared to Normal 
Water Year Supply is provided in Figure 7.  As shown in this figure, under an assumed growth rate of 
7.8 percent, demands are anticipated to exceed existing supplies by year 2023.  Tables 35 to 37 provide 
detail for Figure 7.  Figure 8 provides similar information, but for Existing Land Uses with 
Amendments, and Figure 9 provides information on High Density Land Uses.  Figures 7 through 9 
demonstrate that the highest growth rate (7.8 percent), under each land use scenario, exceeds 
available supply and the High Density land use scenario exceeds available normal supply earliest of 
any of the scenarios (approximately as early as year 2011).  Tables 35 through 43 show that, for all 
scenarios, a normal year supply is sufficient to serve the existing service area2 through year 2030.  
However, should development in the sphere of influence areas be consistent with the High Density 
assumptions, growth could outpace supply as early as year 2011, making it necessary to acquire 
additional supplemental water to serve development in the sphere of influence areas (see Tables 41 
and 43).  Recall that NCSD’s Annexation Policy, applicable to SOI areas, requires that annexations 
shall provide a reliable water source, other than water from the Nipomo Hydrologic Sub-Area1 or pay 
for the costs of supplemental water for the area of annexation as a condition of District approval.  

6.2  PROJECTED SINGLE-DRY-YEAR SUPPLY AND DEMAND COMPARISON 

The single dry year supply is taken from Table 12 of this report.  As described earlier, in a single dry 
year, no change from normal year supply is anticipated.  For illustration, Tables 44 through 52 
provide a comparison of the single dry-year supply to normal water use.   

Tables 53 to 61 provide a comparison of demands in a single dry year to supplies in a single dry year.  
In Tables 53to 61 it is assumed that in a single dry year demands for irrigation will increase by about 
10 percent because dry years are associated with lower precipitation, but voluntary and other 
conservation measures will bring down other urban demands down by 10 percent.   

Figure 10 provides a snapshot comparison of supply versus demand in a single dry year.  Figure 10 
assumes the single dry year occurs in either the period 2010, 2015, 2020, 2025, or 2030.  In Figure 10 
demands are “bracketed”, the highest anticipated demand is illustrated (assuming High Density land 
uses and a 7.8 percent growth rate) as well as the lowest anticipated demand (assuming Existing Land 
Use and a 2.3 percent growth rate).  Tables 53 through 61 provide the detail for Figure 10. 

 

                                                      
2  Supply sufficient to serve the existing service area is defined as enough water to meet customer demand in the existing service area, 

groundwater recharge demands (applicable only when supplemental water supply is available), and account for an estimated eight 
percent system loss associated with customer demands and groundwater recharge.   
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Figure 10 and Tables 53 through 61 demonstrate that in single dry year NCSD would be able to meet 
demands in the existing service area and sphere of influence areas under the Existing Land Use 
scenario and the Existing Land Use with Amendments scenario with 2.3 percent and 3.7 percent 
growth rates.  Under the 7.8percent growth rate, additional supplemental water is needed to serve the 
sphere of influence area in a single-dry year for the Existing Land Use with Amendments scenario.  
Figure 10 and Tables 53 to 61 also show that NCSD would be able to meet demands in the existing 
service area in a single dry year even under High Density Demands but will require additional 
supplemental water for the sphere of influence areas.  However, this is due in part to the fact that in a 
single dry year NCSD would continue to produce groundwater as if it were a normal year, actual dry-
year supply (depicted as “Single Dry Year Supply in Figure 10) would be somewhat less than normal 
year, so in a single dry year NCSD could extract in excess of its portion (temporarily “mine” 
groundwater).   

6.3 PROJECTED MULTIPLE-DRY-YEAR SUPPLY AND DEMAND COMPARISON 

6.3.1 Projected Multiple Dry-Year Period 2006-2010 

Figure 11 provides a comparison of supply versus demand in a multiple-dry year.  Figure 11 assumes 
the multiple-dry year occurs in the period 2006 to 2010.  In Figure 11 demands are “bracketed”, the 
highest anticipated demand is illustrated (assuming High Density land uses and a 7.8 percent growth 
rate) as well as the lowest anticipated demand (assuming Existing Land Use and a 2.3 percent growth 
rate).  Tables 62 to 70 provide the detail for Figure 11.  The multiple-dry year supply is consistent with 
the four year multiple drought reliability described in section 2.5.3 and consistent with Table 12 of 
this report.   

For years 2006 to 2007, the early years of the drought, it has been assumed that irrigation demands 
(agricultural and open space land uses) would increase by 10 percent, and other urban demands 
would decrease by 10 percent as a result of implementation of conservation actions in the NCSD 
service area.  In years 2008, 2009, and 2010, as the drought progresses, it has been assumed that 
irrigation uses will be limited and urban uses will achieve conservation of 30 percent.  In order to 
meet even basic demands of the service area in a multiple-year drought in the period 2006-2010, it 
would be necessary to curtail urban demands to 50 percent of normal demands and/or increase 
groundwater pumping beyond the estimated annual supply in a historical dry year under the 
Existing Land Use and Existing Land Use with Amendments scenarios.  Even large water use 
reductions of 50 percent are insufficient to ensure supply for the existing service area2 under the High 
Density land use assumption and 7.8 percent growth rate.   

This particular period, prior to year 2010, is susceptible to a multiple-year drought because no 
supplemental water supply is assumed to be available until 2010.  The demand reduction that would 
be required to maintain supply in a multiple year drought prior to year 2010 demonstrates the need 
for supplemental water.  A management alternative to imposing large demand reductions would be 
to temporarily mine groundwater.  Figure 11 provides a conceptual framework of how much and in 
what manner groundwater could be mined.  As shown in Figure 11, a comparison of the “Average 
Multi-Year Dry Period Supply” relative to demands under Existing Land Uses at a 2.3 percent growth 
rate (with conservation during the drought), shows that approximately 5,270 af of groundwater could 
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be “mined” from the groundwater.  This in turn would require replenishment in subsequent years 
with additional supplemental water.  Assuming High Density Land Uses and a 7.8 percent growth 
rate (with conservation), as much as 7,810 af of groundwater could be “mined” over the four year 
drought period.   

Studies by DWR indicate 75,000 af of groundwater above mean sea level may be available.  Thus 
temporary mining with subsequent replenishment would not cause sea water intrusion problems.  
Annual monitoring of amounts of groundwater storage, precipitation, and use would need to be part 
of any groundwater mining program. 

6.3.2 Projected Multiple-Dry-Year Period 2011-2015 

Tables 71 through 73 show a comparison of a multiple-dry year supply versus demand for years 2011 
to 2015 assuming demands from Existing Land Uses and various annual growth rates.  Tables 74 
through 76 compare a multiple-dry year supply versus demand for years 2011 to 2015 assuming 
demands from Existing Land Uses with Land Use Amendments and various annual growth rates.  
Tables 77 through 79 compare multiple-dry supply versus demand for years 2011 to 2015 assuming 
High Density land uses and various annual growth rates.  The multiple-dry year supply is consistent 
with the four year multiple drought reliability described in section 2.5.3 and consistent with Table 12 
of this UWMP report.   

For years 2011 to 2012, the early years of the drought, it has been assumed that irrigation demands 
(agricultural and open space land uses) would increase by 10 percent and other urban demands would 
decrease by 10 percent due to conservation actions enacted in the NCSD service area.  In years 2013 to 
2015, as the drought progresses, it has been assumed that irrigation uses will be held to normal year 
demands and urban demands would be reduced to 30 percent or less of normal year demands.  

Even water use reductions of 30 percent are insufficient to ensure supply for the existing service area2 in 
the last year of a multiple year drought requiring either additional conservation or groundwater 
mining.  Without additional supplemental water, in a multiple-year drought supply will be insufficient 
to serve SOI areas in addition to the existing service area. 

6.3.3 Projected Multiple-Dry-Year Period 2016-2020 

Tables 80 through 88 show a comparison of a multiple-dry year supply versus demand for years 2016 
to 2020 assuming different land uses and growth rates.  The multiple-dry year supply shown in 
Tables 80 through 88 are consistent with the four year multiple drought reliability described in section 
2.5.3 and consistent with Table 12 of this report.   

For years 2016 to 2017, the early years of the drought, it has been assumed that irrigation demands 
(agricultural and open space land uses) would increase by 10 percent and other urban demands 
would decrease by 10 percent.  In years 2018, 2019, and 2020, as the drought progresses it has been 
assumed that irrigation uses will be held to normal year demands and urban demands will achieve 30 
percent conservation.  

Even water use reductions of 30 percent are insufficient to ensure supply for the existing service area2 
in the last years of a multiple year drought requiring either additional conservation or groundwater 
mining.  Without additional supplemental water, in a multiple year drought, supply will be 
insufficient to serve SOI areas in addition to the existing service area. 
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6.3.4 Projected Multiple Dry-Year Period 2021-2025 

Tables 89 through 97 show a comparison of a multiple-dry year supply versus demand for years 2021 
to 2025 assuming different land uses and growth rates.  The multiple-dry year supply shown in 
Tables 89 through 97 are consistent with the four year multiple drought reliability described in section 
2.5.3 and consistent with Table 12 of this report.   

For years 2021 to 2022, the early years of the drought, it has been assumed that irrigation demands 
(agricultural and open space land uses) would increase by 10 percent, other urban demands would 
decrease by 10 percent.  In years 2023, 2024, and 2025, as the drought progresses it has been assumed 
that irrigation uses will be held to normal year demands and urban demands will achieve 30 percent 
conservation.  

Even water use reductions of 30 percent are insufficient to ensure supply for the existing service area2 
in the last years of a multiple year drought requiring either additional conservation or groundwater 
mining.  Without additional supplemental water, in a multiple year drought supply will be 
insufficient to serve SOI areas in addition to the existing service area. 
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Table 35. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 2.3'10 Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,720 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 

SOl An'as (al) 140 330 370 420 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted Syst('m Loss (al) :UO 360 360 360 

Total llfl/wnd (aj) 4,310 4,820 4,860 4,910 

Dell1and as % of yenr 200S 148% 166% 167% 169% 

Diffl'rence (Supply minus Demand) (al) 890 380 340 290 

Di fference as % 0 f Su pp Iy 17% 7% 7% 6% 
I )iff('rence as % of Dl'mand 21% 8% 7% 6% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

460 

600 

370 

4,960 

170% 

240 

5% 
5% 

Supply Suffident·for Existing' .(\,.' Yes>'" ,.~ Yes> :.:·Yes 
Add'] SupplemerttalSupplyNeeqed forSOIA!eas?, "Nq No'INo:~ No ·No' 

Table 36. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 3.7'\,(, Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,920 3,000 3,000 3,000 

B1acklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 140 330 410 490 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 340 360 360 370 

Total Dell1and (aj) 4,530 4,820 4,900 4,990 

Demand as % of year 2005 156% 166% 168% 171% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 670 380 300 210 

13% 7% 6% 4% 
1d 15% 8% 6% 4% 

2030 
5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

580 

600 

380 

5,090 

175% 

110 

2% 
2% - .. '.' Se:cviceA.rea?\,· "'E~ " 

: \N~··'·.· 
:Yes ". Yes I\Ye~i<': ,i;h?{es> 

Add'1 Suppl~~l;l.taISupply.1'tJ:~a~u 1~>.N(j\ '?No~~;~ 1\T"Z~::. (i·'No .... · 

Table 37. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projectl'd Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

B1acklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 140 380 550 800 

In-Li.,u NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounkd System Loss (al) 340 360 370 390 

rotal /lemal1d (at) 4,610 4,870 5,050 5,320 

Dcmand a5 % of lfellr 200S 158% 167% 174(X) 183(% 

Differ('nce (Supply minus Demand) (al) 590 330 ISO -120 

Diff('rence as % of Supply 11% 6 0
/ 

'" 3% -2% 

Difference as % of Demand 13% 7% 1% -2% 

Supply Suffici.mt for Existing Service Area? i> Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? No No No Yes 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

990 

600 

410 

5,530 

190% 

-330 

-6% 

-6 (X) 

Yes 

Yes 

Table 38. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3°;(, Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

])('mand 

Town Division (al) 2,720 3,000 3,000 3,000 

530 530 530 530 

250 460 530 600 

In-I jell NMMA Groundwater Rechar 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 330 370 370 380 

Total De1l1and (aj) 4,430 4,960 5,030 5,110 

De1l1and a5 % of year 200S 152% 170% 173% 176% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 770 240 I70 90 

Difference as % of Supply 15% 5% 3% 2% 

Table 39. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 95% 95% 95% 95% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,920 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 250 480 590 710 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 340 370 380 390 

Total Demand (aj) 4,640 4,980 5,100 5,230 

De1l1and as % of year 2005 159% 171% 175% 180% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 560 220 100 -30 

Difference as % of Supply 11% 4% 2% -1% 

Difference as % of Demand 12% 4% 2% -1% 

Table 40. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 250 560 820 1,190 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (at) 350 380 400 430 

Total Demand (af) 4,730 5,070 5,350 5,750 

iJeilllllul as % of 'lear 200S 16:1% 174% 184% ] 98();) 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 470 130 -150 -550 

Diff.'rence as % of Supply 9°/ /0 3% -3% -11 % 

Difference as % of Demand IO(X} 3% -3% -10% 

SupplySrrffident for Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Add'l.Supplemental Supply Needed for SOT Areas? No No ' yes.> . .yes 

2030 
5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

660 

600 

380 

5,170 

178% 

30 

1% 

2030 
5,200 

95% 

3,000 

530 

850 

600 

400 

5,380 

185% 

-180 

-3% 

-3% 

Y~ 

.Yes.: 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

1,420 

600 

440 

5,990 

206(% 

-790 

-15% 

-13% 

YeS 

Yes 

Table 41. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density 

Assumption and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% ]()O% 100% ]()O% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,720 3,050 3,300 3,300 3,300 

B1acklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 530 

SOl An'as (al) 350 770 890 980 l,IOO 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 340 400 430 430 440 

Total Demand (af) 4,540 5,350 5,750 5,840 5,970 

!lemand as % 'l1Jear 200S 156% 184% 198% 201% 205% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 660 -150 -550 -640 -770 

Difference as % of Supply 13% -3% -11% -12% -15% 

Difference as % of Demand 15% -3% -10% -11% -13% 

Nes\: Supp! "A!ea?~/l/i¥~\/~ 
AddlSupp!~nii;intalsnpplYN~a:!Xl~()i-$OI .. iil\ilo.YeSl ,'. "Yes. \:/~~Xi!l; ••• 

Table 42. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density 
Assumption and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% lOO% 

Demand 
Town Division (al) 2,920 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 

Blacklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 530 

SOl Ar('as (al) 350 800 970 1,170 1,390 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 350 420 430 450 470 

Total Demand (aj) 4,750 5,650 5,830 6,050 6,290 

Demand as % of year 2005 163% 194% 200% 208% 216% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 450 -450 -630 -850 -1,090 

Difference as % of Supply 9% -9% -12% -16% -21% 

Difference as % of Demand 9% -8% -11% -14% -17% 

~:~af::;;t.~~~;, . .~· .. Yes· .... ··.Yes;. ,~Yesl :~ >;'iesl,. ··/>;Y.es'!j· 

1\~'Nu' "Yes" ·";'YJi!$./I'. I\¥es~ I.·(Y""· 

Table 43. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density 

Assumption and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (al) 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 

B1acklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 350 910 1,320 1,920 2,360 

In-Lieu NMlvIA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 380 430 460 510 540 

Total Demand (aJ) 5,160 5,770 6,210 6,860 7,330 

Deilland ,,, % of1Jear 2005 177(Yo ]9W% 213% 236% 252% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 40 -570 -1,010 -1,660 -2,130 

Diff"f('ncc' as % of Supply J% -11% -19% -32(% -41 % 

DiffprenC(~ as % of DC1l1and ~."% -16(;{) -24(;() -29% 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Service Area? ' .. Y Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? .. Yes: <Yes Yes Yes 
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Table 35. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 2.3'10 Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,720 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 

SOl An'as (al) 140 330 370 420 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted Syst('m Loss (al) :UO 360 360 360 

Total llfl/wnd (aj) 4,310 4,820 4,860 4,910 

Dell1and as % of yenr 200S 148% 166% 167% 169% 

Diffl'rence (Supply minus Demand) (al) 890 380 340 290 

Di fference as % 0 f Su pp Iy 17% 7% 7% 6% 
I )iff('rence as % of Dl'mand 21% 8% 7% 6% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

460 

600 

370 

4,960 

170% 

240 

5% 
5% 

Add'] SUPPlemerttalSuPP~'" Yes: 'c"Yes'Z' i·.Yes'~ Yes',>: keyes 

.'Nq No' No.' No ·No' 

Table 36. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 3.7'\,(, Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,920 3,000 3,000 3,000 

B1acklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 140 330 410 490 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 340 360 360 370 

Total Dell1and (aj) 4,530 4,820 4,900 4,990 

Demand as % of year 2005 156% 166% 168% 171% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 670 380 300 210 

Difference as % of Supply 13% 7% 6% 4% 
Difference as % of Demand 15% 8% 6% 4% 

2030 
5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

580 

600 

380 

5,090 

175% 

110 

2% 
2% 

SURPIY$iH:flQ~ntf(jnF,xismigSe~es.; :Yes ". . Yes· > \Ye~i: ;,.;h?{es.> 
Add'1 Suppl!;'i:n.~l;l.talSuppl}!:1'tJ:~a~ufcirSOlMe<lli? .' . .• No ...... 1~·\N(j\ ?No~~;~ •··· .. NQ'.'ii)· 'li'CNo 

Table 37. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projectl'd Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

B1acklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 140 380 550 800 

In-Li.,u NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounkd System Loss (al) 340 360 370 390 

rotal /lemal1d (at) 4,610 4,870 5,050 5,320 

Demand a5 % of lfellr 200S 158% 167% 174(X) 183(% 

Differ('nce (Supply minus Demand) (al) 590 330 150 -120 

Diff('rcnce as % of Supply 11% 6 0 / 

'" 3% -2% 

Difference as % of Demand 13% 7% 1% -2% 

Supply Suffici.mt for Existing Service Area? •• Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? No No No Yes 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

990 

600 

410 

5,530 

190% 

-330 

-6% 

-6 (X) 

Yes 

Yes 

Table 38. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3°;(, Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

])('mand 

Town Division (al) 2,720 3,000 3,000 3,000 

B1acklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 250 460 530 600 

In-I jeu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 330 370 370 380 

Total De1l1and (aj) 4,430 4,960 5,030 5,110 

De1l1and a5 % of year 200S 152% 170% 173% 176% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 770 240 170 90 

Difference as % of Supply 15% 5% 3% 2% 

Difference as % of Demand 17% 5% 3% 2% 

2030 
5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

660 

600 

380 

5,170 

178% 

30 

1% 
1% 

~""Arp"?:1~j"":;:~ !s~ 
,:X>yill1 I ; 

>'<~O ··.··N(j··;>·· "+No,'; 

Table 39. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 95% 95% 95% 95% 95% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,920 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 250 480 590 710 850 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 340 370 380 390 400 

Total Demand (aj) 4,640 4,980 5,100 5,230 5,380 

De1l1and as % of year 2005 159% 171% 175% 180% 185% 

~erence (Supply minus Demand) (al) 560 220 100 -30 -180 

pply 11% 4% 2% -1% -3% 

Difference as % of Demand 12% 4% 2% -1% -3% 

SupplySu.m<:i¢l1~'fpx !'lx~~jfS\;'rviCe1\rea? ,1 •• .,'.: •. :y~ .. : ·Yes.' • .'.." Yes:' \,~~\s: Yes 
Mlfl~ppl!;'i:n.¥-~tar Sl.l.pplY\l'Jeeded.£otSQI M\1as7:;,· ::N~;( ·)N,i;·· ::,No:·::. i .});~s. • Yes: 

Table 40. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 250 560 820 1,190 1,..120 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 60O 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (at) 350 380 400 430 440 

Total Demand (af) 4,730 5,070 5,350 5,750 5,990 

iJeil1l11ul as % "flfear 200S 16:1% 174% 184% ] 98();) 206(% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 470 130 -150 -550 -790 

)iff.'rence as % of Supply 9°1 3% -3% 

H '" 
Difference as % of Demand IO(X} 3% -3% 

.. -10'X 3% 
SupplySuffident for Existing Service Area? Yes.: Yes Yes 

Add'l.Supplemental Supply Needed for SOT Areas? No No ' yes .• . Yes 

Table 41. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density 

Assumption and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% ]()O% 100% ]()O% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (al) 2,720 3,050 3,300 3,300 3,300 

B1acklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 530 

SOl An'as (al) 350 770 890 980 1,100 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 400 430 430 440 

Total Demand (af) 4,540 5,350 5,750 5,840 5,970 

!lemand as % 'l1Jear 200S 156% 184% 198% 201% 205% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (al) 660 -150 -550 -640 -770 

Difference as % of Supply 13% -3% -11% -12% -15% 

Difference as % of Demand 15% -3% -10% -11% -13% 

~ ~ea?' ..... 
i,~~:,!! I:::i::'!: 11/(~:::: E 

AddlSupp!emi;intalsnpplYN~ 

Table 42. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density 
Assumption and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 
Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (af) 2,920 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 

Blacklake Division (al) 530 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 350 800 970 1,170 1,390 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 350 420 430 450 470 

Total Demand (aj) 4,750 5,650 5,830 6,050 6,290 

Demand as % of year 2005 163% 194% 200% 208% 216% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) (af) 450 -450 -630 -850 -1,090 

Difference as % of Supply 9% -9% -12% -16% -21% 

Difference as % of Demand 9% -8% -11% -14% -17% 

Supply tli-\ffi(lJ:!int for EXiStll1g~~eArea1; \'~'\~~ .··: .. ;·.Yes·.·· ··.Yes . , .. !.Yes·:.:' ~.:\'.es.:h !·,JY.es·::· 
Md'tS1ipplementalSupplVN~~& forSQtAreas?: •• · I\~'NQ.· "Yes:' .\,'i¥J.'!$,: •• ~¥es~. IZ:<Y~S.F. 

Table 43. Projected Normal Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density 
Assumption and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (al) 3,300 3,300 3,300 

B1acklakc Division (al) 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (al) 350 910 1,320 

In-Lieu NMlvIA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 380 430 460 

'{'otal Demand (II]) 5,160 5,770 6,210 

Demand 115 % ofljcnr 2005 213% 

Difference (Supply minus \)l'mand) (al) -570 -1,010 

Diff"f('I1CC' as % of Supply ]% -11% -19% 

DiffprenC(~ as % of DC1l1and 1% -10% 

~ementalSU~p;y Needed for ~I Areas? 

Yes Yes Yes 
No'.. . Yes: < Yes 

2025 

5,200 

100% 

3,300 

530 

1,920 

600 

510 

6,860 

236% 

-1,660 

Yes 

Yes 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,300 

530 

2,360 

600 

540 

7,330 

252% 

-2,130 

-41 % 

-29% 

Yes 

Yes 



Table 44. Projected Siogle-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 2.3'V" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 
Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,720 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 
SOl Areas (af) 330 370 420 

In-l jeu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 
Unaccountt'd System Loss (af) 360 360 

Total lie1l1a1ui (aj) 4,860 4,910 

Demand as % of Normal lOO% 100% 
Difference (Supply minus Demand) 340 290 
Di{fnence as % of Supply 7% 6% 

Not('s: Set' Table 12 for inform~llion on Supply in SinglC' Dry Yedr. 

Table 45. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 3.7";', Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 
Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,920 3,000 3,000 3,000 
Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 140 330 410 490 
In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 360 360 370 
·f()tal Demal1d (1Ij) 4,530 4,820 4,900 4,990 

Demand as % of Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Difference (Supply minus Demand) 670 380 300 210 
Difference as % of Supply 13% 7% 6% 4% 
Difference as % of Demand 15% 8% 6% 4% 

~ting:sem<:;eArea? .... ; .,,\ l~(·¥es. I "Yes .• . s~:Xes~;: ,;Xes(s. 

A!i4q$ 'Jv Nee(led{QiSOl Aiea.$? 1;.No> 'No' LNG .. !·,~NQ" 
Note's: S('(' Table> 12 for information on Supply in Single Dry Ycar. 

Table 46. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 
Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 
Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SO I Areas (af) 140 380 550 800 
In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 360 370 390 
Total Demal1d (nj) 4,610 4,870 5,050 5,320 

Denland as % of NOf1nal 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Difference (Supply minus Demand) 590 330 150 -120 
Difference as % of Supply 11% 6% 3% -2% 

Difference as % of Demand 13% 7% 3% -2% 

Supply Sufficient fur ExiSting Service Area? Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for sor Areas? 1 No 
0Jotps: SeC' Table' 12 (or in(ormdtion on Supply in Single Dry Y('df. 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

460 

600 

370 

4,960 

100% 

240 

5% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

580 

600 

380 
5,090 

100% 

110 

2% 
2% 

yes;," 
l\.ro~~" 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

990 

600 

410 

5,530 

100% 

-330 

-6% 

-6% 

Yes 

Yes 

Table 47. Projected Single-Dry Year Waler Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3";(, Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

~ % of ProjcctE'd Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Town Division (af) 2,720 :1,000 3,000 3,000 

B1acklakt' Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 250 460 530 600 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) bOO 600 bOO 

Unaccounted Systcm Loss (af) 330 370 370 380 

Totnl Demnnd (aj) 4,430 4,960 5,030 5,110 

Demand as % of Normal 100% lOO% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 770 240 170 90 

Difference as % of Supply 15% 5% 3% 2% 

Difference as % of Demand 3% 2% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

660 

600 

380 

5,170 

100% 

30 

1% 

1% 17% 5% 

~",;,,=., >" .. ,. I;. ¥a' i" ",;; .. '1"'''''''[;£."",. 

Notes See T<lble 12 for inlorm<ltion on sul::~~I!~~~;y)~::r ~"'N6~,i) 1;\ . No ... I .. w'!).; 1(2) N9~";;·ft NQ" 

Table 48. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,920 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 250 480 590 710 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 370 380 390 

Total Demand (aj) 4,640 4,980 5,100 5,230 

Demand as % of Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Differenc(' (Supply minus Demand) 560 220 100 -30 

Difference as % of Supply 11% 4% 2% -1 % 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

850 

600 

400 

5,380 

100% 

-180 

-3% 

Difference as % of De.m. and .'. . ...•. ' . .• 12% ~4% . 2% -1 % • .~3% 

~ 
~I.< Yes Yes Yes. Xes 

Sl).pply. ee efot·SO~;·\ .. :.No··..No I):y(!s) ~.\¥e!l •• ;. 
Notes: SeC' Table 12 for information on Supply in Single Dry YC,lf. 

Table 49. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOL Areas (af) 250 560 820 1,190 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 bOO 600 

U naccoun ted System Loss (af) 350 380 400 430 

Totnl Demal1d (aj) 4,730 5,070 5,350 5,750 

Demand as % of Normal 100% 100% 100% LOO% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 470 13tl -150 -550 

I liffert'nce as % of Supply 9% 3% -3% -11 % 

Diffnence as % of Demand to% 3% -3% -10% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

1,420 

600 

440 

5,990 

100% 

-790 

-]5% 

-13% 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Service Area? Yes .. Yes rn Add'lSupplemental Supply NeedE'd for SOl Areas? N No) Yes Yes 

Notes: St~l~ Trlblp 12 (or infornltltion on Supply in Single Dry Yetlf. 

Table 50. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - High Density 
Assumption and 2 3% Growth Rate .. 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projeckd Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,720 3,050 3,300 :',300 3,:'00 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 350 770 890 980 l,100 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (at) 600 600 600 600 bOO 

Unaccountt'd System Loss (af) 340 400 430 430 440 

Totill Demand (aj) 4,540 5,350 5,750 5,840 5,970 

DClnand as ~l{) of NOrInal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 660 -150 -550 -640 -770 

Difference as % of Supply 13(Xl -3% -11% -12% -15% 

Dlff,,,occ.'% OfD7od . ..•.........•. 15%3%~ 
Stipplemeni@Sl#PplYNeededfprSOl'Areas?.( .•. ·~·,····.Np., .. " 'Yesi;' t.~t:)?~)\.. • 

~Suff,ldlmtfOi'EX1stlh'..,. c:i;... ~')\<?·;t;/ ......... !».;' ... '(~.yes.. ..;';Yei>'" 

NOles: St'P' Table 12 (or information on Supply in Singh" Dry Yf'df. 

Table 51. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - High Density 
Assumption and 3 7"/" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,920 3,300 3,300 3,300 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOL Areas (af) 350 800 970 1,170 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 bOO 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 350 420 430 450 

Total Demand (aj) 4,750 5,650 5,830 6,050 

Demand as % of Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 450 -450 -630 -850 

Difference as % of Supply 9% -9% -12% -16% 

Difference as % of Demand 9% -8% -11% -14% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,300 

530 

1,390 

600 

470 

6,290 

100% 

-1,090 

-21% 

-17% 

~E.l!~tingSe .' .••.. ~ 1 <'Yes{ ·.'Y~i· .• Yea ... ·i t··:~tes . 
Add'l Su,:pplemen~SUpplyNe~ed fQrSOr Aiea$?'~\;i:( No» r~~~;" I Yes: '.Yeil. ·.·· .. Ye!i\ 

INotes: Sec Tabl(' 12 for information on Supply in Single Dry Ycar. 

Table 52. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - High Density 
Assumption and 7 8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 350 910 1,320 1,920 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 380 430 460 510 

Total Demand (aj) 5,160 5,770 6,210 6,860 

Demand as (Xl of Nonna) 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 40 -570 -1,O]() -1,660 

Difference as % of Supply 1 (X) -]1% -19% -32% 

Difft'rence as % of Demand l% -lorX) -16% -24% 

ient forEXisting Service Area? Yes Yes Yes Yes 

IAdd'l Supplemental Supply Needed for sor Areas? . •• No Yes Yes Yes. 

Nol(>s: SeC'Tabl<' 12 (or infonn,llion on Supply in Single Dry YrtH. 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,300 

530 

2,360 

600 

540 

7,330 

100% 

-2,130 

-41% 

-29 fX) 

Yes 

Yes 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

Table 44. Projected Siogle-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 2.3'V" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,720 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 140 330 370 420 

In-l jeu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 60O 60O 

Unaccountt'd System Loss (af) 320 360 360 360 

Total lie1l1a1ui (aj) 4,310 4,820 4,860 4,910 

Demand as % of Normal 100% 100% lOO% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 890 380 340 290 

Di{fnence as % of Supply lTXJ 7% 7% 6% 
Difference as % of Demand 21% 8% 7% 6% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

460 

600 

370 

4,960 

100% 

240 

5% 

5% 

SUPPIVSU~Cl~~tlo~Aiea? .,' .. .. ~' Yes" I·Y~· '. YeS: <Yes';; [c.;)::\lS;'! 
Adi:l'l'Supplt)fuenuuStj '·l.'> )'IJb 1<'Nc!j;\ .\No. !i No'< fi . JS,fo·.,,< 
Not('s: Set' Table 12 for inform~llion on Supply in SinglC' Dry Yedr. 

Table 45. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 3.7";', Growth Rate 

2010 ~020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5, 200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,920 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 140 330 410 490 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 360 360 370 

'f()tal Demal1d (1Ij) 4,530 4,820 4,900 4,990 

Demand as % of Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 670 380 300 210 

Difference as % of Supply 13% 7% 6% 4% 
Difference as % of Demand 15% 8% 6% 4% 

Supply $1iff:id~nt£or Existing:5emc;;e Area?'~ .'; rr . Yes. 

A!i4q $uppl~et!tali$\1PPJy Nee(ied{QiSOl Aieai>{,· • " 1 ..• ·No . • 
.s~~es~;~. 

.No 
Note'S: S('(' Table> 12 for information on Supply in Single Dry Ycar. 

Table 46. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SO I Areas (af) 140 380 550 SOO 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 360 370 390 

Total Demal1d (nj) 4,610 4,870 5,050 5,320 

Denland as % of Nonnal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 590 330 150 -120 

Difference as % of Supply 11% 6% 3% -2% 

DiffNence as % of Demand 13% 7% 3% -2% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

580 

600 

380 

5,090 

100% 

110 

2% 
2% 

Yes;,' 
~l\I;";'" 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

990 

600 

410 

5,530 

100% 

-330 

-6% 

-6% 

Supply Sufficient fur ExiSting Service Area? Yes Yes Yes *Yes .. 
Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for sor Areas? I No No No Yes Yes 
0Jotps: SeC' Table' 12 (or informdtion on Supply in Single Dry Y('df. 

Table 47. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3";(, Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of ProjectE'd Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,720 :1,000 3,O()O 3,000 

B1acklakt' Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 250 460 530 600 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 bOO 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 330 370 370 380 

Totnl Demnnd (aj) 4,430 4,960 5,030 5,110 

Demand as % of Normal 100% lOO% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 770 240 170 90 

Difference as % of Supply 15% 5% 3% 2% 

Difference as % of Demand 17% 5% 3% 2% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

660 

600 

380 

5,170 

100% 

30 

1% 

1% 

~:=:"~~~:-~i0:··.~u·~t 
Table 48. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,920 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 250 480 590 710 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 370 380 390 

Total Demand (aj) 4,640 4,980 5,100 5,230 

Demand as % of Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Differenc(' (Supply minus Demand) 560 220 100 -30 

Difference as % of Supply 11% 4% 2% -1 % 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

850 

600 

400 

5,380 

100% 

-180 

-3% 

Difference as % of Demand 12% 4% 2% -1 % -3% 

~'L"Y""I~'" X" "'X" 
talSl).pply.~e¢4edfQt.< ~~ .: . .t>fO·····l . a ·.· •.• 1 . :Yes' f.\¥e!i«;, 

Notes: Scp Table 12 for informdtion on Supply in Single Dry YC,lf. 

Table 49. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 250 560 820 1,190 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 60O 600 bOO 600 

U naccoun ted System Loss (af) 350 380 400 430 

Totnl Demal1d (aj) 4,730 5,070 5,350 5,750 

Demand as % of Normal 100% 100% 100% LOO% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 470 130 -150 -550 

I liffen'nce as % of Supply 9% 3% -3% -11 % 

Diffnence as % of Demand to% 3% -3% -10% 

~fficient for Existins< Service Area? Yes Yes YllS Yes 

plY Needt'd for sor Areas? No.· No, Yes Yes 
Notes: S(~l~ Trlblp 12 for infornltltion on Supply in Single Dry YC'tlf. 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,000 

530 

1,420 

600 

440 

5,990 

100% 

-790 

-]5% 

-13% 

Yes 

Yes 

Table 50. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - High Density 
Assumption and 2 3% Growth Rate .. 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projeckd Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,720 3,050 3,300 :',300 3,:'00 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 350 770 890 980 l,100 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (at) 600 600 600 600 bOO 

Unaccountt'd System Loss (af) 340 400 430 430 440 

Total Demand (aj) 4,540 5,350 5,750 5,840 5,970 

DClnand as ~l{) of Nonnal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 660 -150 -550 -640 -770 

Difference as % of Supply 13fXJ -3% -11% -12% -15% 

Difference as % of Demand 15% -3% -10% -11% -13% 

~~._ IYIii:!':<"""~,I"'Y'" 
tal Needeq1P~ Areas? .t·" ;yesioxes,\i;X'es.<., \~y~< 

NOles: Sl'{" Table 12 for information on Supply 111 Smgh" Dry Yf'dr. 

Table 51. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - High Density 
Assumption and 3 7"/" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,920 3,300 3,300 3,300 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 350 800 970 1,170 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 bOO 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 350 420 430 450 

Total Demand (aj) 4,750 5,650 5,830 6,050 

Demand as % of Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 450 -450 -630 -850 

Difference as % of Supply 9% -9% -12% -16% 

Difference as % of Demand 9% -8% -11% -14% 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,300 

530 

1,390 

600 

470 

6,290 

100% 

-1,090 

-21% 

-17% 

~""""' ... r,: .,·A">W .. , I\Ye,i ';Y~i' .yes"':'"'"i t\·:~\ye's 
Su,:pNe~~. fQrSOr ~ea$?'~\;i:, I No; 'F~des.,\~ I Yes: ',Veil. ·.·· .. yeti\ 

Notes: SeC'Tabl(' 12 for information on Supply in Single Dry Yeaf. 

Table 52. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply Compared to Normal Year Demand - High Density 
Assumption and 7 8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 

Blacklake Division (af) 530 530 530 530 

SOl Areas (af) 350 910 1,320 1,920 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 380 430 460 510 

Total Demand (aj) 5,160 5,770 6,210 6,860 

Demand as (X) of Nonlla) 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 40 -570 -1,0]() -1,660 

Difference as % of Supply 1 (X) -]1% -19% -32% 

Difft'rence as % of Demand l% -IWX) -16% -24% 

Supply Sufficient forEXisting Service Aiea? Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Add'J SUPl)Jell1ental Supply Needed for sor Areas? . ,.·No Yes Yes Yes. 

Not(>s: S('C'Tabl<' 12 (or infonn,llion on Supply in Sinr,k Dry Yrdr. 

2030 

5,200 

100% 

3,300 

530 

2,360 

600 

540 

7,330 

100% 

-2,130 

-41% 

-29 fX) 

Yes 

Yes 



Table 53. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 J,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Delnand 

Town Division (af) 2,450 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 130 300 340 380 420 

In-[ jeu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 bOO 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 290 330 330 330 340 

Total Demand (at) 3,950 4,410 4,450 4,490 4,540 

Denland as % of Nornlal 92% 91% 92% 9] (Yo 92% 
Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,250 790 750 710 660 

Differenc(' as % of Supply 24% 15% 14% 14% 13% 

Difference as % of Demand 32% 18% 17% 16% 15% 

SUPPI~;'$uffld~n~['i\;les ';<\>Yes ··i:'yes:<~X.:iS;i 
Ad<l'l.~uppfciP'emal SUpp! [.'<!No 1...\.<Noo No .. I «No,\ 
No[{~s: ~(' T,lblf' 12 for information on Supply in SinglC' Dry Year. 

Table 54. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses and 3.7"/" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Proj('cted Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,630 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

l3Iacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 130 300 370 440 520 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 310 330 330 340 340 

Total Demand (aj) 4,150 4,410 4,480 4,560 4,640 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 91% 91% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,050 790 720 640 560 

Difference as % of Supply 20% 15% 14% 12% 11% 

Difference as % of Demand 25% 18% 16% 14% 12% 

~sufficieliffO~" .... 2 Yes Yes ~.·c. Yes';-
dd'l St!pplemel\tat SupplyN Areas? . ,> • ... N\'1c\.'>: . No 0, 1.;'>'J:\;Io." >1'>(\ .. 

No{ps: S<>p TablP 12 (or information on Supply in SinglC' Dry YE'dL 

Table 55. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 130 340 490 730 900 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted Syslt>m Loss (af) 310 330 340 360 370 

'lillill Oemllnd (af) 4,220 4,450 4,610 4,870 5,050 

l)cIllaIH.l as % of Nonnal 92% 91 (X) 9~1 (X) 92% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 980 750 590 330 ISO 
Differ('nce as % of Supply ]9% 14% 11% 6% 3% 

Difference as % of Demand 23 <X) 17% 13% TX) 3% 
Supply Sufficient for ExistingService Area? Yes Yes Yes < Yes' Yes ...• 
Add'l Supplemehtal Supply. Needed for SOl Areas? No' No No No· No;' 

Note'S: SC'p Tabl(' 12 for infornl<ltiol1 on Supply in Single Dry Year. 

Table 56. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses with Amendments and 2.3"/" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of l'roj(>cted Normal ]00% ]00% 100% 100% 100% 

D('mand 

Town Division (af) 2,450 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 230 410 480 550 610 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 bOO 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 300 340 340 350 350 

Toilli liemlll1d (Ilj) 4,060 4,530 4,600 4,680 4,740 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 92% 92% 

Diffl'rence (Supply minus D('mand) 1,140 670 600 520 460 

Difference as % of Supply 22% 12% 10% 9% 

Table 57. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses with Amendments and 3.7'", Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal JOO% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (af) 2,630 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 230 430 540 640 770 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 bOO 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 320 340 350 350 360 

Ji)tal Demand (aj) 4,260 4,550 4,670 4,770 4,910 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 92% 91% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 940 650 530 430 290 

Difference as % of Supply 18% 13% 10% 8% 6% 
Difference as % of Demand 22% 14% 11% 9% 6% 

~_""""'_'~';;Y"i2;I"C;Y":; I";""<'~ , Yes:'" 
talS!ipplyN~~a(;l<.Ifl)ji$OI. INo ;>. . Nc"No\..; No" 

NotE'S: Set'T<lblf' 12 for information on Supply in Singl(.> Dry Y(,dr. 

Table 58. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses with Amendments and 7.8°;(, Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

l3Iacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 230 510 750 1,070 1,290 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 320 340 360 390 410 

Jiltlll Demand (aj) 4,330 4,630 4,890 5,240 5,480 

J)elnand as % of Nornlal 92% 91% 91% 91% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 870 570 310 -40 -280 

Difference as % of Supply 17% 11% 6% -1 'X) -5% 

Diffe'f(.'I1cc as % of DCllland 20% 12% 6% -1% -5% 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes .' Yes Yes 

Add'lSupplementalSupply Needed ror SOl Areas? No No No Yes Yes ... 

Noles: Sep Tahll~ 12 for information on Supply in Singk Dry Year. 

Table 59. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density Assumption 
and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100')!, 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (af) 2,450 2,750 2,970 2,970 2,970 

Blacklake Division (af) 4S0 480 480 -180 480 

SOl Areas (af) 320 690 S10 900 l,OOO 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted Syst<'m Loss (af) 310 360 390 400 400 

Total DeJJlllnd (af) 4,160 4,880 5,250 5,350 5,450 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 91% 92% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,040 320 -50 -150 -250 

Difference as % of Supply 20% -1% -3% -5% 

Table 60. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density Assumption 
and 3.7'Y" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Proj<'cted Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (af) 2,630 2,970 2,970 2,970 2,970 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl An>as (af) 320 720 880 1,050 1,250 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 320 380 390 410 420 

Total Demand (aj) 4,350 5,150 5,320 5,510 5,720 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 91% 91% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 850 50 -120 -310 -520 

Difference as % of Supply 16% 1% -2% -6% -10% 

Difference as % of Demand 20% 1% -2% -6% -9% 

~5<M«_h>";" ,i:;V" (('yelt ·Yes.' I <Yes:/ ;. ;,\.X!)I"'·· 

Md'lNeedel-l forSQIAt:easl\'(,::~~~ .No,.· .No< '1':Ye,s' 1,'XeS •.. •••... YeS. i 

Noll'S: Scl~ Tahl(' 12 for information on Supply in Singll' Dry Y(~ar. 

Table 61. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density Assumption 
and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 :>,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal JOO% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (af) 2,970 2,970 2,970 2,970 2,970 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 320 820 1,190 1,730 2,140 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 350 390 420 460 500 

Total Deliland (a}) 4,720 5,260 5,660 6,240 6,690 

Delnand as % of Nonnal 91% 91% 91 (X) 91% 91% 

Diff(>rence (Supply minus Demand) 480 -60 -460 -1,040 -1,490 

Difference as % of Supply 9% -1 % -9 1:10 -20% -29% 

Diffen>nce as % of Demand 10% -1% -8% -17% -22% 

Supply Sufficient for EXisting Service Area? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Add'lSupplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? No Yes '. Yes . Yes Yes 

Notes: ~'P Tahk 12 (or informdlion on Supply in Single Dry Y('at'. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

Table 53. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 J,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Delnand 

Town Division (af) 2,450 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 130 300 340 380 420 

In-[ jeu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 bOO 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 290 330 330 330 340 

Total Demand (at) 3,950 4,410 4,450 4,490 4,540 

Denland as % of Nornlal 92% 91% 92% 9] (Yo 92% 
Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,250 790 750 710 660 

Differenc(' as % of Supply 24% 15% 14% 14% 13% 

Difference as % of Demand 32% 18% 17% 16% 15% 

SUPPI~;'$uffld~n~['i\;les ';<\>Yes ··i:'yes:<~X.:iS;i 
Ad<l'l.~uppfciP'emal SUpp! [.'<!No 1...\.<Noo No .. I «No,\ 
No[{~s: ~(' T,lblf' 12 for information on Supply in SinglC' Dry Year. 

Table 54. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses and 3.7"/" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Proj('cted Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,630 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

l3Iacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 130 300 370 440 520 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 310 330 330 340 340 

Total Demand (aj) 4,150 4,410 4,480 4,560 4,640 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 91% 91% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,050 790 720 640 560 

Difference as % of Supply 20% 15% 14% 12% 11% 

Difference as % of Demand 25% 18% 16% 14% 12% 

~sufficieliffO~" .... 2 Yes Yes ~.·c. Yes';-
dd'l St!pplemel\tat SupplyN Areas? . ,> • ... N\'1c\.'>: . No 0, 1.;'>'J:\;Io." >1'>(\ .. 

No{ps: S<>p TablP 12 (or information on Supply in SinglC' Dry YE'dL 

Table 55. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 130 340 490 730 900 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted Syslt>m Loss (af) 310 330 340 360 370 

'lillill Oemllnd (af) 4,220 4,450 4,610 4,870 5,050 

l)cIllaIH.l as % of Nonnal 92% 91 (X) 9~1 (X) 92% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 980 750 590 330 ISO 
Differ('nce as % of Supply ]9% 14% 11% 6% 3% 

Difference as % of Demand 23 <X) 17% 13% TX) 3% 
Supply Sufficient for ExistingService Area? Yes Yes Yes < Yes' Yes ...• 
Add'l Supplemehtal Supply. Needed for SOl Areas? No' No No No· No;' 

Note'S: SC'p Tabl(' 12 for infornl<ltiol1 on Supply in Single Dry Year. 

Table 56. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses with Amendments and 2.3"/" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of l'roj(>cted Normal ]00% ]00% 100% 100% 100% 

D('mand 

Town Division (af) 2,450 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 230 410 480 550 610 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 bOO 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 300 340 340 350 350 

Toilli liemlll1d (Ilj) 4,060 4,530 4,600 4,680 4,740 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 92% 92% 

Diffl'rence (Supply minus D('mand) 1,140 670 600 520 460 

Difference as % of Supply 22% 12% 10% 9% 

Table 57. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses with Amendments and 3.7'", Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal JOO% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (af) 2,630 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 230 430 540 640 770 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 bOO 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 320 340 350 350 360 

Ji)tal Demand (aj) 4,260 4,550 4,670 4,770 4,910 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 92% 91% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 940 650 530 430 290 

Difference as % of Supply 18% 13% 10% 8% 6% 
Difference as % of Demand 22% 14% 11% 9% 6% 

~_""""'_'~';;Y"i2;I"C;Y":; I";""<'~ , Yes:'" 
talS!ipplyN~~a(;l<.Ifl)ji$OI. INo ;>. . Nc"No\..; No" 

NotE'S: Set'T<lblf' 12 for information on Supply in Singl(.> Dry Y(,dr. 

Table 58. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - Assuming Existing Land 
Uses with Amendments and 7.8°;(, Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

l3Iacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 230 510 750 1,070 1,290 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 320 340 360 390 410 

Jiltlll Demand (aj) 4,330 4,630 4,890 5,240 5,480 

J)elnand as % of Nornlal 92% 91% 91% 91% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 870 570 310 -40 -280 

Difference as % of Supply 17% 11% 6% -1 'X) -5% 

Diffe'f(.'I1cc as % of DCllland 20% 12% 6% -1% -5% 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes .' Yes Yes 

Add'lSupplementalSupply Needed ror SOl Areas? No No No Yes Yes ... 

Noles: Sep Tahll~ 12 for information on Supply in Singk Dry Year. 

Table 59. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density Assumption 
and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 100')!, 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (af) 2,450 2,750 2,970 2,970 2,970 

Blacklake Division (af) 4S0 480 480 -180 480 

SOl Areas (af) 320 690 S10 900 l,OOO 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted Syst<'m Loss (af) 310 360 390 400 400 

Total DeJJlllnd (af) 4,160 4,880 5,250 5,350 5,450 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 91% 92% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,040 320 -50 -150 -250 

Difference as % of Supply 20% -1% -3% -5% 

Table 60. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density Assumption 
and 3.7'Y" Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Proj<'cted Normal 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (af) 2,630 2,970 2,970 2,970 2,970 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl An>as (af) 320 720 880 1,050 1,250 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 320 380 390 410 420 

Total Demand (aj) 4,350 5,150 5,320 5,510 5,720 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 91% 91% 91% 91% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 850 50 -120 -310 -520 

Difference as % of Supply 16% 1% -2% -6% -10% 

Difference as % of Demand 20% 1% -2% -6% -9% 

~5<M«_h>";" ,i:;V" (('yelt ·Yes.' I <Yes:/ ;. ;,\.X!)I"'·· 

Md'lNeedel-l forSQIAt:easl\'(,::~~~ .No,.· .No< '1':Ye,s' 1,'XeS •.. •••... YeS. i 

Noll'S: Scl~ Tahl(' 12 for information on Supply in Singll' Dry Y(~ar. 

Table 61. Projected Single-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison - High Density Assumption 
and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 :>,200 5,200 5,200 

Supply as % of Projected Normal JOO% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Demand 
Town Division (af) 2,970 2,970 2,970 2,970 2,970 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 480 480 480 

SOl Areas (af) 320 820 1,190 1,730 2,140 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 350 390 420 460 500 

Total Deliland (a}) 4,720 5,260 5,660 6,240 6,690 

Delnand as % of Nonnal 91% 91% 91 (X) 91% 91% 

Diff(>rence (Supply minus Demand) 480 -60 -460 -1,040 -1,490 

Difference as % of Supply 9% -1 % -9 1:10 -20% -29% 

Diffen>nce as % of Demand 10% -1% -8% -17% -22% 

Supply Sufficient for EXisting Service Area? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Add'lSupplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? No Yes '. Yes . Yes Yes 

Notes: ~'P Tahk 12 (or informdlion on Supply in Single Dry Y('at'. 



Table 62. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending 2010 - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 2.30;;) Growth Rate 

2006 2007 200S 2009 2010 

SupplV (af) 1,100 3,200 1,688 l,490 2,927 

Supply as ~y) of Proj(lCh'd Nonnal 60';{' 32% 29% 56% 

1'0wn Division (af) 2,230 2,280 I,S20 ],860 ],910 

Blackldkt' Division (af) +10 350 360 370 

SOl Art'as (af) o o o 100 

o o o 
Undccounted S~lst('m Loss (df") 210 220 170 180 190 

2,870 2,940 2,340 2,,100 2;570 

90% 90% 70% 70% 

Diffpf('llCP (Supplv minus Dptnand) 230 260 -652 -910 357 

Di{f('fPIlCP dS 'Xl of Supplv 7% 12% 

1 )iffpff'IKP dS % of l)pmdnd 8% -38% 14% 

Yes I No No.' Yes 
NA NA··,I<.NA NA No 

L Supply 1J1 yP.tr 2006 1<' lllrldl' up {)j up 10 2,900 dry \lMMA gTllundwdt<>r ,lnt! up 10 200 dty Nq){)Jl1o Vdllev Crollndwdlr'r. Supply 1n Yedr 2007 2009 1<, 

llhHi" up n( up to 2,')(}O ,lIy NMMA groundw,llt'r and up to 1,00 ,II}' 

10 2,<JO(L)!y l\:l\1!\1A groU!l(hV,lkr, up to 'l)O ,Jty 

Table 63. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010-

Assuming Existing Land Uses and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 

Supplv (af) J,IOO 3,200 1,688 1,490 

Supplvas % of Projl'cll'd Nornldl 60% 62% 32% 29% 

Town Division (af) 2,400 2,450 1,950 2,000 

lllackiakt' Division (af) 430 440 350 360 

SOl Areas (at) 0 o o o 
In-l.it'u NMMA Groundwatpr R('charg(' (at) 0 o o o 

Unaccounll'd Syslem Loss (df) 230 230 180 190 

Tollil LJcl11l11lli (1If) 3,060 3,120 2,480 2,550 

Dl'I11and as % of Normal 90% 90% 70% 70% 

Diift'n'nce (Supplv minus Demand) 40 80 -792 -1,060 

Difh'f("nn' dS % of Supplv 1 % 3% -47% -71% 

2010 

2,927 

2,050 

370 

100 

[) 

200 

2,720 

61% 

207 

7% 

1. Supply III ypar 2006 I'> ll1.o1dt' up 01 up 10 2})OO Illy NMMA groundw,lh>r dnd up to 200 <ily Nipomo Vdlky Croundwdh'r. Supply In Y('M 2007-2009 l~ 

nlddp up 01 up to 2,900 <lly NMMA groull(hv<ltl'r ,lnt! Ill' to .\00 ,II}' 

10 2,90(),lIy NMMA gruundw,lkr, up to ~O() .II}' 

Table 64. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010-

Assuming Existing Land Uses and 7.S% Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 

Supply (at) 3,100 3,200 1,688 1,490 

Supplvas tX) of ProjPctrd Normal 60% 62% 32% 29% 

Drmand 

Town Division (dl) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,050 

lllackiake Division (at) 430 440 350 360 

SOl Areas (at) o o o 
In-Liru NivH'vL·\ Cronndwatf'r Rl'chargp (df) o o o 

Undl'COtllltf'd S~lst('m J ,oss (af) 230 240 190 190 

TollIl Dellllllld (1If) 3,120 3,200 2,550 2,600 

90% 70% 70% 

-20 -862 -1,110 

Diffl'rPIKP dS % of Suppl:v -1% 0% -51% 

Difff'l'encp as (X, of Demdnd -1% 0% --13% 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Servkt! Are,,? No Y(>s. No No 
Add'J Suppl('mental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? NA NA NA NA 

2010 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

Ion 
n 

210 

2,780 

61% 

147 

5% 

5% 

Yes 

No 

l. Suppl\' III v,'dr 2()()6 \'> lll.Hiv up 01 lip h) 2,900 ,Ii" 1\\1\1,\ ),,fnundwolkr ,Ill.! up to ?OO <llv !\l!POl1l<) V<1I1,'\' CnHIIHh'\,lkr, Su])pl\' 111 Y",H 2007 20()<) I'> 

Illd(\'> up \)1 up to l,t)(X) ,)Iv N\li\lA )~n)l!lld"',Il('r ,HId up III I(){) <lly N!!,ulllo V,l!kv C;lllUIHh~<1kr. :-,upply In Y,',ll 2010 <Inti tlwH',dtp[ I'> l1ldt!" lip uillp 

to 2,tJnO,111' N\ll\l,\ !',IUlIlldw,lI(>l, lip 10 mo ,Ill' \J1J'ollln V,t!!(,V Cloulldwdkr, <inti lip 10 2,()()() <II" ~lJl'!,"'nlt'nl.IlIV'Ih>l. S,>!' ,11.,,) 1 dhk 12 

Table 65. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3 Iy() Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

Supplv (aJ) 3,100 3,200 1,688 U90 2,927 

Supplv as 'X) of Proj(>ciE'd l\Jonnal 60% 32% 

Demand 

Town Division (df) 2,230 2,280 1,820 1,860 1,910 

Bldckldkc Division (df) 140 350 360 .170 

SOl AmlS (af) ISO 

210 220 170 ISO 200 

[01111 UClIlIllld (ilt) 2,870 2,940 2,340 2,400 2,660 

90% 70% 70% 61% 

Differt'nce (Supply minus Demand) 230 260 -652 -910 267 

Diff()n'nn~ cIS % of Supply 7% -39% -61 % 9'\, 

9% -28% -38% 10% 

No.' " No Yes 

NA' NA No 

L Supply Nipomo V.llky GlOlll1dw,llpf. Supply III '{('M 2007-2009 i~ 

1""",,,tw,,t"L Supply III yt>,lr 20W ,llld th"f<'dlh'l"!'> Ill,HiP up tll up 10 

up to \Ol.l ,jly Nlpomn V,jll"y Cruundw<llPr, ,md up It) 2,000 ,lIv ~upl'h'nwnl'll Wd!l'r. s,,<, d!~O r.,bh' 12. 

Table 66. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3 7% Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

SUpply (at) 3,100 3,200 1,688 1,490 2,927 

Supply dS % of Proj('ctPd Nonna1 60% 62{X} 32% 29% 56% 

Dpmand 

Town Division (at) 2,400 2,450 1,950 2,000 2,050 

llldckiakt' Division (af) 430 440 350 360 ,70 

SOl An'as (df) 0 0 0 0 180 

In-Lit'u NMMA Groundwatt'r Rpcharg(' (df) 0 0 0 0 0 

Undl'countpd SyStE'lll Loss (at) 230 230 180 190 210 

Total De1llolld (aJ! 3,060 3,120 2,480 2,550 2,810 

Dl'I11dnd as % of Normal 90% 90% 70% 70% 61% 

Differt'nce (Supply minus Demand) 40 80 -792 -1,060 ll7 

Diffef("nc(' as % of Supply 1% 3% -47% -71% 4% 

DiifefC'IlcP dS % of Dpnldnd 1% 3% -32% -42% 4% 

~,.,. .... '¥\,lS> i>' Yes. '" · .. ··No •. .No.·.·· ,Y-es 
Add'l Areas? .'NA: .··NA NA· ··.NA,:.;.' No 

L Supply 111 yt'M 2006)<; uldd" up of up 10 2,900 dly NMtvlA groundw.ltPT ,lilt! up 10 200 ,\Iy Nipomo V,dky Groundwtlll'r. Supply 111 YPM 2007 2009 1'; 

lll'Hk up of Ill' to 2,900 <lly NM/I.·tA grolllldwdll'r ,1I1d up to \00 <lly NlI~()1ll0 Y,dlt'y Gro\ll1dwolt"r. Supply in y(',lr 2010,llld tlwf('drkr I'> m,ld" up 01 up io 

2,')00 dly NMMA groundwdit'r, up 10 lOt) <lty NII)(lIllO Ydlky Croundw,lh'r, ,md up ip 2,()OO <lly ,>uppl"nwnl,ll \\',II('r. St'" ,Iho Tdbl(' 12 

Table 67. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - Assuming 
Existing Land llses with Amendments and 7.8('lC} Growth Rate 

2006 2007 200S 2009 2010 

Supply (af) 3,100 3,200 1,688 1,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Proj('Clrd Normal 60% 62% 32% 29% 56% 

Drmalld 

Town Division (df) 2,'160 2,520 2,010 2,050 2,100 

Blacklake Division (aJ') 430 440 350 360 370 

SOl Art'as (af) o o o 180 

[) o o o 
Undccounl(~d Syslrlll T ,oss (df) 230 240 190 190 210 

Toiol Dt'IIli/l1d (i/f) 3,120 3,200 2,550 2,600 2,860 

Dpllldnd as % of ;\Jormal 90% 90% 70% 70% 61% 

Diffpr(,IKP (Suppl~' minus DpI1Mnd) -20 -862 -1,110 67 

Diffprpncp as % of Supply l "t - ,0 0% -51% -75% 2% 
DHfl']"('nn' as % of })pmcmd -1% 0% -34% 2% 

SupplY Sufficient for Exi~ting Service Area? NO Yes. No No 
Add'l Supplellwntal Supply Needed f<it 501 Aneas? • NA NA NA NA No 

I. ('uppl}" III Yl'ot]" 2n06 I'> llhHk up o! up to 2,'JOO oIlV ~l\1MA groundw.lkr,md up to 2n() .llv NI]'OI1H) V,dky CJ(Hmdw,llt'r. '-;upp!y!!\ Y",lr 2no/ 2()(l'J I'> 

l1ldd,' up ul up In 2,')tltl ,llv N~lr-1t\ groulldw,1!I'l" "nd up In 'i()() .lfv Nq><ll1lO V"II,'y Croulldw,d"L C;upply III j"<'df 20W ,mc! tlwrt'olltt'f I'> lHoH],' up 01 up 10 

::','ltl() ,1Iy \:M1\J..\ )',1<lUllth\dkr, up 10 'itlO ,llv Nq'O!1l0 Vd!lP\ CloulItlw.lkr, ,mil up h) 2,O()() <If V '>u!,plt'IlWIlI,11 \\",\kf. '-;<,,' ,Iho Llbl<' 

Table 68. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 20'10 - High 
Density Assumption and 2.3!Yo Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

Supplv (ai) 3,100 3,200 1,688 1,490 2,927 

Supplv as (X, of ProjPctPd Normdl 60 0
{) 62% 32% 29'};) 56% 

l)('m.dnd 

Town 1 )ivision (af) 2,230 2,280 1,820 1,860 1,910 

BJdckldh' Division (aJ) 430 440 350 360 370 

SOl Arras (af) 0 0 0 0 250 

In-Li('u NMi\l;\ GronndWdl('r l\.pchargp (at) 0 0 0 0 0 

Undccollntl'd Svsle11l I.oss (at) 210 220 170 180 200 

'101111 Dt'/JIllllil (a!) 2,870 2,940 2,340 2,400 2,730 

D('manti dS (~-b of Normal 90% 90% 70% 70% 61% 

Diffprpncp (Supplv minus Df'mcmd) 230 260 -652 -910 197 

DifJpn~ncp dS % of Suppl\' 7% WX) -39% -61% 7 (};) 

Diffprl'ncp dS % of DrmdfH.i 8% 9% -28% -38% 7% 

SupplySuffkiellf Yes'" ."):'$ . N9·/ ···No .:Yes 
:Add'1Su 'I NA NA NA NA No 

1. Supply 111 Y"dr 2006 I'> lll.ldt' up of up 10 2,Qnn dfy 

NMl'"lA groundw<llt'r ,inti up 10 

N~H"lA groundv.hl1t>r, up 10 ~on d!y 

Table 69. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - High 
Density Assumption and 3.T'lC) Growth Rate 

Supplv (at) 

Supply dS % of Projl'clpd I\.'ormdl 

Town Division (dt) 

Illacklake Division (af) 

SOl Areas (at) 

In-Upu Ni\·UvlA Groundwdler Rpchdrgp (af) 

Unaccounlpd Svstt'm Loss (af) 

Totlll Dt'llIIlI1d (al! 

DE'mand dS % of Nonnal 

Differencl' (Supplv minus D('mand) 

Diffp]"('nc(' as % of Supplv 

Ill<ltie up of up to 2,')00 ,1Iy NMMA grollndw,lI('r ,lIld up!o 

til 2,900 <lly NMMA grolltlthvdkr, lip to \00 ,Ity 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

3,100 3,200 1,688 ],490 2,927 

60% 62% 32% 29% 56% 

2;100 2,450 1,950 2,000 2,050 

430 440 350 360 370 

o 0 o o 250 

o 0 o 
230 230 180 190 210 

3,060 3,120 2,480 2,550 2,880 

90% 90% 70% 70% 61% 

40 SO -792 -1,060 47 

-71% 2% 

NlPOlllO V,dl,'y Crollndwollt'r. Supply In Y('M 2007·2009 I'> 

l"·,,un.ctw,,"''' Supply in year 20IO ,Hld th('rl'dflt'r l'i 11l,ldt' up 01 up 

up to 2,Dt)O dly <,upP!Pllwn!,Il w<lh'r. 5,:'1' 'lho T,lbl(' 12. 

Table 70. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - High 
Density Assumption and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

Supply (df) 3,100 3,200 1,688 ],490 2,927 

Supply dS ';10 of Proj('cted Norn1dl 60% 62% 32% 29% 56% 

Town Division (df) 2,710 2,770 2,210 2,260 2,310 

Illdckldke Division (dt) 430 440 350 360 370 

SOl Areas (af) o 250 

In-l.ipu N~MvlA Groundwah'r Rrchargp (,1f) o o o 
Undccountpd SvstPlll Loss (af) 250 260 200 210 230 

Tolal Dt'1l11111d (al! 3,390 3,470 2,760 2,830 3,160 

D('Illdnd as % of Normal 90% 70% 70% 62% 

Diff(~]"('nce (Supply minns D('mdnd) -290 -270 -1,072 -1,J40 -233 

Diffp]"('nn' as % of Supply -8% -63% -90% 

Diffl'rPIKP as '% of Dl~mcmd -9% -39% .. 17"(, -7% 

Supply Suf£id<"it f'Or Existing Servke Are,)? No No No No Yes 

Add'l SUpplt!1l1ental Supply Needed for SOY Areas? NA NA NA NA Y('S 

!. SUI'!,!v ill y .. ,lf 2(}()()!'> llldlk up ,)1 up to 2.t)(}() ,]jy Ni\lJ\lJ\ gfOUlltiW,\lN <llltl up ttl 2(}() <llv NIJ>lmlO V,d!t'\' C]"nU!\dWolkr. '-;upplv In Y<',\r ?O()7 ?Oil') 1~ 

m,ld,' up 01 up to 1,')00 oily Nl\l:'>.IA )',Jl)Ulldw.ll,'r ,HId lip It) 'iOO ,lfy Supply 1Il V,'oll 2()!\l .lllti Ilwl"t'<lllt'r I'> nl.ld,' Ill' 01 up 

it) 2.')0(\ ,ll\" N~ll\ll\ gl"<)ul1dw<lIPr, up l<) ',00 ,I1y \JII'OIllO 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

Table 62. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending 2010 - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses and 2.30;;) Growth Rate 

2006 2007 200S 2009 2010 

SupplV (af) 1,100 3,200 1,688 l,490 2,927 

Supply as ~y) of Proj(lCh'd Nonnal 60';{' 32% 29% 56% 

1'0wn Division (af) 2,230 2,280 I,S20 ],860 ],910 

Blackldkt' Division (af) +10 350 360 370 

SOl Art'as (af) o o o 100 

o o o 
Undccounted S~lst('m Loss (df") 210 220 170 180 190 

2,870 2,940 2,340 2,,100 2;570 

90% 90% 70% 70% 

Diffpf('llCP (Supplv minus Dptnand) 230 260 -652 -910 357 

Di{f('fPIlCP dS 'Xl of Supplv 7% 12% 

1 )iffpff'IKP dS % of l)pmdnd 8% -38% 14% 

Yes I No No.' Yes 
NA NA··,I<.NA NA No 

L Supply 1J1 yP.tr 2006 1<' lllrldl' up {)j up 10 2,900 dry \lMMA gTllundwdt<>r ,lnt! up 10 200 dty Nq){)Jl1o Vdllev Crollndwdlr'r. Supply 1n Yedr 2007 2009 1<, 

llhHi" up n( up to 2,')(}O ,lIy NMMA groundw,llt'r and up to 1,00 ,II}' 

10 2,<JO(L)!y l\:l\1!\1A groU!l(hV,lkr, up to 'l)O ,Jty 

Table 63. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010-

Assuming Existing Land Uses and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 

Supplv (af) J,IOO 3,200 1,688 1,490 

Supplvas % of Projl'cll'd Nornldl 60% 62% 32% 29% 

Town Division (af) 2,400 2,450 1,950 2,000 

lllackiakt' Division (af) 430 440 350 360 

SOl Areas (at) 0 o o o 
In-l.it'u NMMA Groundwatpr R('charg(' (at) 0 o o o 

Unaccounll'd Syslem Loss (df) 230 230 180 190 

Tollil LJcl11l11lli (1If) 3,060 3,120 2,480 2,550 

Dl'I11and as % of Normal 90% 90% 70% 70% 

Diift'n'nce (Supplv minus Demand) 40 80 -792 -1,060 

Difh'f("nn' dS % of Supplv 1 % 3% -47% -71% 

2010 

2,927 

2,050 

370 

100 

[) 

200 

2,720 

61% 

207 

7% 

1. Supply III ypar 2006 I'> ll1.o1dt' up 01 up 10 2})OO Illy NMMA groundw,lh>r dnd up to 200 <ily Nipomo Vdlky Croundwdh'r. Supply In Y('M 2007-2009 l~ 

nlddp up 01 up to 2,900 <lly NMMA groull(hv<ltl'r ,lnt! Ill' to .\00 ,II}' 

10 2,90(),lIy NMMA gruundw,lkr, up to ~O() .II}' 

Table 64. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010-

Assuming Existing Land Uses and 7.S% Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 

Supply (at) 3,100 3,200 1,688 1,490 

Supplvas tX) of ProjPctrd Normal 60% 62% 32% 29% 

Drmand 

Town Division (dl) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,050 

lllackiake Division (at) 430 440 350 360 

SOl Areas (at) o o o 
In-Liru NivH'vL·\ Cronndwatf'r Rl'chargp (df) o o o 

Undl'COtllltf'd S~lst('m J ,oss (af) 230 240 190 190 

TollIl Dellllllld (1If) 3,120 3,200 2,550 2,600 

90% 70% 70% 

-20 -862 -1,110 

Diffl'rPIKP dS % of Suppl:v -1% 0% -51% 

Difff'l'encp as (X, of Demdnd -1% 0% --13% 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Servkt! Are,,? No Y(>s. No No 
Add'J Suppl('mental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? NA NA NA NA 

2010 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

Ion 
n 

210 

2,780 

61% 

147 

5% 

5% 

Yes 

No 

l. Suppl\' III v,'dr 2()()6 \'> lll.Hiv up 01 lip h) 2,900 ,Ii" 1\\1\1,\ ),,fnundwolkr ,Ill.! up to ?OO <llv !\l!POl1l<) V<1I1,'\' CnHIIHh'\,lkr, Su])pl\' 111 Y",H 2007 20()<) I'> 

Illd(\'> up \)1 up to l,t)(X) ,)Iv N\li\lA )~n)l!lld"',Il('r ,HId up III I(){) <lly N!!,ulllo V,l!kv C;lllUIHh~<1kr. :-,upply In Y,',ll 2010 <Inti tlwH',dtp[ I'> l1ldt!" lip uillp 

to 2,tJnO,111' N\ll\l,\ !',IUlIlldw,lI(>l, lip 10 mo ,Ill' \J1J'ollln V,t!!(,V Cloulldwdkr, <inti lip 10 2,()()() <II" ~lJl'!,"'nlt'nl.IlIV'Ih>l. S,>!' ,11.,,) 1 dhk 12 

Table 65. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3 Iy() Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

Supplv (aJ) 3,100 3,200 1,688 U90 2,927 

Supplv as 'X) of Proj(>ciE'd l\Jonnal 60% 32% 

Demand 

Town Division (df) 2,230 2,280 1,820 1,860 1,910 

Bldckldkc Division (df) 140 350 360 .170 

SOl AmlS (af) ISO 

210 220 170 ISO 200 

[01111 UClIlIllld (ilt) 2,870 2,940 2,340 2,400 2,660 

90% 70% 70% 61% 

Differt'nce (Supply minus Demand) 230 260 -652 -910 267 

Diff()n'nn~ cIS % of Supply 7% -39% -61 % 9'\, 

9% -28% -38% 10% 

No.' " No Yes 

NA' NA No 

L Supply Nipomo V.llky GlOlll1dw,llpf. Supply III '{('M 2007-2009 i~ 

1""",,,tw,,t"L Supply III yt>,lr 20W ,llld th"f<'dlh'l"!'> Ill,HiP up tll up 10 

up to \Ol.l ,jly Nlpomn V,jll"y Cruundw<llPr, ,md up It) 2,000 ,lIv ~upl'h'nwnl'll Wd!l'r. s,,<, d!~O r.,bh' 12. 

Table 66. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - Assuming 
Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3 7% Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

SUpply (at) 3,100 3,200 1,688 1,490 2,927 

Supply dS % of Proj('ctPd Nonna1 60% 62{X} 32% 29% 56% 

Dpmand 

Town Division (at) 2,400 2,450 1,950 2,000 2,050 

llldckiakt' Division (af) 430 440 350 360 ,70 

SOl An'as (df) 0 0 0 0 180 

In-Lit'u NMMA Groundwatt'r Rpcharg(' (df) 0 0 0 0 0 

Undl'countpd SyStE'lll Loss (at) 230 230 180 190 210 

Total De1llolld (aJ! 3,060 3,120 2,480 2,550 2,810 

Dl'I11dnd as % of Normal 90% 90% 70% 70% 61% 

Differt'nce (Supply minus Demand) 40 80 -792 -1,060 ll7 

Diffef("nc(' as % of Supply 1% 3% -47% -71% 4% 

DiifefC'IlcP dS % of Dpnldnd 1% 3% -32% -42% 4% 

~,.,. .... '¥\,lS> i>' Yes. '" · .. ··No •. .No.·.·· ,Y-es 
Add'l Areas? .'NA: .··NA NA· ··.NA,:.;.' No 

L Supply 111 yt'M 2006)<; uldd" up of up 10 2,900 dly NMtvlA groundw.ltPT ,lilt! up 10 200 ,\Iy Nipomo V,dky Groundwtlll'r. Supply 111 YPM 2007 2009 1'; 

lll'Hk up of Ill' to 2,900 <lly NM/I.·tA grolllldwdll'r ,1I1d up to \00 <lly NlI~()1ll0 Y,dlt'y Gro\ll1dwolt"r. Supply in y(',lr 2010,llld tlwf('drkr I'> m,ld" up 01 up io 

2,')00 dly NMMA groundwdit'r, up 10 lOt) <lty NII)(lIllO Ydlky Croundw,lh'r, ,md up ip 2,()OO <lly ,>uppl"nwnl,ll \\',II('r. St'" ,Iho Tdbl(' 12 

Table 67. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - Assuming 
Existing Land llses with Amendments and 7.8('lC} Growth Rate 

2006 2007 200S 2009 2010 

Supply (af) 3,100 3,200 1,688 1,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Proj('Clrd Normal 60% 62% 32% 29% 56% 

Drmalld 

Town Division (df) 2,'160 2,520 2,010 2,050 2,100 

Blacklake Division (aJ') 430 440 350 360 370 

SOl Art'as (af) o o o 180 

[) o o o 
Undccounl(~d Syslrlll T ,oss (df) 230 240 190 190 210 

Toiol Dt'IIli/l1d (i/f) 3,120 3,200 2,550 2,600 2,860 

Dpllldnd as % of ;\Jormal 90% 90% 70% 70% 61% 

Diffpr(,IKP (Suppl~' minus DpI1Mnd) -20 -862 -1,110 67 

Diffprpncp as % of Supply l "t - ,0 0% -51% -75% 2% 
DHfl']"('nn' as % of })pmcmd -1% 0% -34% 2% 

SupplY Sufficient for Exi~ting Service Area? NO Yes. No No 
Add'l Supplellwntal Supply Needed f<it 501 Aneas? • NA NA NA NA No 

I. ('uppl}" III Yl'ot]" 2n06 I'> llhHk up o! up to 2,'JOO oIlV ~l\1MA groundw.lkr,md up to 2n() .llv NI]'OI1H) V,dky CJ(Hmdw,llt'r. '-;upp!y!!\ Y",lr 2no/ 2()(l'J I'> 

l1ldd,' up ul up In 2,')tltl ,llv N~lr-1t\ groulldw,1!I'l" "nd up In 'i()() .lfv Nq><ll1lO V"II,'y Croulldw,d"L C;upply III j"<'df 20W ,mc! tlwrt'olltt'f I'> lHoH],' up 01 up 10 

::','ltl() ,1Iy \:M1\J..\ )',1<lUllth\dkr, up 10 'itlO ,llv Nq'O!1l0 Vd!lP\ CloulItlw.lkr, ,mil up h) 2,O()() <If V '>u!,plt'IlWIlI,11 \\",\kf. '-;<,,' ,Iho Llbl<' 

Table 68. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 20'10 - High 
Density Assumption and 2.3!Yo Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

Supplv (ai) 3,100 3,200 1,688 1,490 2,927 

Supplv as (X, of ProjPctPd Normdl 60 0
{) 62% 32% 29'};) 56% 

l)('m.dnd 

Town 1 )ivision (af) 2,230 2,280 1,820 1,860 1,910 

BJdckldh' Division (aJ) 430 440 350 360 370 

SOl Arras (af) 0 0 0 0 250 

In-Li('u NMi\l;\ GronndWdl('r l\.pchargp (at) 0 0 0 0 0 

Undccollntl'd Svsle11l I.oss (at) 210 220 170 180 200 

'101111 Dt'/JIllllil (a!) 2,870 2,940 2,340 2,400 2,730 

D('manti dS (~-b of Normal 90% 90% 70% 70% 61% 

Diffprpncp (Supplv minus Df'mcmd) 230 260 -652 -910 197 

DifJpn~ncp dS % of Suppl\' 7% WX) -39% -61% 7 (};) 

Diffprl'ncp dS % of DrmdfH.i 8% 9% -28% -38% 7% 

SupplySuffkiellf Yes'" ."):'$ . N9·/ ···No .:Yes 
:Add'1Su 'I NA NA NA NA No 

1. Supply 111 Y"dr 2006 I'> lll.ldt' up of up 10 2,Qnn dfy 

NMl'"lA groundw<llt'r ,inti up 10 

N~H"lA groundv.hl1t>r, up 10 ~on d!y 

Table 69. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - High 
Density Assumption and 3.T'lC) Growth Rate 

Supplv (at) 

Supply dS % of Projl'clpd I\.'ormdl 

Town Division (dt) 

Illacklake Division (af) 

SOl Areas (at) 

In-Upu Ni\·UvlA Groundwdler Rpchdrgp (af) 

Unaccounlpd Svstt'm Loss (af) 

Totlll Dt'llIIlI1d (al! 

DE'mand dS % of Nonnal 

Differencl' (Supplv minus D('mand) 

Diffp]"('nc(' as % of Supplv 

Ill<ltie up of up to 2,')00 ,1Iy NMMA grollndw,lI('r ,lIld up!o 

til 2,900 <lly NMMA grolltlthvdkr, lip to \00 ,Ity 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

3,100 3,200 1,688 ],490 2,927 

60% 62% 32% 29% 56% 

2;100 2,450 1,950 2,000 2,050 

430 440 350 360 370 

o 0 o o 250 

o 0 o 
230 230 180 190 210 

3,060 3,120 2,480 2,550 2,880 

90% 90% 70% 70% 61% 

40 SO -792 -1,060 47 

-71% 2% 

NlPOlllO V,dl,'y Crollndwollt'r. Supply In Y('M 2007·2009 I'> 

l"·,,un.ctw,,"''' Supply in year 20IO ,Hld th('rl'dflt'r l'i 11l,ldt' up 01 up 

up to 2,Dt)O dly <,upP!Pllwn!,Il w<lh'r. 5,:'1' 'lho T,lbl(' 12. 

Table 70. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison Ending Year 2010 - High 
Density Assumption and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

Supply (df) 3,100 3,200 1,688 ],490 2,927 

Supply dS ';10 of Proj('cted Norn1dl 60% 62% 32% 29% 56% 

Town Division (df) 2,710 2,770 2,210 2,260 2,310 

Illdckldke Division (dt) 430 440 350 360 370 

SOl Areas (af) o 250 

In-l.ipu N~MvlA Groundwah'r Rrchargp (,1f) o o o 
Undccountpd SvstPlll Loss (af) 250 260 200 210 230 

Tolal Dt'1l11111d (al! 3,390 3,470 2,760 2,830 3,160 

D('Illdnd as % of Normal 90% 70% 70% 62% 

Diff(~]"('nce (Supply minns D('mdnd) -290 -270 -1,072 -1,J40 -233 

Diffp]"('nn' as % of Supply -8% -63% -90% 

Diffl'rPIKP as '% of Dl~mcmd -9% -39% .. 17"(, -7% 

Supply Suf£id<"it f'Or Existing Servke Are,)? No No No No Yes 

Add'l SUpplt!1l1ental Supply Needed for SOY Areas? NA NA NA NA Y('S 

!. SUI'!,!v ill y .. ,lf 2(}()()!'> llldlk up ,)1 up to 2.t)(}() ,]jy Ni\lJ\lJ\ gfOUlltiW,\lN <llltl up ttl 2(}() <llv NIJ>lmlO V,d!t'\' C]"nU!\dWolkr. '-;upplv In Y<',\r ?O()7 ?Oil') 1~ 

m,ld,' up 01 up to 1,')00 oily Nl\l:'>.IA )',Jl)Ulldw.ll,'r ,HId lip It) 'iOO ,lfy Supply 1Il V,'oll 2()!\l .lllti Ilwl"t'<lllt'r I'> nl.ld,' Ill' 01 up 

it) 2.')0(\ ,ll\" N~ll\ll\ gl"<)ul1dw<lIPr, up l<) ',00 ,I1y \JII'OIllO 



Table 71. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

Assuming Existing Land Uses and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,050 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 }70 

SOl Areas (al) 130 130 110 110 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 290 JOO 250 250 

Total Demand (aj) 3,960 4,OJO },}40 3,380 

I )cnland as % of Normal 92% 93?/f) 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,240 1,170 Wl 110 

Difference as % of Supply 24% 23% 9% 3(:10 

31% 29% 10% 3% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

240 

600 

260 

},S70 

73% 

-643 

-22% 

-18% &ce as % of Demand 
... <;~J;;,;; 1Y.Y'!;$< ;> .. Yes> ·'i¥es\ 

." Yes 
' .'·.·No~;;·' 

Add'lSuppfemental SupplyJSj,€~~ fcirSOI Areas?~i. i."N'o. ;No I···· No" .No; ; Yes:';,. 

1. Supply m yedr 2010 <'Ind thereafter IS millie> lip of up to 2,900 afy Nl\MvlA groundwdlf'f, up to 300 dfy Nipomo Valley Croundwiltf'r, dnd 

up to 2,000 <lfy 5uppk>nwntdl wdk'r. 5<>(' dlso Tahle 12. 

Table 72. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 3.7"/" Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) S,200 5,200 3,688 },490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,050 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 ~70 

SOl Areas (al) DO 130 110 110 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 290 300 250 250 

Total Demand (aj) 3,960 4,030 },340 3,380 

Demand as % of Norn1al 92% 93% 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,240 1,170 348 110 

Difference as % of Supply 24% 2:1% 9% 3% 

Difference as % of Demand 31% 29% 10% 3% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

}70 

240 

600 

260 

3,570 

75% 

-64'1 

-22% 

-18% 

Supply'StVfitl~t.~Q,)\JXist41g $e1:vieil:Arel,!1.~ .. >.;«<1 ....• Wes, <,ye:.q \ Yeiiy cC'ies <i\NU' 
Ajid'l SUl'plemeriW SupplyNe~dedfor SOl Areas?' • " ''No;i Nt. No ii'No.' I><'(\.¥<'s.··· 
1. Supply In yeM 2010 dnd thercafter!s madE' up of up to 2,900 dfy NMiv,tA r,roundwaiE'f, up to 3CK} dfy Nipomo Vall('y Croundwatc>r, dnd 
up to 2,()(X) dfy suppk'nwnldl Wd\(,(. 5('(' also Tab1012. 

Table 73. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 7.S"/" Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

l3lacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 180 lRO 140 140 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwatn Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 320 }20 260 260 

Total Demand (aj) 4,280 4,280 3,470 3,470 

1 )en1and as % of Norn1al 93% 93(;;') 75% 75{Yo 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 920 920 218 20 

Differmce as % of Supply lWXl 18% niX) 1°! /0 

Difference as % of Denland 21% 21 % 6% 1% 
Supply Sufficient for Existing .Service Area? Yes' Yes . Yes Yes' 
Add'l SupplemenhilSupply Needed for SOl Areas? .... No No 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

260 

600 

270 

3,600 

75(% 

-673 

-23?1u 

-19(10 

No 

Yes 
l. Supply In YPdr 2010 dnd Ll1('rt~,\ft(>r 1<; l11tldl' up nf up to 2,900 tlfy Nl\ll\,j;\ grolllldv"'<lter, up to :100 afy ~lpomo VdllC'y Croundwdt(>f, dnd 

up to 2,000 df\' SUPP[l>l1Wntdi \Vdter. See also Tdhle 12. 

Table 74. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,OSO 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl An'as (af) 2}O 2}O 190 200 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) hOO 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (at) 300 310 250 260 

Total Demand (aj) 4,070 4,140 },420 '1,480 

DClnand as % of Nonnal 93% 92% 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,130 1,060 268 1IJ 

Difference as % of Supply 22% 20% 7% 0% 

Difference as % of Demand 28% 26% 8% 0% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

}30 

600 

270 

},670 

75% 

-743 

-25% 

-20% 
("', ;f,;, ; ~Ni; lP:ea? ··'(c: • 'Yes·' ~C;~;W~\: 'iY'el\i: !i'Yes' .';;J':IlQ> 

Add'fSupj:llementalSupply Needed for SOl.Areas7· :.l\l~, ,,!N(j;. 'NQ' No,' .;Xes;~· 

1, Supply m year 2010 <mel th('rl?clftt~r 15 !nadC' up of up to 2,Q()() dfy NMMA groundwater, up to 300 dfy NlJ)omo Valley CroundwdlN, dnd 

up to 2,000 dfy supplemental water. 51?(> also Tah!C' 12. 

Table 75. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3.7";\, Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,OSO 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 2S0 250 200 210 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 300 310 250 260 

Total Demand (aj) 4,090 4,160 3,4}O },490 

Demand as % of Normal 93% 93% 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,110 1,040 258 0 

Difference as % of Supply 21 % 20% 7% 0% 

Difference as % of Demand 27% 25% 8% 0% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

'ISO 

600 

270 

},690 

75% 

-763 

-26% 

-21% 

., ~~.~; ,.;yes: ·· .. .Ye$. 

I.· l'.C\.i 
I \ .... :x~;;~ ';,No' 

MWlsutil?:l~m¢n'fjll SlJPpIYNjeed~:£ .. ." . .: No'" .M)';· I'; Yes • .yes;. 
1. Supply 111 year 2010 and thC'redfter IS madf' up of up 10 2,900 dfy NMMA groundwilter, up to 300 afy NIpomo Valley Groundwd!(>r, and 

up to 2,(XX) afy supplenwntdl Wdlt'r. St"t:-.. <llso Tdble 12. 

Table 76. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8"/" Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 310 320 250 260 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 330 330 270 270 

Total Demand (aj) 4,420 4,430 },590 3,600 

I )enland as I}:) of Norn1al 92% 92~k) 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 780 770 98 -110 

I )ifference as % of Supply 15% 15% 3% -3% 

Difference as % of Demand 

~ 
-3% 

SuppJy Sufficient for Existing Service Area? 
, 

Yes 

Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed fDr SOl Areas? No. No No Yes' 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

390 

600 

2S0 

3,740 

75(;/0 

-813 

-28% 

-22% 

No 

Yes 

I. Supply 111 )'l~df 2010 and tlwrPdft(>f 15 mddl~ up of up 10 2,900 dfy Ni\1l\"1A groundwater, up 10 300 ,lfy NIpomo Valll')' (;round\-vdtN, <l1ld 

up to 2,000 dfy supp]('nwnldl water. Sl'\' also I"dbll' 12. 

Table 77. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

High Density Assumption and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 1,490 

Supply as % of l'rojectt'd Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,500 2,560 2,040 2,090 

BIacklakc' Division (al) 480 480 170 }70 

SOl Areas (a I) 320 }}O 270 270 

In-Lieu NMMi\ Groundwater Rt'charge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 310 320 260 270 

Total Dell1and (aj) 4,210 4,290 },540 3,600 

Denland as % of Nornlal 92% 93% 75% 75 (X) 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 990 910 14R -110 

Difference as % of Supply 19~k) 18% 4°' /0 -3% 

Table 78. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

High Density Assumption and 3.7"/" Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projectl'd Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,710 2,770 2,210 2,2&0 

l3lacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 350 350 280 300 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 330 340 280 280 

Total Demand (aj) 4,470 4,540 3,740 3,810 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92% 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 730 660 -52 -320 

Difference as % of Supply 14% 13% -1% -9 (X) 

Difference as % of Demand 16% lS% -1% -8% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,140 

370 

550 

600 

290 

3,950 

75% 

-1,023 

-35% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

}70 

570 

600 

310 

4,160 

74% 

-1,233 

-42% 

-30% 

$j1ppIX!Sllrfid~t io~~~'g serVi(i{Ar~a? '\i<'~~"~ • yeS ...• ~e&\\~ 
~d'd'1 SupplerileljtalSupp)V. Ntieqea'(or.S<;;.)IlP:¢~? hNo t.\·· No',.)! Y 

1. Supply in yedf 2010 dnd theredfter is made up of up to 2,9<.X) dfy NMl'vlA groundwater, up to JOO dfy NIpomo Valley CroundWd\Pf, dnd 

up to 2,000 dfv supp]enwnldl wdter. s.;"(~ also Tabk~ 12. 

Table 79. Projected Mllltiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

High Density Assnmption and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 S,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 

l3lacklake Division (al) 480 480 }70 370 

SOl Areas (al) 430 450 350 360 

In-Lieu NMMA Croundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 360 360 290 290 

Total Dell1and (aj) 4,840 4,860 3,920 },930 

Dpnland as % of Norn1al 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 360 }40 -232 -440 

Difference as % of Supply TX> 7% -6<.Yo -13% 

I )iffercnce as % of Demand 7% TX) -6% -11 {}iJ 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Servke An~a? Yes Yes Yes No 

Add'l Suppleimmtal Sllpply Needed for 501 Areas? No No Yes" Yes 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

370 

640 

600 

310 

4,2}O 

74% 

-1,'103 

-45% 

-31% 

No 

Yes 

1. Supply In yedl" 2010 <Inc! IhNl'after IS madl~ up of up to 2f900df~' N~'l;"lA gruundvv,ltN, up to JOOdfy Nipomo Vallpy C;roundwdln, and 

up to 2,000 dfy supplellwnldl wdlt'r. S~~l' dlso rdblt' 12. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

Table 71. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,050 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 }70 

SOl Areas (al) 130 130 110 110 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 290 JOO 250 250 

Total Demand (aj) 3,960 4,OJO },}40 3,380 

I )cnland as % of Normal 92% 93?/f) 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,240 1,170 Wl 110 

Difference as % of Supply 24% 23% 9% 3(:10 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

240 

600 

260 

},S70 

73% 

-643 

-22% 

DIfference as % of Demand 31 % 29% 10% :1% -18% 

~ __ "_ >y"cc<y"Sic y~ icc".', 
I Supply 11l ) ::~::~~,~::~~e~,::::~:io~ll~::~fV::IMA gr::d~ah'" u~: 3ffiJ dly N~:mo V allov ~:)Uml~dle:::~'~ 
up to 2,000 dh 5uppk>nwntdl \\ ilk'r 5<>(' dlso ! ahle 12 

Table 72. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 3.70

/0 Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) S,200 5,200 3,688 },490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 
Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,050 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) DO 130 110 110 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 290 300 250 250 

Total Demand (aj) 3,960 4,030 3,340 3,380 

Demand as % of Norn1al 92% 93% 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,240 1,170 348 110 

Difference as % of Supply 24% 2:1% 9% 3% 
Difference as % of Demand 31% 29% 10% 3% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

}70 

240 

600 

260 

3,570 

75% 

-643 

-22% 

-18% 

elsuPPlemeriWS1i 

C,'" Yes ",ye:.q 1,\ Yeii~> \l'i~ '\NU' , 
I Areas? .. , ''NQi< ", ,,'Jqt,". ",No ~"No" 

1. Supply In yeM 2010 dnd thercafter!s madE' up of up to 2,900 dfy NMiv,tA r,roundwaiE'f, up to 3CK} dfy Nipomo Vall('y Croundwatc>r, dnd 

up to 2,()(X) dfy suppk'nwnldl Wd\(,(. 5('(' also Tab1012. 

Table 73. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

l3lacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 180 lRO 140 140 

In-Lieu NMMA GroundwatO' Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 320 320 260 260 

Total Demand (aj) 4,280 4,280 3,470 3,470 

1 )en1and as % of Norn1al 93% 93(;;') 75% 75{Yo 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 920 920 218 20 

Differmce as % of Supply lWXl 18% niX) 1°! /0 

Difference as % of Denland 21% 21 % 6% 1% 
Supply Sufficient for Existing ,Service Area? ," Yes Yes , Yes Yes' 
Add'l SuppfemenhilSupply Needed for SOl Areas? '.1 .. No No No No 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

260 

600 

270 

3,600 

75(% 

-673 

-23?1u 

-19(10 

No 

Yes 
l. Supply In YPdr 2010 dnd Ll1('rt~,\ft(>r 1<; l11tldl' up nf up to 2,900 tlfy Nl\ll\,j;\ groulldv .. ,<\ter, up to :100 afy ~lpomo VdllC'y Croundwdt(>r, dnd 

up to 2,000 <If\' suppll>l1wntdl \Vdter. See also Tdhle 12. 

Table 74. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,050 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl An'as (af) 230 2}O 190 200 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) hOO 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (at) 300 310 250 260 

Total Demand (aj) 4,070 4,140 3,420 3,480 

Delnand as % of Nonnal 93% 92% 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,130 1,060 268 1IJ 

Difference as % of Supply 22% 20% 7% 0% 

Difference as % of Demand 28% 26% 8% 0% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

}30 

600 

270 

3,670 

75% 

-743 

-25% 

-20% 

l$rea?," • ',,;{F _'ta;/ 1.~C;;;'i(e~·,····" 17Y'!:!l\t .;;~::.~ 
Add'fSupplementalSiipply Needed for SOl.Areas7· ,:.J\l~. I!N(j; I ''NQi 

1. Supply m year 2010 <md th('reclftt~r 15 !nddC' up of up to 2,Q()() dfy NMMA groundwater, up to 300 dfy NlJ.1omo Valley Croundwdh'r, and 

up to 2,000 dfy supplemental water. 51?(> also Tah!(' 12. 

Table 75. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-
Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3.7°;', Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,460 2,520 2,010 2,050 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 250 250 200 210 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 300 310 250 260 

Total Demand (aj) 4,090 4,160 3,430 3,490 

Demand as % of Normal 93% 93% 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 1,110 1,040 258 0 

Difference as % of Supply 21 % 20% 7% 0% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

'ISO 

600 

270 

3,690 

75% 

-763 

-26% 

Difference as % of Demand 27% 25% ~ -21% 
ISUPP1YSiclei,ltfOr i~ng;~ce Are!ll?~;>,;;;; '. ; ,;Yes> I.;Ye$ 11!yes I'>~~ [ArPA,,? , .. ' .: No'" .Nt)" 'i 

L Supply 111 yedf 2010 dnd thC'fedfter IS mddf' up of up 10 2,900 dfy NMMA groundwdter, up to 300 dfy NIpomo Valley Groundwd!E'r, and 

up to 2,(XX) dfy suppienwntdl Wdlt'r. St"t:-.. dlso Tdille 12. 

Table 76. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-
Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 20]4 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 310 320 250 260 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 330 330 270 270 

Total Dellland (aj) 4,420 4,430 3,590 3,600 

I )enland as I}:) of Norn1al 92% 92~k) 75% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 780 770 98 -110 

1 )ifference as % of Supply 15% 15% 3% -3% 

Difference as % of Demand 18% 17{:/o 3 (X) -3% 

SuppJy Sufficient for Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed fDr SOl Areas? No \. No No Yes' 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

390 

600 

280 

3,740 

75(;/0 

-813 

-28% 

-22% 

No 

Yes 

L Supply m )'(~df 2010 and tlwrPdftE'r IS mddl~ up of up to 2,900 dfy Ni\llv1A groundwater, up to 300 ,lfy NIpomo Va!!('y Croundvvdt(>r, <l1ld 

up to 2,000 dfy supP](>l1wntal wdter. S(',> also I"dbl(> 12. 

Table 77. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

High Density Assumption and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2011 20]2 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of l'rojectt'd Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,500 2,560 2,040 2,090 

BIacklakc' Division (al) 480 -180 370 370 

SOl Areas (a I) 320 3:'\0 270 270 

In-Lieu NMMi\ Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 310 320 260 270 

Total Dell1and (aj) 4,210 4,290 3,540 3,600 

Den1and as % of Nornlal 92% 93% 75% 75 (X) 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 990 910 148 -110 

Difference as % of Supply 19~k) 18% 4°' /0 -3% 

Difference as % of Demand 24% 21 % 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,140 

370 

550 

600 

290 

3,950 

75% 

-1,023 

-35% 

-26% 

S!ipply,f,,'i.!tQCi\futRifE;;astfngset]ij£e~ea?' ." .......,> ' .. ;XE:~.·i~' Yes. ~J~~~ 'iNo"'~ 

Adq'i'$uppl\itnel1tat SupplY: MmYilP" fn".<;()lA""'~";>'{! . : \i~No" . No .• . ' N&'r J..<Yi$' • .yoo·· .. · . 
1. Supply In year 2010 and theredftef IS madC' up of up 10 2/XX) dfy NMMA ground\'.'at(>f, up to 3(X) dfy NIpomo VaHpy Croundwater, dnd 

up to 2,000 <lfy :-.upplC'llwntdl Wdler. ~~(> dlso Table 12. 

Table 78. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-
High Density Assumption and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projectl'd Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,710 2,770 2,210 2,2&0 

l3lacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 350 350 280 300 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 330 340 280 280 

Total Demand (aj) 4,470 4,540 3,740 3,810 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92% 75% 75% 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

}70 

570 

600 

310 

4,160 

74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 7:'\0 660 -52 -320 

~ ~ence as % of Supply 14% 13% -1% -9% 

ence as % of Demand 16% 15% -1% -8% -30% 

$j1ppl Yes )Ie. <\ ,y~, ····ye$,i .. , .NQ. 
~dd'l SupplerileljthlSuppJ:\h Ntieqea·(or.~l~e~? .. \" No;. :N<;){;' Il~ .Yes ...•.. 1;>)'eS.··;. ,;):'¢s;~ 
1. Supply in YPdr 2010 and theredfter is made up of up to 2,9<.X) dfy NMl'vlA groundwdter, up 10 JOO dfy NIpomo Valley Croundwatpr, and 

up to 2,000 dfv supplementdl w<lter. s.;"(~ also Tabip 12. 

Table 79. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2015-

High Density Assnmption and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2011 2012 2013 2014 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 

13lacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 430 450 350 360 

In-Lieu NMMA Croundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 360 3bO 290 290 

Total Demand (aj) 4,840 4,860 3,920 3,930 

Dpnland as % of Norn1al 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 360 340 -232 -440 

Difference as % of Supply 7% 7% -6 (,Yo -13% 

I )iffercnce as % of Demand 7% TX) -6% -11 (}iJ 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Servke An.~a? Yes Yes Yes No 

Add'l Suppleimmtal Supply Needed for 501 Areas? No No Yes" Yes 

2015 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

370 

640 

600 

310 

4,2}O 

74% 

-1,303 

-45% 

-31% 

No 

Yes 

I. Supply In yedl" 2010 <Inc! thNl'after IS madl' up of up to 2,900df~' N~'l;"lA gfuundw,ltN, up to JOOdfy NIpomo Vallpy C;roundwdln, and 

up to 2,lXX) dfy supplellwntd! Wdlt'r. Sl~l' .11:-'0 rabJ(> 12. 



Table 80. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Waler Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 2.3'1., Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 56(;1) 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 310 310 240 250 260 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 330 330 260 270 270 

Total Demand (a}) 4,420 4,420 3,570 3,590 3,600 

Demand as % of Normal 93% 92% 74% 75% 75% 
Diffl,l't:nce (Supply minus Demand) 780 780 118 -100 -673 

Difference as % of Supply 15% 15{X) 3% -3% -23% 

Difference as % of Demand 

L Supply In yedr 2010 and therC'dftf'r IS madE' up of up to 2,900 dfy NMMA groundwdt(>r, up to 300 dfy Nipomo Va!lpv Croundwdtpr, dnd 

up to 2,000 dfv supplementa! wdter. See also Table 12. . 

Table 81. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 56% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 350 350 280 280 280 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 330 330 270 270 270 

Total Demand (a}) 4,460 4,460 3,620 3,620 3,620 

Demand as % of Normal 93% 92% 75% 75% 75% 
Difference (Supply minus Demand) 740 740 68 -130 -693 

Difference as % of Supply 14% 14 (Yo 2% -4% -24% 

Difference as % of Demand 17% 17% 2% -4% -19% 

~ .... > >'\.i:ci~;;;<:Ye$\"\)'Xes\X~s.. ·yeS~~ ~NtL; 
;Neea~gJotsor <\teas?'; ';.\ . ;·NO. 1,\:iGNo"" . \, . \Y\l!>~; ;\,·,,1,e,," 

1. Supply in yed[ 2010 <md thprPdftC"r is made up of up to 2,9(XJ dfy NMMA groundwater, up to 300 dfy NIpomo Vall(>y Crnundwdll'r, dnd 

up to 2,000 dfy suppJemental water. S0> also Tahl(> 12. 

Table 82. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 7.8"/" Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 56% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 2,100 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 440 470 :170 370 380 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 340 280 280 280 

Total Demand (a}) 4,560 4,590 3,720 3,720 :1,730 

Dcrnanu iJS % of Nonl1al 92% 92(1<) 75'% 75% 75% 

Differencl' (Supply minus Demand) 640 6Hl -32 -230 -803 

Diff,'rence as % of Supply 12{}~ I 2 (X) -1 ~'1) -7% -2TX> 
Difference as (}f) of Denland 14% 13% -1% -6 (X) -22% 

Supply Sulficient for Existing ServICe Area? Yes Yes , Yes Yes No 
Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? No ,. No Yes ~ 
I Supp!\ In \ ear 2010 dnd thl'lC'dft('1 I~ mad(' up of up to 2,900 ah N~1i\lA p,round\,aln, up to "100 ah NIpomo \l.lllt'\ (,round\-\dlt'! dnd 
up to 2,000 dry ~uppl('tlH'ntdl wat,'r. Set> dbo Llble 12. 

Table 83. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Waler Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 7]% 67% 

Den18nd 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 440 450 350 360 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 340 270 270 

rotal Demand (a)) 4,560 4,570 3,690 3,700 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92% 74% 74(;10 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 640 630 -2 -210 

Difference as % of Supply 12% 12~Yo 0% -6% 

Difference as % of Demand 14% 14% 0% -6% 

2020 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

360 

600 

270 

3,700 

74% 

-773 

-26 (Xl 

-21% 

~Area?· .... ,;~;];Jy~cf ~;.,""k ,. ,(e$: \,';~'(~'%'~ I'.,'t\rl$ 
Alid~IStipple . for.SV,'''''1''''' .,<.,;1, r.c;;;No!.·:.;~,Plo •. , " Ye~i' . ;.;.>'(l!lE.;> I, ;Yep .... 

1. Supply In year 2010 and thereafter IS made up of up to 2,900 afy NlvlMA groundwater, up to}OO <lfy NIpomo VollJey Croundwater, and 

up to 2'cX)Q dfv SUPpl(>ownt<ll watN. Sl">{' also Tdble 12. 

Table 84. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3.7'\\, Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,lOO 2,100 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 490 490 400 400 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 340 280 280 

Total Demand (a}) 4,610 4,610 3,750 3,750 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92% 75% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 590 590 -62 -260 

Difference as % of Supply 11% 11 % -2% -7% 

Difference as % of Demand 13% 13% -2% -7% 

2020 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

410 

600 

280 

3,760 

74% 

-833 

-28% 

-22% 

Supply..$\.1ffl,2fent;(qt'EXisting$erVice.:A.rea?\ \.' >\ . ):'eS>. .~.! \~es!.z ,N4Z 
AdijT~llpplelllenOOStippIYNeede<f ipr SOl Areas? .;', l<c,Nt! ell· ... . Yell '~Y$J:} 

1. Supply In YC'dr 2010 and lhpH'dfkr IS made up of up to 2,900 dfy Nr-..Hv1A 8rouodwaler, up to 300 afy Nipomo VaHey Groul1tl\vatpr, and 

up to 2,000 dry supplE'm(>ntdi Wd\E'f. S(>(' also Tablf' 12. 

Table 85. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8";', Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 660 700 540 560 

In-l.ieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (at) 360 360 290 290 

Total Delllilnd (a}) 4,800 4,840 :1,900 3,920 

DCll1and as % of NOrI11al 92% 92% 74?'b 74% 

Difference' (Supply minus Demand) 400 360 -212 -430 

Differc'ncc as % of Supply 8% 7°! I" -6% -12% 

Difference as % of Dcrnand WX) TX) -5% -11% 

Supply Sufficient for Exlsting Service Area? Yes Yes· ! Yes Yes .. 

Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for spr Areas? No No ·c Yes 'c . Yes., 

2020 

2,927 

56% 

2,lOO 

370 

580 

600 

290 

:>,940 

74% 

-1,(1l3 

-35 (X) 

-26% 

No 
,Yes 

1. Supply 111 ypar 2010 and tlWH'dftN IS made up of Lip to 2,900 dfy Ntvli\1A groundwa!t~r, up to }OO dfy NIpomo VaHey Croundwdtcr, ,md 

up to 2,000 a!v <'uppl,'nh'nlai wdll'r. St'(' al<;o Tabl,' 12 

Table 86. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

High Density Assumption and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,68fl 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 56% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,710 2,770 2,2lO 2,260 2,'110 

Blacklake Division (af) 4flO 480 370 370 '170 

SOl Areas (at) 730 750 590 270 620 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccountc>d System l.oss (at) 360 370 300 280 310 

Ii)tal Demand (a}) 4,880 4,970 4,070 3,780 4,210 

Den1and as (;1) of Norn1al 90% 90 f;1o 72~'{) 67% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 320 230 -382 -290 -J,2R3 

Difference as % of Supply 6 (X) 4% -10% -8% -44% 

-30% 

1. Supply In year 2010 dnd therf'aftf'r IS made up of up to 2,900 dfy NMMA groundwa\(>r, up to}OO afy ~\l!romo Vdlky Croundwdter, dnd 

up to 2,000 afv supplpowntdi water. Set> also Tdbk> 12, 

Table 87. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

High Density Assumption and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 56% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 2,310 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 810 820 650 670 670 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 390 390 310 320 320 

Total Demand (!I}) 5,250 5,260 4,240 4,270 4,270 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92% 74% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -50 -60 -552 -780 -1,343 

Difference as % of Supply -1% -1% -15% -22% -46% 

Difference as % of Demand -1% -1% -13% -18% -31% 

Slipply Sufficieilt fOl'ExiStin5 ~ Add'FSUpp~~fal SjlptilyNe~dt''4fPr~lc Yes::., 

1, Supply In year 2010 dnd thereafter is molde up of up to 2,900 afy NMlvlA groundwdt(>r, up 10 }OO dfy Nipomo Valley Groundwater, and 

up to 2,000 dfv supplE'meotaJ water. 5E>e also Table 12. 

Table 88. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

High Density Assumption and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 56% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 2,310 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 1,070 1,120 880 900 920 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 410 410 330 330 340 

Total Demand (a}) 5,530 5,580 4,490 4,510 4,540 

DClnand as (X) of NOrl11al 92% 92% 74% 74?,{) 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -:130 -'180 -802 -1,020 -1,613 

Difference as % of Supply -6{:1o -7% -22% -29% -55% 

Difference as % of Dcrnand -6% -7?G -18% -23% -36% 

Supply Sulfid~mt fur Existin<> Service Area? Yes Yes·! Yes No No 

Ad,J.'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? Yes Yes. Yes Yes Yes 

1. ~upply In p'dr 2010 and therC'<lftel" IS 11lold(' up of up tn 2,900 <lfy N\l1\L\ groundwah>r, up to JOO dfy Nipomo Vall,,'V CroundwdtC'r, dnd 

up to 2,lX)O dfy suppll'nwnldl Welkr. Set' also L\blp 12. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

Table 80. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Waler Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 2.3'1., Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 S,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 310 310 240 250 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 330 260 270 

Total Demand (a}) 4,420 4,420 3,570 3,590 

Demand as % of Normal 93% 92% 74% 75% 

Diffl,l't:nce (Supply minus Demand) 780 780 118 -100 

Difference as % of Supply 15% 3% -3% 

Table 81. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2,927 

2,100 

370 

260 

600 

270 

3,600 

75% 

-673 

-23% 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 56% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 350 350 280 280 280 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 330 330 270 270 270 

Total Demand (a}) 4,460 4,460 3,620 3,620 3,620 

Demand as % of Normal 93% 92% 75% 75% 75% 
Difference (Supply minus Demand) 740 740 68 -130 -693 

14% 

1. Supply in yed[ 2010 <md thprPdftC"r is made up of up to 2,9(XJ dfy NMMA groundwater, up to 300 dfy NIpomo V dll(>y Croundwdll'r, dnd 

up 10 2,000 dfy suppJemental water. S0> also TdhlC' 12. 

Table 82. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 7.8"/" Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 56% 
Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 2,100 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 440 470 'l70 370 380 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 340 280 280 280 

Total Demand (a}) 4,560 4,590 3,720 3,720 3,730 

Dcrnanu iJS % of Nonl1al 92% 92(1<) 75(% 75% 75% 

Differencl' (Supply minus Demand) 640 6Hl -'l2 -230 -803 

Diff,'rcncc as % of Supply 12{}~ I 2 (X) -1 ~'1) -7% -2TX> 
Difference as (.'1) of DeI11and 14% 13% -1% -6% -22% 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes ~ No 
Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas?' No', . No Yes Yes 

I. Supply In year 2010 dnd Ih('r(,dft('l" i~ mad(' up of up 10 2,900 afy N~·1i\·lA groundwater, up 10 300 afv NIpomo Vdll('y Cround\-vdlt'I", dnd 
up 10 2,000 dry ~UPpl(~Il1t.'nldl watl'r. Set> abo Llbl(' 12. 

Table 83. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Waler Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 7]% 67% 

Den1and 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 440 450 350 360 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 340 270 270 

rotal Demand (a}) 4,560 4,570 3,690 3,700 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 640 630 -2 -210 

2020 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

360 

600 

270 

3,700 

74% 

-773 

1. Supply In year 2010 and the>re>aftC'r IS made up of up to 2,900 afy NlvlMA groundwater, up to}OO <lfy N1pomo VollJey Groundwater, dnd 

up to 2,(X)() afv SUppIE'own!<ll watN. Sl">{' also Tdble 12. 

Table 84. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3.7'\\, Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 

Supply (af) 5,200 S,200 :>,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,lOO 2,100 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 490 490 400 400 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 340 340 280 280 

Total Demand (a}) 4,610 4,610 :>,750 3,750 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92% 75% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 590 590 -62 -260 

Difference as % of Supply 11% 11 % -2% -7% 

Difference as % of Demand 

2020 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

410 

600 

280 

3,760 

74% 

-833 

-28% 

1. Supply In year 2010 and lheH'afkr 15 made up of up to 2,900 dfy Nr-..Hv1A 8roundwale>r, up to 300 afy NIpomo Valley Groul1tl\vatpr, and 

up to 2,000 afv supplE'm('ntdi WdlE'r. S(>(' also Tablf' 12. 

Table 85. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8";', Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

B1acklake Division (af) 480 480 370 :>70 

SOl Areas (af) 660 700 540 560 

In-l.ieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) bOO 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System l.oss (at) 360 3bO 290 290 

Total Delllilnd (a}) 4,800 4,840 'l,900 3,920 

DCllland as % of NOrI11al 92% 92% 74?'b 74% 

Difference' (Supply minus Demand) 400 :>60 -212 -430 

Differc'nce as % of Supply 8% 7°! I" -6% -12% 

Difference as % of DCllland WX) 7% _5 fX) -11% 

Supply Sufficient for Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes Yes " 

Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SPI Areas? No No '. Yes> , Yes,! 

2020 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

580 

600 

290 

:>,940 

74% 

-1,013 

-35 (X) 

-26 (X> 

No 
,Yes 

1. Supply 111 y"ar 2010 and t1wn~dftN IS mad" up of Lip to 2,900 dfy Nr-..li\1A groundwa!t~r, up to 300 afy NIpomo VaHey Crounciwdtcr, ,md 

up to 2,000 a!v <,uppll'nh'nlal wdtl'r. S(~(' al<;o Tabll> 12 

Table 86. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

High Density Assumption and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (al) 5,200 S,200 3,68fl 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 56% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,710 2,770 2,210 2,260 2,310 

Blacklake Division (af) 4flO 4S0 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (at) 7'l0 750 590 270 620 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 bOO 600 600 

Unaccountc>d System l.oss (at) 360 370 300 280 310 

Ii)tal Demand (a}) 4,880 4,970 4,070 3,780 4,210 

Den1and as (;1) of Norn1al 90% 90 f;1o 72~'{) 67% 74% 

I )ifference (Supply minus Demand) 320 2:>0 -382 -290 -1,2R:> 

Difference as % of Supply 6(;{) 4% -10% -8% -44% 

Difference as % of Demand 7% 5% -9% -8% -30% 

SupplY$~ent {'''0":0;.~ !i;;.¥il$..:: '"""yes'·'" ·",',1\10"';: 
,:,¥:e$~\ • Yes,'" I::Yes:ii' • lror 

1. Supply 111 yf'ar 2010 dmi therf'afh"r IS made up of up to 2,900 dfy NMMA grounchvdl(>r, up to}OO dfy ~\l1pomo Vdlky Croundwdter, dnd 

up to 2,000 afv supplpowntdi water. Sef' also TJblt> 12, 

Table 87. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

High Density Assumption and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 56% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 2,310 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 810 820 650 670 670 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) :>90 390 310 320 320 

Total Demand (!I}) 5,250 5,260 4,240 4,270 4,270 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92% 74% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -50 -60 -552 -780 -1,343 

Difference as % of Supply -1% -1% -15% -22% -46% 

Difference as % of Demand -1% -1% -13% -18% -31% 

,\,""'; I'::Y~.>" !;:,':Ye!l", 'Yes, <,:,\Ng·. i .\',I\Id:<,+\ 

Add'FSu'Pp~~fal S11 ",,::,:< 1!\YesYi' Yes::~ ·Y"lll} . ~y~s~ ,yeS':,·' 
1. Supply In year 2010 dnd thereaftf'r is molde up of up to 2,900 afy NMlvlA groundwdt(>r, up 10 }OO dfy NIpomo Valley Groundwater, and 

up to 2,000 dfv supplemental water. 5E>e .1150 Table 12. 

Table 88. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2020-

High Density Assumption and 7.8% Growth Rate 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Supply (af) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 56% 

Demand 

Town Division (af) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 2,310 

Blacklake Division (af) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (af) 1,070 1,120 880 900 920 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (af) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (af) 410 410 330 3'l0 340 

Fotal Demand (a}) 5,530 5,580 4,490 4,S10 4,540 

DClnand as % of NOrl11al 92% 92% 74% 74?,{) 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -330 -3S0 -R02 -1,020 -1,613 

Difference as % of Supply -6(:10 -7% -22% -29% -55% 

Difference iJS % of Dcrnand -6% -7?~ -18% -23% -36% 

Supply Sufficient fur Existin<> Service Area? : Yes Yes,: Yes No No 

Ad,J.'l Supplementnl Supply Needed for SOl Areas? Yes Yes, Yes Yes Yes 

1. ~upply In p'ar 2010 and there<lftel" IS mold,' up of up tn 2,900 <lfy N\l1\L\ groundwa\(>r, up to JOO dfy NIpomo Vall"v CroundwdlC'r, dnd 

up to 2,lX)O dfy suppll'nwnldl Welkr. Set' <1lso Llblp 12. 



Table 89. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses and 2.3% Growth Rate 

202] 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (.11) ~,2()() 5,200 3,688 3,.,190 

Supply as % of Projl'ct('d Nornlal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

B1acklake Division (al) 4110 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 350 360 270 280 

In-Lil'u NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System] ,oss (al) 330 330 270 270 

rotal Demand (aj) 4,460 4,470 3,610 3,620 

Dt'111and as % of NornlaJ 92% 92% 7::>% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 740 730 78 -130 

Diffen'ncc as % of Supply 14% 14(X) 2(}~) -4% 

Difference as % of Denland 17% I 10/ 2"' /0 -4% 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

:l70 

290 

600 

270 

3,630 

75% 

-703 

-24% 

-19% 

~SMffiCh!n~:$ervire Area? II ••.••• ...... YeS' Yes! 'Y'!i!S Yes. iNa' 
A Supply'Weededf9r SOl Areas? Ii No .. j N'O ~No. Yes, ·Yes 
1, Supply m Y('dr 2010 dnd tlwrPdftC'r 15 made up of up to 2,900 dfy Nl\1l\,JA groundv""dtf'r, up to JOO dfy NIpomo Valley Croundwakr, dnd 
up to 2,000 afy 5uppk'rlwntdi \.valcr. S('(' also Table 12. 

Table 90. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,6811 3,.,190 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 56% 
Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 2,100 

I3lacklake Division (.11) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 400 420 330 330 340 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 330 340 270 270 270 

Total Demand (aj) 4,510 4,540 3,670 3,670 3,680 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 93% 75% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 690 660 18 -180 -753 

Difference as % of Supply 13% 0% -5% -26% 

1. Supply In Yf'dr 2010 dnd lh(>f(,dfter IS made up of up to 2,900 afy NMMA groundwat('r, up to 300 dfy NIpomo Vallpy Croundwater, <'Inti 

up to 2,000 dry supplf'l1wntal wdter. 5<:"(> also Table 12. 

Table 91. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses and 7.8"/" Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (.11) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 4110 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 660 670 540 550 

In-] jeu NivlMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (.11) 360 360 290 290 

Total Demand (aj) 4,1l00 4,810 3,900 3,910 

Dell1and as % of Norn1al 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) .jOO 390 -212 -420 

Difference as % of Supply 8()! 
!<> WX) -6% -12% 

Difference as (X) of Den1and H% HOI /0 -5% -11 (Xl 

Supply Suffidentfor Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? No No Yes Yes, 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

560 

600 

290 

3,920 

74% 

-993 

-:14% 

-25% 

No 

Yes 

I. Supply m Y(,M 2010 and thN(>,lftC'r l~ madv up of up to 2,9(x) afy Nt\l\l/\ grounch,\'dll'r, up to 300 dfy NIpomo Vdlk'y Croundw,lter, and 
up to 2,000 dfy ~upp!l'mt'nldl waler. S{'(' "lso Tdbll~ 12. 

Table 92, Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3'1., Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100'% 71 {;Io 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (.11) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (.11) 480 4S0 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 500 500 350 410 

In-Lieu NivlivlA Croundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (aJ) 340 340 270 280 

Total Oemand (aj) 4,620 4,620 3,690 3,760 

Df'llland as % of Normal 92% 92 (Xl 73(;10 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 580 580 -2 -270 

Diffen'ncc' as % of Supply 11% 11% 0% -8% 

Difference as % of Dl'mand 13% 13% 0% -7% 

~ Area1.", ......... Xes<=: ___ YeS I Ye$ ,Yes 

A:dd'ISu Needed.£or.SOrf\\:l:~Il5? .• ,<,No Yes· iYes 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

410 

600 

280 

3,760 

74% 

-833 

-28% 

-22% 

:No· 
Yes 

1. Supply m YE'dr 2010 dnd therPdfkr is mdde up of lip to 2,900 dfy Nt"vl~·"tA gmundwdt('r, up to 3(X) dfy Nipomo Vdlll~y Cmundwatpr, and 

up to 2,000 dfy suppl(~menldl water. S<'e also'1 dbl~' 12 

Table 93. Projected Mutliple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3,7% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,61111 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67{Yo 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (al) 4RO 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 580 600 470 480 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 350 350 280 280 

Total Demand (aj) 4,710 4,730 3,820 3,830 

Demand as % of Nornla1 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 490 470 -132 -340 

Difference as % of Supply 9% 9% -4% -10% 

Difference as % of Demand 10% 10% -3(% -9% 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

500 

600 

290 

3,860 

75% 

-933 

-32% 

-24% 

E~s~; ... ·." .. · Yes .' '\::" '¥es, : .. NQ:· ,'" 
Md'I Sit lem.Qn'W S\lj:lPly N€ed~ .rotSOI Ar¢lI$? ~.; ..•.. ··.··No': No :: Yes) I : .. YeIi 

1. Supply lJ1 year 20lO dnd theredfter is made up of up to 2,900 afy Nl'vHvtA groundwatN, up to:\OO dfy Nipomo Valley Croundwa!pr, and 
up to 2,mO dfv suppipmcntdl waler. Sf'(, also Table 12. 

Table 94. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8"/" Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 10O<Xl 71% 67% 

Dcnland 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 4110 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 9RO 990 800 820 

In-Lieu NMivlA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 380 380 310 310 

Totol Dema"d (oj) 5,140 5,150 4,180 4,200 

l)cDland as {}L of Nornlal 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 60 50 -492 -710 

Difference as % of Supply 1% 1% -13% -20% 

Uj ffcrencc as % of DCInand 10/ !<> 1"' !O -12% -17% 

Suppl': Sufficient for Existing Service Area? ~ Yes Yes 

Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? Yes Yes 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

840 

600 

310 

... ,220 

74% 

-1,29') 

-44% 

-3'1 ~~) 

No 

Yes 

1. Supply In ),edr 2010 <md thcH~afh'r IS m,ldl' up of up 10 2,900 dfy Nlvl:--..tr\ !~rollnthv(ltl)r, up to 300 dfy Nipomo V"lh'\' Croundwdter, dnd 

up 10 2,(X)O ,lfy <;uppl,>mC'n!,11 \-vater. SeC' <11<;0 r"hle 12 

Table 95. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

High Density Assumption and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 (X) 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (.11) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (.11) H2O 830 650 670 

In-Lieu NivlivlA Groundwater Recharge (.11) 600 bOO 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (.11) 390 :190 :110 320 

rotal Demand (aj) 5,260 5,270 4,240 4,270 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92(;10 74{};) 74% 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

370 

690 

600 

320 

4,290 

74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -60 -70 -552 -7S0 -1,363 

llifferl'llce as % of Supply -1% -]% -15% -22% -47% 

Difference as % of Denland -1% -1 % -J:l% -18% -32% 

~~/ \/ /V", iiy", .'. y",\ Ii"", h./1iI~:C 
d¥id foiSQI 1;Arear>? . ··.··I,:·y~ l Yes ·YeSlc ···yes< 1.;\yeS' 

1. Supply If) Y('dl" 2010 "nd tberedftN IS mad~' up of up to 2,900 dfy NMMA groundwater, up to 300 dfy Nipomo Valley Croundwater, dnd 

up to 2,()00 dfy suppk>mt:'ntal Wdtpr. 5("'<' <'Ilso Llble 12. 

Table 96, Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

High Density Assumption and 3,7% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 

lllacklake Division (.11) 480 480 370 370 

SO] Areas (.11) 960 990 780 SOO 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 400 400 320 330 

Total Demand (aj) 5,410 5,.,140 4,380 4,410 

Denland as % of Norma1 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -210 -240 -692 -920 

Difference as % of Supply -4 (X> _SIX) -19% -26% 

Difference as % of Demand -4% -4% -16% -21 % 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

370 

810 

600 

330 

4,420 

74% 

-1,493 

-51% 

-34% 

SU1;!ply'Stuficlehtfcii; froSt1ng5eMceAre,i?, c; .•.•....• 1""Yes< I Yes; ":Yes No. " "\NQ· 
A'ti<l'l Suppl~ful Supplvll,leelied for sor Areilf>?.. '. ".)'ills"·'· Y~',. \;\y~ .. Yes: . Yes: 
1. Supply If) YCdr 2010 and tlwreaftE'r IS madE' up of up to 2,9(X) dfy Nl\fHvlA r;roundwdler, up to 300 afy Nipomo Vdll('y Croundwai(>r, <md 

up to 2,(XX) dfy supplemental water. Y>e also rab!p 12. 

Table 97. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

High Density Assumption and 7,8% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl An'as (al) 1,580 l,GOO 1,290 1,320 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted Systl'm Loss (al) 450 450 370 370 

Total Demand (aj) 6,080 6,100 4,940 4,970 

Dcnland as % of Nornlul 92(}~) 91% 74% 73% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -RSO -900 -1,252 -lAHO 

Difference as (;,i) of Supply -17% -17% -34(,'10 -42?<) 

Difference as % of Dernand -14% -15% -25 fX) -30% 

Supply Suffi(:ient for Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes No 

Add't Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? Yes Yes Yes I·' Yes 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

370 

1.350 

600 

370 

5,000 

73% 

-2,073 

-7'1% 

-41% 

No 

Yes 

I. Supply 1I1 year 2010 and tlwn~dfh'r IS !11dd(' up of up to 2,900 ary 1\1\lI'd/\ groundw<1it'r, up to 3(Xl dry NlP()J110 Vdlle~' Croundwc1tt~rf ,llld 

up tn 2,OO{) ,lfy <;upph.'!lwnlal Wdtl'r. c.;('t~ .11<;0 r,lb!l' 12. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

Table 89. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses and 2.3% Growth Rate 

202] 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (.11) ~,2()() 5,200 3,688 3,.,190 

Supply as % of Projl'ct('d Nornlal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

B1acklake Division (al) 4110 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 350 360 270 280 

In-Lil'u NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System] ,oss (al) 330 330 270 270 

rotal Demand (aj) 4,460 4,470 3,610 3,620 

Dt'111and as % of NornlaJ 92% 92% 7::>% 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 740 730 78 -130 

Diffen'ncc as % of Supply 14% 14(X) 2(}~) -4% 

Difference as % of Denland 17% I 10/ 2"' /0 -4% 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

:l70 

290 

600 

270 

3,630 

75% 

-703 

-24% 

-19% 

~SMffiCh!n~:$ervire Area? II ••.••• ...... YeS' Yes! 'Y'!i!S Yes. iNa' 
A Supply'Weededf9r SOl Areas? Ii No .. j N'O ~No. Yes, ·Yes 
1, Supply m Y('dr 2010 dnd tlwrPdftC'r 15 made up of up to 2,900 dfy Nl\1l\,JA groundv""dtf'r, up to JOO dfy NIpomo Valley Croundwakr, dnd 
up to 2,000 afy 5uppk'rlwntdi \.valcr. S('(' also Table 12. 

Table 90. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-
Assuming Existing Land Uses and 3.7% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,6811 3,.,190 2,927 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 56% 
Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 2,100 

I3lacklake Division (.11) 480 480 370 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 400 420 330 330 340 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 330 340 270 270 270 

Total Demand (aj) 4,510 4,540 3,670 3,670 3,680 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 93% 75% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 690 660 18 -180 -753 

Difference as % of Supply 13% 0% -5% -26% 

1. Supply In Yf'dr 2010 dnd lh(>f(,dfter IS made up of up to 2,900 afy NMMA groundwat('r, up to 300 dfy NIpomo Vallpy Croundwater, <'Inti 

up to 2,000 dry supplf'l1wntal wdter. 5<:"(> also Table 12. 

Table 91. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses and 7.8"/" Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (.11) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 4110 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 660 670 540 550 

In-] jeu NivlMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (.11) 360 360 290 290 

Total Demand (aj) 4,1l00 4,810 3,900 3,910 

Dell1and as % of Norn1al 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) .jOO 390 -212 -420 

Difference as % of Supply 8()! 
!<> WX) -6% -12% 

Difference as (X) of Den1and H% HOI /0 -5% -11 (Xl 

Supply Suffidentfor Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? No No Yes Yes, 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

560 

600 

290 

3,920 

74% 

-993 

-:14% 

-25% 

No 

Yes 

I. Supply m Y(,M 2010 and thN(>,lftC'r l~ madv up of up to 2,9(x) afy Nt\l\l/\ grounch,\'dll'r, up to 300 dfy NIpomo Vdlk'y Croundw,lter, and 
up to 2,000 dfy ~upp!l'mt'nldl waler. S{'(' "lso Tdbll~ 12. 

Table 92, Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 2.3'1., Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100'% 71 {;Io 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (.11) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (.11) 480 4S0 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 500 500 350 410 

In-Lieu NivlivlA Croundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (aJ) 340 340 270 280 

Total Oemand (aj) 4,620 4,620 3,690 3,760 

Df'llland as % of Normal 92% 92 (Xl 73(;10 75% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 580 580 -2 -270 

Diffen'ncc' as % of Supply 11% 11% 0% -8% 

Difference as % of Dl'mand 13% 13% 0% -7% 

~ Area1.", ......... Xes<=: ___ YeS I Ye$ ,Yes 

A:dd'ISu Needed.£or.SOrf\\:l:~Il5? .• ,<,No Yes· iYes 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

410 

600 

280 

3,760 

74% 

-833 

-28% 

-22% 

:No· 
Yes 

1. Supply m YE'dr 2010 dnd therPdfkr is mdde up of lip to 2,900 dfy Nt"vl~·"tA gmundwdt('r, up to 3(X) dfy Nipomo Vdlll~y Cmundwatpr, and 

up to 2,000 dfy suppl(~menldl water. S<'e also'1 dbl~' 12 

Table 93. Projected Mutliple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 3,7% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,61111 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67{Yo 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (al) 4RO 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 580 600 470 480 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 350 350 280 280 

Total Demand (aj) 4,710 4,730 3,820 3,830 

Demand as % of Nornla1 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 490 470 -132 -340 

Difference as % of Supply 9% 9% -4% -10% 

Difference as % of Demand 10% 10% -3(% -9% 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

500 

600 

290 

3,860 

75% 

-933 

-32% 

-24% 

E~s~; ... ·." .. · Yes .' '\::" '¥es, : .. NQ:· ,'" 
Md'I Sit lem.Qn'W S\lj:lPly N€ed~ .rotSOI Ar¢lI$? ~.; ..•.. ··.··No': No :: Yes) I : .. YeIi 

1. Supply lJ1 year 20lO dnd theredfter is made up of up to 2,900 afy Nl'vHvtA groundwatN, up to:\OO dfy Nipomo Valley Croundwa!pr, and 
up to 2,mO dfv suppipmcntdl waler. Sf'(, also Table 12. 

Table 94. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

Assuming Existing Land Uses with Amendments and 7.8"/" Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 10O<Xl 71% 67% 

Dcnland 

Town Division (al) 2,700 2,700 2,100 2,100 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 4110 370 370 

SOl Areas (al) 9RO 990 800 820 

In-Lieu NMivlA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 380 380 310 310 

Totol Dema"d (oj) 5,140 5,150 4,180 4,200 

l)cDland as {}L of Nornlal 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) 60 50 -492 -710 

Difference as % of Supply 1% 1% -13% -20% 

Uj ffcrencc as % of DCInand 10/ !<> 1"' !O -12% -17% 

Suppl': Sufficient for Existing Service Area? ~ Yes Yes 

Add'l Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? Yes Yes 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,100 

370 

840 

600 

310 

... ,220 

74% 

-1,29') 

-44% 

-3'1 ~~) 

No 

Yes 

1. Supply In ),edr 2010 <md thcH~afh'r IS m,ldl' up of up 10 2,900 dfy Nlvl:--..tr\ !~rollnthv(ltl)r, up to 300 dfy Nipomo V"lh'\' Croundwdter, dnd 

up 10 2,(X)O ,lfy <;uppl,>mC'n!,11 \-vater. SeC' <11<;0 r"hle 12 

Table 95. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

High Density Assumption and 2.3% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 (X) 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (.11) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl Areas (.11) H2O 830 650 670 

In-Lieu NivlivlA Groundwater Recharge (.11) 600 bOO 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (.11) 390 :190 :110 320 

rotal Demand (aj) 5,260 5,270 4,240 4,270 

Demand as % of Normal 92% 92(;10 74{};) 74% 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

370 

690 

600 

320 

4,290 

74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -60 -70 -552 -7S0 -1,363 

llifferl'llce as % of Supply -1% -]% -15% -22% -47% 

Difference as % of Denland -1% -1 % -J:l% -18% -32% 

~~/ \/ /V", iiy", .'. y",\ Ii"", h./1iI~:C 
d¥id foiSQI 1;Arear>? . ··.··I,:·y~ l Yes ·YeSlc ···yes< 1.;\yeS' 

1. Supply If) Y('dl" 2010 "nd tberedftN IS mad~' up of up to 2,900 dfy NMMA groundwater, up to 300 dfy Nipomo Valley Croundwater, dnd 

up to 2,()00 dfy suppk>mt:'ntal Wdtpr. 5("'<' <'Ilso Llble 12. 

Table 96, Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

High Density Assumption and 3,7% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71% 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 

lllacklake Division (.11) 480 480 370 370 

SO] Areas (.11) 960 990 780 SOO 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted System Loss (al) 400 400 320 330 

Total Demand (aj) 5,410 5,.,140 4,380 4,410 

Denland as % of Norma1 92% 92% 74% 74% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -210 -240 -692 -920 

Difference as % of Supply -4 (X> _SIX) -19% -26% 

Difference as % of Demand -4% -4% -16% -21 % 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

370 

810 

600 

330 

4,420 

74% 

-1,493 

-51% 

-34% 

SU1;!ply'Stuficlehtfcii; froSt1ng5eMceAre,i?, c; .•.•....• 1""Yes< I Yes; ":Yes No. " "\NQ· 
A'ti<l'l Suppl~ful Supplvll,leelied for sor Areilf>?.. '. ".)'ills"·'· Y~',. \;\y~ .. Yes: . Yes: 
1. Supply If) YCdr 2010 and tlwreaftE'r IS madE' up of up to 2,9(X) dfy Nl\fHvlA r;roundwdler, up to 300 afy Nipomo Vdll('y Croundwai(>r, <md 

up to 2,(XX) dfy supplemental water. Y>e also rab!p 12. 

Table 97. Projected Multiple-Dry Year Water Supply and Demand Comparison For Year Ending 2025-

High Density Assumption and 7,8% Growth Rate 

2021 2022 2023 2024 

Supply (al) 5,200 5,200 3,688 3,490 

Supply as % of Projected Normal 100% 100% 71 % 67% 

Demand 

Town Division (al) 2,970 2,970 2,310 2,310 

Blacklake Division (al) 480 480 370 370 

SOl An'as (al) 1,580 l,GOO 1,290 1,320 

In-Lieu NMMA Groundwater Recharge (al) 600 600 600 600 

Unaccounted Systl'm Loss (al) 450 450 370 370 

Total Demand (aj) 6,080 6,100 4,940 4,970 

Dcnland as % of Nornlul 92(}~) 91% 74% 73% 

Difference (Supply minus Demand) -RSO -900 -1,252 -lAHO 

Difference as (;,i) of Supply -17% -17% -34(,'10 -42?<) 

Difference as % of Dernand -14% -15% -25 fX) -30% 

Supply Suffi(:ient for Existing Service Area? Yes Yes Yes No 

Add't Supplemental Supply Needed for SOl Areas? Yes Yes Yes I·' Yes 

2025 

2,927 

56% 

2,310 

370 

1.350 

600 

370 

5,000 

73% 

-2,073 

-7'1% 

-41% 

No 

Yes 

I. Supply 1I1 year 2010 and tlwn~dfh'r IS !11dd(' up of up to 2,900 ary 1\1\lI'd/\ groundw<1it'r, up to 3(Xl dry NlP()J110 Vdlle~' Croundwc1tt~rf ,llld 

up tn 2,OO{) ,lfy <;upph.'!lwnlal Wdtl'r. c.;('t~ .11<;0 r,lb!l' 12. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2006-963 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
OF THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

ADOPTION BY THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT OF 
ITS URBAN WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN 2005 UPDATE 

On the motion by Director Winn, seconded by Director Trotter, and on the following roll call vote, to 
wit: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

Directors Winn, Trotter, Wirsing, Vierheilig 
None 
None 
Director Eby 

The foregoing resolution is hereby adopted this 25th day of January, 2006. 

ATTEST: 

Donna K. Johnso 
Secretary to the B 

awrence Vierheilig, President \ 
Nipomo Community Services Distr 

T:\BOARD MATTERS\RESOLUTIONS\RESOLUTIONS 2006\2006-UWMP Update JS.doc 
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................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 
RESOLUTION NO. 2006·963 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
OF THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

ADOPTION BY THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT OF 
ITS URBAN WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN 2005 UPDATE 

; 

i 
; 

~i~: the motion by Director Winn, seconded by Director Trotter, and on the following roll call vote, to I 
; 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

Directors Winn, Trotter, Wirsing, Vierheilig 
None 
None 
Director Eby 

The foregoing resolution is hereby adopted this 251h day of January, 2006. 

ATTEST: 

Donna K. Johnso 
Secretary to the Bb 

awrence Vierheilig, President 
Nipomo Community Services Dis!r 

T:\BOARD MATIERS\RESOLUTIONS\RESOLUTIONS 2{)06\2QOS.UWMP Updale JS.doc 
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9.0 ACRONYMS 

Act  Urban Water Management Plan Act 

af  acre-feet 

afy  acre-feet per year 

CEQA  California Environmental Quality Act 

CII  commercial, industrial, and institutional 

CIMIS  California Irrigation Management Information System 

DMMs  demand management measures 

DWR  California Department of Water Resources 

ETo  Evapotranspiration 

gpcd  gallons per capita per day 

HSA  Hydrologic Sub-Area 

LAFCO Local Agency Formation Commission 

MOU  Memorandum of Understanding 

NCSD  Nipomo Community Services District 

NMMA Nipomo Mesa Management Area 

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

SOI  Sphere of Influence 

Stipulation Settlement Stipulation in the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin Litigation 

SWP  State Water Project 

TDS  total dissolved solids 

UWMP Urban Water Management Plan  

WRCC  Western Regional Climate Center 

WY  Water Year 
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Appendix A 
2005 Urban Water Management Plan Checklist 

 
Coordination with Appropriate Agencies (Water Code §10620 (d)(1)(2))  
 Yes No 
   Participated in area, regional, watershed or basin wide plan Not Applicable   
   Describe the coordination of the plan preparation and anticipated benefits Chapter 1, Section 1.1.2, pages 1 to 4   
 
Describe the resource maximization/import minimization plan (Water Code §10620 (h))  
   Describe how water management tools/options maximize resources & minimize Chapter 2, Section 2.7, page 32   

need to import water 
 
Plant Updated in Years Ending in Five and Zero (Water Code §10621 (a))  
   Date updated and adopted plan received        (enter date)  Chapter 7, Section 7.1, page 91   
 
City and County Notification and Participation (Water Code §10621 (b))  
   Notify any city or county within service area of UWMP of plan review & revision Chapter 1, Section 1.1.2, pages 1 to 4   
   Consult and obtain comments from cities and counties within service area Chapter 1, Section 1.1.2, pages 1 to 4   
 
Service Area Information (Water Code §10631 (a))  
   Include current and projected population Chapter 1, Section 1.2.2, pages 2, 9-11   
   Population projections were based on data from state, regional or local agency Chapter 1, Section 1.2.2, pages 2, 9-11   
   Describe climate characteristics that affect water management Chapter 1, Section 1.2.3, pages 11-12   
   Describe other demographic factors affecting water management Chapter 1, Section 1.2, pages 2, 5, 7, 9-11  

 
Water Sources  (Water Code §10631 (b))  
   Identify existing and planned water supply sources Chapter 2, Sections 2.1 to 2.4, pages 13 to 27  
   Provide current water supply quantities Chapter 2, Section 2.4, page 27   
   Provide planned water supply quantities Chapter 2, Section 2.4, page 27   
 
If Groundwater identified as existing or planned source (Water Code §10631 (b)(1-4))  
   Has management plan Not Applicable   
   Attached management plan (b)(1) Not Applicable   
   Description of basin(s) (b)(2) Chapter 2, Sections 2.1 and 2.3.1, pages 13-20, 26-27  
   Basin is adjudicated Chapter 2, Sections 2.1 and 2.3.1, pages 13-20, 26-27  
   If adjudicated, attached order or decree (b)(2) Appendix B   
   Quantified amount of legal pumping right (b)(2) Chapter 2, Sections 2.1 and 2.3.1, pages 13-20, 26-27  
   Analysis of location, amount & sufficiency, last five years (b)(3) Chapter 2, Sections 2.2 and 2.5, pages 20-23 and 27-31  
   Analysis of location & amount projected, 20 years (b)(4) Chapter 2, Sections 2.2 and 2.5, pages 20-23 and 27  
 
Reliability of Supply (Water Code §10631 (c)(1-3))  
   Describe the reliability of the water supply and vulnerability to seasonal or climatic shortage Chapter 2, Section 2.5, pages 27-32   
 
Water Sources Not Available on a Consistent Basis (Water Code §10631 (c))  
   Describe the reliability of the water supply due to seasonal or climatic shortages Not Applicable   
   Describe the vulnerability of the water supply to seasonal or climatic shortages Not Applicable   
   Describe plans to supplement/replace inconsistent sources with alternative sources/DMMs Not Applicable   
 
Transfer or Exchange Opportunities (Water Code §10631 (d))  
   Describe short term and long term exchange or transfer opportunities Chapter 2, Section 2.3, page 24-27   
 
Water Use Provisions (Water Code §10631 (e) (1-2))  
   Quantify past water use by sector Chapter 3, Section 3.1, page 34   
   Quantify current water use by sector Chapter 3, Section 3.1, page 34   
   Project future water use by sector Chapter 3, Section 3.1, page 34 to 46   
   Identify and quantify sales to other agencies Not Applicable   
   Identify and quantify additional water uses Chapter 3, Section 3.1.2, page 47-48   
 
Demand Management Measures (Water Code §10631 (f)(g))  
   Agency is a CUWCC member Not Applicable   
   Annual BMP reports provided and considered completed by CUWCC website Not Applicable   
 
Planned Water Supply Projects and Programs (Water Code §10631 (h))  
   Detailed description of expected future supply projects & programs Chapter 2, Section 2.3, page 24-27   
   Timeline for each proposed project Chapter 2, Section 2.3, page 24-27   
   Quantification of each projects normal yield (AFY) Chapter 2, Section 2.5, page 31-32   
   Quantification of each projects single dry-year yield (AFY) Chapter 2, Section 2.5, page 31-32   
   Quantification of each projects multiple dry-year yield (AFY) Chapter 2, Section 2.5, page 31-32   
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Opportunities for development of desalinated water (Water Code §10631 (i))  
 Yes No 
   Describes opportunities for development of desalinated water, including, but not  Chapter 2, Section 2.6, pages 32-33   

limited to, ocean water, brackish water, and groundwater, as a long-term supply 
   
If Supplier receives or projects receiving water from a wholesale supplier (Water Code §10631 (k))  
   Agency receives, or projects receiving, wholesale water Not Applicable   
   Agency provided written demand projections to wholesaler, 20 years Not Applicable   
   Wholesaler provided written water availability projections, by source, to agency, 20 years Not Applicable   

(if agency served by more than one wholesaler, duplicate this table and provide the source 
availability for each wholesaler) 

   Reliability of wholesale supply provided in writing by wholesale agency Not Applicable   
(if agency served by more than one wholesaler, duplicate this table and provide the 
source availability for each wholesaler 

 
Water Shortage Contingency Plan Section (Water Code §10632)  
Stages of Action (Water Code §10632 (a))  
   Provide stages of action Chapter 4, Section 4.1, pages 59-61   
   Provide the water supply conditions for each stage Chapter 4, Section 4.1, pages 59-61   
   Includes plan for 50 percent supply shortage Chapter 4, Section 4.1, pages 59-61   
 
Three-Year Minimum Water Supply (Water Code §10632 (b))  
   Identifies driest 3-year period Chapter 4, Section 4.3, page 62   
   Minimum water supply available by source for the next three years Chapter 4, Section 4.3, page 62   
 
Preparation for catastrophic water supply interruption (Water Code §10632 (c))  
   Provided catastrophic supply interruption plan Chapter 4, Section 4.4, page 63-65   
 
Prohibitions  (Water Code §10632 (d))  
   List the mandatory prohibitions against specific water use practices during water shortages Chapter 4, Section 4.1, pages 59-61 and Appendix C  
 
Consumption Reduction Methods (Water Code §10632 (e))  
   List the consumption reduction methods the water supplier will use to reduce water use in the Chapter 4, Section 4.1, page 61   

most restrictive stages with up to a 50% reduction. 
 
Penalties   (Water Code §10632 (f))  
   List excessive use penalties or charges for excessive use Chapter 4, Section 4.1, page 59   
 
Revenue and Expenditure Impacts (Water Code §10632 (g))  
   Describe how actions and conditions impact revenues Chapter 4, Section 4.5, page 65   
   Describe how actions and conditions impact expenditures Chapter 4, Section 4.5, page 65   
   Describe measures to overcome the revenue and expenditure impacts Chapter 4, Section 4.5, page 65   
 
Water Shortage Contingency Ordinance/Resolution (Water Code §10632 (h))  
   Attach a copy of the draft water shortage contingency resolution or ordinance. Chapter 4, Section 4.6, page 66 and Appendix C  
 
Reduction Measuring Mechanism (Water Code §10632 (i))  
   Provided mechanisms for determining actual reductions Chapter 4, Section 4.2, page 62   
 
Recycling Plan Agency Coordination (Water Code §10633)  
   Describe the coordination of the recycling plan preparation information to the Chapter 5, page 67   

extent available. 
 
Wastewater System Description (Water Code §10633 (a))  
   Describe the wastewater collection and treatment systems in the supplier's service area Chapter 5, page 67   
   Quantify the volume of wastewater collected and treated Chapter 5, page 67   
 
Wastewater Disposal and Recycled Water Uses (Water Code §10633 (a-d))  
   Describes methods of wastewater disposal Chapter 5, page 67   
   Describes the current type, place and use of recycled water Chapter 5, page 67   
   Describe and quantify potential uses of recycled water Chapter 5, page 67   
   Determination of technical and economic feasibility of serving the potential uses Chapter 5, page 67   
   
 
Projected Uses of Recycled Water (Water Code §10633 (e))  
   Projected use of recycled water, 20 years Chapter 5, page 67   
   Compare UWMP 2000 projections with UWMP 2005 actual Not Applicable, no 2000 UWMP   
 
Plan to Optimize Use of Recycled Water (Water Code §10633 (f))  
   Describe actions that might be taken to encourage recycled water uses Chapter 5, page 67   
   Describe projected results of these actions in terms of acre-feet of recycled water used per year Chapter 5, page 67   
   Provide a recycled water use optimization plan which includes actions to facilitate the use Chapter 5, page 67   

of recycled water (dual distribution systems, promote recirculating uses) 
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Water quality impacts on availability of supply (Water Code §10634)  
   Discusses water quality impacts (by source) upon water management strategies Chapter 2, Section 2.5.3, pages 29, 31   

and supply reliability 
 
Supply and Demand Comparison to 20 Years (Water Code §10635 (a))  
   Compare the projected single-dry year water supply to projected normal water use Chapter 6, Section 6.2, pages 68 and 79  

over the next 20 years, in 5-year increments. 
 
Supply and Demand Comparison: Single-dry Year Scenario (Water Code §10635 (a))  
   Compare the projected single-dry year water supply to projected single-dry year water use Chapter 6, Section 6.2, pages 68, 72, and 81  

over the next 20 years, in 5-year increments. 
 
Supply and Demand Comparison: Multiple-dry Year Scenario (Water Code §10635 (a))  
   Project a multiple-dry year period (as identified in Table 9) occurring between 2006-2010 Chapter 6, Section 6.3.1, pages 73, 75, and 83  

and compare projected supply and demand during those years 
   Project a multiple-dry year period (as identified in Table 9) occurring between 2011-2015 Chapter 6, Section 6.3.2, pages 75 and 85  

and compare projected supply and demand during those years 
   Project a multiple-dry year period (as identified in Table 9) occurring between 2016-2020 Chapter 6, Section 6.3.3, pages 75, 76, and 87  

and compare projected supply and demand during those years 
   Project a multiple-dry year period (as identified in Table 9) occurring between 2021-2025 Chapter 6, Section 6.3.4, pages 76 and 89  

and compare projected supply and demand during those years 
 
Provision of Water Service Reliability section to cities/counties within service area (Water Code §10635 (b))  
   Provided Water Service Reliability section of UWMP to cities and counties within which it provides To be provided with Final UWMP   

water supplies within 60 days of UWMP submission to DWR 
 
Does the Plan Include Public Participation and Plan Adoption (Water Code §10642)  
   Attach a copy of adoption resolution Chapter 7, Section 7.1, page 91   
   Encourage involvement of social, cultural & economic community groups Chapter 1, Section 1.1.2, pages 1-4   
   Plan available for public inspection Transmittal Letter of Final UWMP   
   Provide proof of public hearing Transmittal Letter of Final UWMP   
   Provided meeting notice to local governments Transmittal Letter of Final UWMP   
 
Review of implementation of 2000 UWMP (Water Code §10643)  
   Reviewed implementation plan and schedule of 2000 UWMP Not Applicable, no 2000 UWMP   
   Implemented in accordance with the schedule set forth in plan Not Applicable, no 2000 UWMP   
 
Provision of 2005 UWMP to local governments (Water Code §10644 (a))  
   Provide 2005 UWMP to DWR, and cities and counties within 30 days of adoption Transmittal Letter of Final UWMP   
 
Does the plan or correspondence accompanying it show where it is available for public review (Water Code §10645)  
   Does UWMP or correspondence accompanying it show where it is available Transmittal Letter of Final UWMP   

for public review 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

SANT A MARIA V ALLEY WATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CITY OF SANTAMARIA, et aI., 

Defendants. 

) SANTA MARIA GROUNDWATER 
) LITIGATION 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Lead Case No. CV 770214 
(CONSOLIDATED FOR ALL PURPOSES) 

[Consolidated With Case Numbers: 

~-------------) 

CV 784900; CV 785509; CV 785522; 
CV 787150; CV 784921; CV 785511; 
CV 785936; CV 787151; CV 784926; 
CV 785515; CV 786791; CV 787152; 
CV 036410] 

AND RELATED CROSS-ACTIONS AND 
ACTIONS CONSOLIDATED FOR ALL 
PURPOSES 

) 
) 
) 

San Luis Obispo County Superior Court Case 
Nos. 990738 and 990739 

[Assigned to Judge Jack Komar for All 
Purposes] 

STIPULATION (JUNE 30, 2005 VERSION) 

SB 375327 vI :0067740076: 6/30/05 STIPULATION (06/30/05) 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

SANT A MARIA V ALLEY WATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CITY OF SANTAMARIA, et aI., 

Defendants. 

) SANTA MARIA GROUNDWATER 
) LITIGATION 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Lead Case No. CV 770214 
(CONSOLIDATED FOR ALL PURPOSES) 
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~-------------) 
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CV 787150; CV 784921; CV 785511; 
CV 785936; CV 787151; CV 784926; 
CV 785515; CV 786791; CV 787152; 
CV 036410] 

AND RELATED CROSS-ACTIONS AND 
ACTIONS CONSOLIDATED FOR ALL 
PURPOSES 

) 
) 
) 

San Luis Obispo County Superior Court Case 
Nos. 990738 and 990739 

[Assigned to Judge Jack Komar for All 
Purposes] 
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1 I. INTRODUCTION -- ALL MANAGEMENT AREAS 

2 The Stipulating Parties hereby stipulate and agree to entry of judgment containing the 

3 terms and conditions of this Stipulation. 

4 

5 

A. 

1. 

Parties and Jurisdiction 

Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant Santa Maria Valley Water Conservation District 

6 ("District") is a water conservation district organized under Califomia Water Code section 74000, 

7 et seq. The District does not pump Groundwater from the Basin. 

8 2. Defendants, Cross-Complainants and Cross-Defendants the City of Santa Maria 

9 ("Santa Maria"), City of Guadalupe ("Guadalupe"), Southem Califomia Water Company 

10 ("SCWC"), Nipomo Community Services District ("NCSD"), Rural Water Company ("RWC"), 

11 City of Arroyo Grande ("Arroyo Grande"), City of Pismo Beach ("Pismo Beach"), City of Grover 

12 Beach ("Grover Beach") and Oceano Community Services District ("Oceano") rely, in part, on 

13 Groundwater to provide public water service to customers within the Basin. 

14 3. Cross-Defendant County of San Luis Obispo ("San Luis Obispo") is a subdivision 

15 of the State of Califol11ia. Cross-Defendant San Luis Obispo County Flood Control and Water 

16 Conservation District ("SLO District") is a public entity organized pursuant to the laws of the 

17 State of Califol11ia. Neither San Luis Obispo nor SLO District pumps Groundwater from the 

18 Basin. 

19 4. Cross-Defendant County of Santa Barbara ("Santa Barbara") is a subdivision of 

20 the State of Califol11ia. Santa Barbara does not pump Groundwater from the Basin. 

21 5. Numerous other Cross-Defendants and Cross-Complainants are Overlying 

22 Owners. Many of these Overlying Owners pump Groundwater from the Basin, while others do 

23 not currently exercise their Overlying Rights. Those Overlying Owners who are Stipulating 

24 Parties are identified on Exhibit "A". 

25 6. This action presents an inter se adjudication of the claims alleged between and 

26 among all Parties. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action and over the 

27 Parties herein. 
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1 B. Further Trial 

2 The Stipulating Parties recognize that not all Parties have entered into this Stipulation and 

3 that a trial will be necessary as to all non-Stipulating Parties. No Stipulating Party shall interfere 

4 or oppose the effort of any other Stipulating Party in the preparation and conduct of any such 

5 trial. All Stipulating Parties agree to cooperate and coordinate their effOlis in any trial or hearing 

6 necessary to obtain entry of a judgment containing the terms and conditions of this Stipulation. 

7 No Stipulating Party shall have any obligation to contribute financially to any future trial. 

c. Definitions 8 

9 

10 

As used in this Stipulation, the following temlS shall have the meanings herein set forth: 

1. Annual or Year - That period beginning January 1 and ending December 

11 31. 

12 2. Annual Report - The report prepared and filed with the Court ammally for 

13 each Management Area. 

14 3. Appropriative Rights - The right to use surplus Native Groundwater for 

15 reasonable and beneficial use. 

16 4. Available State Water Project Water - The amount of SWP Water an 

17 Importer is entitled to receive in a given Year based upon the Califomia Depmiment of Water 

18 Resources final Table A allocation. 

19 5. Basin - The groundwater basin described in the Phase I and II orders of the 

20 COUli, as modified, and presented in Exhibit "B". 

21 6. Developed Water - Groundwater derived from human intervention as of 

22 the date of this Stipulation, which shall be limited to Twitchell Yield, Lopez Water, Return 

23 Flows, and recharge resulting from storm water percolation ponds. 

24 7. Groundwater - Twitchell Yield, Lopez Water, Retum Flows, stonn water 

25 percolation, Native Groundwater and all other recharge percolating within the Basin. 

26 8. Importer(s) - Any Pmiy who brings Imported Water into the Basin. At the 

27 date of this Stipulation, the Importers are Santa Maria, SCWC, Guadalupe, Pismo Beach, and 

28 Oceano. 
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1 9. Imported Water - Water within the Basin, originating outside the Basin 

2 that absent human intervention would not recharge or be used in the Basin. 

3 10. Lopez Project - Lopez Dam and Reservoir located on Arroyo Grande 

4 Creek, together with the associated water treatment plant, delivery pipeline and all associated 

5 facilities, pursuant to State Water Resources Control Board permit No. 12814 (A-18375) and 

6 pending application No. A-30826. 

7 11. Lopez Water - Groundwater within the Basin derived from the operation of 

8 the Lopez Project. 

9 12. Management Areas - The three areas within the Basin that have sufficient 

10 distinguishing characteristics to pennit the water resources and facilities of each area to be 

11 individually managed. The Management Areas are: the Northem Cities Management Area, the 

12 Nipomo Mesa Management Area, and the Santa Maria Valley Management Area, as shown on 

13 Exhibit "C". 

14 13. Management Area Engineer - The individual(s) or consulting firm(s) that 

15 are hired to prepare the Monitoring Planes) and AImual Report(s) for one or more of the 

16 Management Areas. 

17 14. Monitoring Parties - Those Parties responsible for conducting and funding 

18 each Monitoring Program. 

19 15. Monitoring Program - The data collection and analysis program to be con-

20 ducted within each Management Area sufficient to allow the preparation of the AImual Report. 

21 16. Native Groundwater - Groundwater within the Basin, not derived from 

22 human intervention, that replenishes the Basin through precipitation, stream chmmel infiltration, 

23 tributary nmoff, or other natural processes. 

24 17. New Developed Water - Groundwater derived from human intervention 

25 through programs or projects implemented after the date of this Stipulation. 

26 18. New Urban Uses Municipal and industrial use which may occur on land 

27 that, as of January 1, 2005, was located: 1) within the boundaries of a municipality or its sphere of 

28 influence, or within the process of inclusion in its sphere of influence; or 2) within the certificated 
- 3 -
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1 service area of a publicly regulated utility. The New Urban Use areas are identified in Exhibit 

2 "D". New Urban Uses does not include the current DJ Farms development within Guadalupe 

3 City limits (including Santa Barbara County APN 113-080-18, 113-080-24). 

4 19. Nipomo Mesa Management Area or NMMA - That Management Area 

5 shown on Exhibit "C". 

6 20. Nipomo Mesa Management Area Technical Group The committee 

7 fon11ed to administer the relevant provisions of the Stipulation regarding the Nipomo Mesa 

8 Management Area. 

9 21. Northern Cities Management Area - That Management Area which is part 

10 of Zone #3 of the San Luis Obispo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District as 

11 shown on Exhibit "C". 

12 22. Northern Cities - Arroyo Grande, Pismo Beach, Grover Beach and 

13 Oceano. 

14 23. Northern Parties - The Northern Cities, the Overlying Owners within the 

15 Northern Cities Management Area, San Luis Obispo and the SLO District. 

16 24. Overlying Right - The appurtenant right of an Overlying Owner to use 

17 Native Groundwater for overlying, reasonable and beneficial use. 

18 25. Overlying Owner(s) - Owners of land overlying the Basin who hold an 

19 Overlying Right. 

20 26. Party - Each Person in this consolidated action, whether a StipUlating 

21 Party or a non-Stipulating Party. 

22 27. Person - Any natural person, fil111, association, organization, joint venture, 

23 partnership, business, trust, corporation, or public entity. 

24 28. Public Hearing - A hearing after notice to all Pmiies and to any other 

25 person legally entitled to notice. 

26 29. Return Flows Groundwater derived from use and recharge within the 

27 Basin of water delivered through State Water Project facilities. 
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1 30. Santa Maria Vallev Management Area That Management Area shown on 

2 Exhibit "C". 

3 31. Severe Water Shortage Conditions - Those conditions, as separately 

4 defined in a Severe Water Shortage Response Plan for each Management Area, that trigger 

5 certain discretionary and mandatory responses by the Stipulating Parties upon order of the Court. 

6 32. Severe Water Shortage Response Plan - The discretionary and mandatory 

7 responses for each Management Area that are to be implemented when Severe Water Shortage 

8 Conditions exist. 

9 33. State Water Project Water or SWP Water - Water imported through the 

10 State of Califomia State Water Resources Development System pursuant to Division 6, Part 6, 

11 Chapter 8, of the Califomia Water Code. 

12 34. Stipulating Party - A Party that has signed this Stipulation, as listed in 

13 Exhibit "A", or its heirs, executors, administrators, trustees, successors, assigns, and agents. 

14 35. Storage Space - The portion of the Basin capable of holding water for sub-

15 sequent reasonable and beneficial uses. 

16 36. SWP Contract(s) - Those series of contracts that entitle the Importers to 

17 use SWP facilities to bring Imported Water into the Basin. 

18 37. Twitchell Management Authority or TMA - The committee fonned to 

19 administer the relevant provisions of the Stipulation regarding the Santa Maria Valley Manage-

20 ment Area. 

21 38. Twitchell Participants - Those Stipulating Parties holding rights to 

22 Twitchell Yield. 

23 39. Twitchell Project - Dam and reservoir authorized by Congress as the 

24 "Santa Maria Project" on September 3, 1954 (Public Law 774, 83d Congress, ch. 1258, 2d 

25 session, 68 Stat. 1190) and located on the Cuyama River, approximately six miles upstream from 

26 its junction with the Sisquoc River, pursuant to that certain License For Diversion And Use of 

27 Water, License No. 10416, issued by the State Water Resources Control Board. 
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1 40. Twitchell Water - Groundwater derived from operation of the Twitchell 

2 Project. 

3 41. Twitchell Yield - The total amount of Groundwater allocated annually to 

4 the Twitchell Participants. 

II. EXHIBITS 5 

6 

7 

The following Exhibits are attached to this Stipulation and incorporated herein: 

1. Exhibit "A ", list identifying the Stipulating Parties and the parcels of land 

8 bound by the temlS of this Stipulation. 

9 2. Exhibit "B ", Phase I and II Orders, as modified, and the attached map 

1 0 depicting the Santa Maria Basin. 

11 3. Exhibit lie", map of the Basin and boundaries of the three Management 

12 Areas. 

13 4. Exhibit "D", map identifying those lands as of January 1,2005: 1) within 

14 the boundaries of a municipality or its sphere of influence, or within the process of inclusion in its 

15 sphere of influence; or 2) within the certificated service area of a publicly regulated utility; and a 

16 list of selected parcels that are nearby these boundaries which are excluded from within these 

17 areas. 

18 5. Exhibit "E", 2002 Settlement Agreement between the Northem Cities and 

19 Northem Landowners. 

20 6. Exhibit "F", the agreement among Santa Maria, SCWC and Guadalupe 

21 regarding the Twitchell Project and the TMA. 

22 7. Exhibit "G", the Court's Order Conceming Electronic Service of Pleadings 

23 and Electronic Posting of Discovery Documents dated June 27, 2000. 

8. Exhibit "H", the fonn of memorandum of agreement to be recorded. 24 

25 III. DECLARATION OF RIGHTS -- ALL MANAGEMENT AREAS 

26 The temlS and conditions of this Stipulation set forth a physical solution conceming 

27 Groundwater, SWP Water and Storage Space, consistent with common law water rights priorities. 
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1 A. Recognition of Priority of Overlying Rights 

2 Except as expressly modified by the settlement agreement among the Northern Parties 

3 (Exhibit "E"), all Overlying Owners that are also Stipulating Pmiies have a prior and paramount 

4 Overlying Right, whether or not yet exercised. 

5 B. Prescriptive Rights 

6 As to the Stipulating Parties, no Party has proved prescriptive rights to any Native 

7 Groundwater. Future use by the Stipulating Parties will not be adverse and will not ripen into a 

8 prescriptive right as between the Stipulating Parties. 

9 c. Appropriative Rights 

10 Consistent with the specific provisions governing each Management Area, the Stipulating 

11 Parties owning and exercising Appropriative Rights have the right to the reasonable and bene-

12 ficial use of Native Groundwater that is surplus to the reasonable and beneficial uses of the 

13 Stipulating Parties that are Overlying Owners. New appropriative uses shall be subordinate to 

14 existing appropriations and shall be prioritized on a first in time, first in right basis. 

15 D. Developed Water Rights 

16 The Stipulating Parties owning Developed Water or New Developed Water have the right 

17 to its reasonable and beneficial use, consistent with the specific provisions governing each 

18 Management Area. The right to use Developed Water is a right to use commingled Groundwater 

19 and is not limited to the corpus of that water. 

20 E. Rights to Storage Space 

21 The Court shall reserve jurisdiction over the use of the Storage Space, and any Party may 

22 apply to the Court for the approval of a project using Storage Space. The Court must approve any 

23 project using Storage Space before any Party can claim a right to stored water from that project. 

24 The Stipulating Parties agree that Groundwater derived from Developed Water is exempt from 

25 the Court approval requirements of this Paragraph. 

26 F. Other Surface Water Rights 

27 Nothing in this Stipulation affects or otherwise alters common law riparian rights or any 

28 surface water rights, unless expressly provided in this Stipulation. 
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IV. PHYSICAL SOLUTION _. ALL MANAGEMENT AREAS 
1 

2 
A. Authority 

3 Pursuant to Article X, section 2 of the California Constitution, the Stipulating Parties 

4 agree that the Court has the authority to enter a judgment and physical solution containing the 

5 terms and conditions of this StipUlation. Unless the Court imposes this physical solution, poten-

6 tial changes in water use could affect Basin adequacy and integrity. The Declaration of Rights is 

7 a component of this physical solution. 

8 B. Purposes and Objectives 

9 The tenns and conditions of this StipUlation are intended to impose a physical solution 

10 establishing a legal and practical means for ensuring the Basin's long-tenn sustainability. This 

11 physical solution governs Groundwater, SWP Water and Storage Space, and is intended to ensure 

12 that the Basin continues to be capable of supporting all existing and future reasonable and 

13 beneficial uses. This physical solution is: 1) a fair and equitable basis for the allocation of water 

14 rights in the Basin; 2) in furtherance of the mandates of the State Constitution and the water 

15 policy of the State of California; and 3) a remedy that gives due consideration to applicable 

16 common law rights and priorities to use Groundwater and Storage Space, without substantially 

17 impairing any such right. 

18 c. Basin Management Areas 

19 Development and use of Groundwater, SWP Water and Storage Space have historically 

20 been financed and managed separately in three Management Areas. For example, only the 

21 Northern Parties have paid for, managed, and benefited from the Lopez Project; whereas only 

22 Santa Maria Valley parties have paid for, managed, and benefited from the Twitchell Project. In 

23 contrast, the Nipomo Mesa parties have not been involved in the funding or management of either 

24 the Twitchell or Lopez Projects. 

25 The StipUlating Parties agree that Groundwater, SWP Water and Storage Space can be 

26 more efficiently allocated and managed in three Management Areas, given the physical, geo-

27 graphical, political, economic, and historic conditions. The three Management Areas, as shown 

28 on Exhibit "C," are as follows: Northern Cities Management Area; Nipomo Mesa Management 
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1 Area; and Santa Maria Valley Management Area. The Stipulating Parties intend that manage-

2 ment through three Management Areas will preserve the Basin's integrity. 

3 

4 

D. Groundwater Monitoring 

1. Monitoring Program. A Monitoring Program shall be established in each 

5 of the three Management Areas to collect and analyze data regarding water supply and demand 

6 conditions. Data collection and monitoring shall be sufficient to detem1ine land and water uses in 

7 the Basin, sources of supply to meet those uses, groundwater conditions including groundwater 

8 levels and quality, the amount and disposition of Developed Water supplies, and the amount and 

9 disposition of any other sources of water supply in the Basin. The NOlihem Cities Management 

10 Area shall not be required to include in its Monitoring Program or Almual Reports quantification 

11 of groundwater recharge from the Lopez Project or stoml water percolation ponds, unless the 

12 Court orders inclusion of this infom1ation. 

13 Within one hundred and eighty days after entry of judgment, representatives of the Moni-

14 toring Parties from each Management Area will present to the Court for its approval their 

15 proposed Monitoring Program. The Management Area Engineers shall freely share available well 

16 data, groundwater models, and other products and tools utilized in monitoring and analysis of 

17 conditions in the three Management Areas, consistent with the confidentiality provisions of this 

18 Stipulation. 

19 Absent a Court order to the contrary, all Stipulating Pmiies shall make available relevant 

20 infoDnation regarding groundwater elevations and water quality data necessary to implement the 

21 Monitoring Program approved for their respective Management Area. The Monitoring Parties 

22 shall coordinate with the Stipulating Pmiies to obtain any needed data on reasonable tenns and 

23 conditions. Metering may only be imposed on Stipulating Pmiies upon a Court order following a 

24 showing that such data is necessary to monitor groundwater conditions in the Basin, and in the 

25 case of an Overlying Owner, that Overlying Owner has failed to provide infoDnation comparable 

26 to that provided by other Overlying Owners. The confidentiality of well data fi'om individual 

27 owners and operators will be preserved, absent a Court order or written consent. 

28 III 
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1 

2 

2. 

3 ment Authority. 

4 

5 

6 3. 

Monitoring Parties. The Monitoring Parties are as follows: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

Santa Maria Valley Management Area The Twitchell Manage-

Northern Cities Management Area - The Northern Cities. 

Nipomo Mesa Management Area - The NMMA Technical Group. 

Annual Reports. Within one hundred and twenty days after each Year, the 

7 Management Area Engineers will file an Almual Report with the Court. The Almual Report will 

8 summarize the results of the Monitoring Program, changes in groundwater supplies, and any 

9 threats to Groundwater supplies. The Almual Report shall also include a tabulation of Manage-

10 ment Area water use, including Imported Water availability and use, Return Flow entitlement and 

11 use, other Developed Water availability and use, and Groundwater use. AllY Stipulating Party 

12 may object to the Monitoring Program, the reported results, or the Almual Report by motion. 

13 4. Management Area Engineer. The Monitoring Parties may hire individuals 

14 or consulting firms to assist in the preparation of the Monitoring Programs and the Almual 

15 Reports. Except as provided below for the Santa Maria Valley Management Area, the Moni-

16 toring Parties, in their sole discretion, shall select, retain and replace the Management Area 

17 Engineer. 

18 

19 

E. New Developed Water 

1. Stipulating Parties in each Management Area may prepare and implement 

20 plans to develop, salvage or import additional water supplies. 

21 2. The Stipulating Parties that pay, or otherwise provide consideration, for 

22 New Developed Water are entitled to use it to the extent the New Developed Water augments the 

23 water supplies in that Management Area. If more than one Stipulating Party finances or partici-

24 pates in generating New Developed Water, rights to the supply of New Developed Water shall be 

25 proportional to each Stipulating PaliY's financial contribution or other consideration, or as other-

26 wise mutually agreed to by the participating StipUlating Parties. This paragraph does not apply to 

27 Return Flows. 
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3. The Stipulating Parties who desire to claim New Developed Water supplies 

2 must bring a motion, and obtain an order from the Court, quantifying and allocating the rights to 

3 the New Developed Water, before they have the prior right to the New Developed Water. 

4 F. Severe Water Shortage Response 

5 This physical solution sets forth a Severe Water Shortage Plan for each Management Area 

6 which is intended to provide an effective response to Severe Water Shortage Conditions that may 

7 develop within each or all of the Management Areas. The specific Severe Water Shortage Plans 

8 for each Management Area are incorporated herein and made a part of the physical solution. 

9 

10 

V. PHYSICAL SOLUTION: PROVISIONS SPECIFIC TO SANTA MARIA VALLEY 
MANAGEMENT AREA 

11 As supplemented by the provisions of this Stipulation that apply to all Management Areas, 

12 the following tenns govern rights to Groundwater, SWP Water and Storage Space in the Santa 

13 Maria Valley Management Area. 

14 

15 

A. Water Rights to Sources of Supply 

1. Overlying Rights. The Stipulating Pmiies who are Overlying Owners 

16 within the Santa Maria Valley Management Area each have the prior and paramount right to use 

17 Native Groundwater. Subject to Paragraph V(C)(2)(b)(vi), all Overlying Rights are appurtenant 

18 to the overlying land and cmUlot be assigned or conveyed separate or apart from those lands. 

19 2. Appropriative Rights. The Parties listed in Exhibit "A" are the owners of 

20 Appropriative Rights exercised in the Santa Maria Valley Management Area. Each Appropriative 

21 Right is limited to Native Groundwater that is surplus to reasonable and beneficial uses of the 

22 Stipulating Pmiies that are Overlying Owners in the Santa Maria Valley Management Area. New 

23 appropriative uses shall be subordinate to existing Appropriative Rights and shall be prioritized 

24 on a first in time, first in right basis. 

25 3. Developed Water. The Stipulating Parties owning Developed Water have 

26 the right to its reasonable and beneficial use, subject only to the Severe Water Shortage Plan. On 

27 an mUlual basis, the Stipulating Parties shall have the right to the reasonable and beneficial use of 

28 Developed Water that is surplus to the reasonable and beneficial uses of the owners of that 
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Developed Water. The right to use Developed Water is a right to use commingled Groundwater 

2 and is not limited to the corpus of that water. 

3 (a) New Developed Water. The ownership and use of New Developed 

4 Water shall be subj ect to Court order. 

5 

6 

(b) Twitchell Water. 

(i) Amount. The Twitchell Project annually provides a variable 

7 amount of Developed Water that augments the Groundwater in the Santa Maria Valley Manage-

8 ment Area. Twitchell Yield is thirty-two thousand acre-feet per year ("afy"). 

9 (ii) Division of Twitchell Yield. Twitchell Yield shall be 

10 divided as follows: 80% to Santa Maria, SCWC and Guadalupe, and 20% to the Overlying 

11 Owners within the District who are Stipulating Parties. 

12 a. The Twitchell Yield allocated to Santa Maria, 

13 SCWC and Guadalupe is suballocated pursuant to the agreement among Santa Maria, SCWC and 

14 Guadalupe, as attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "F". 

15 b. The Twitchell Yield allocated to the Overlying 

16 Owners who are Stipulating Parties within the District shall be equally allocated to each acre of 

17 land within the District owned by these Stipulating Parties. ConculTently with the execution of 

18 this Stipulation, each of these Stipulating Parties shall repOli their acreage of overlying land 

19 within the District on a parcel specific basis. Within one hundred and twenty days of the effec-

20 tive date of this Stipulation, the Management Area Engineer shall create a list of all the Stipu-

21 lating Parties and their respective allocation of the Twitchell Yield. 

22 (iii) Recapture of Twitchell Yield. The right to use Twitchell 

23 Yield is a right to use commingled Groundwater and is not limited to the corpus of that water. 

24 (iv) Transfer of Twitchell Yield. Twitchell Yield may be trans-

25 felTed, temporarily or permanently, only between Stipulating Paliies and the transfer market shall 

26 be as open and competitive as practical. A memorandum of agreement summarizing each transfer 

27 shall be filed with the Comi and provided to the TMA. Any such memorandum of agreement 

28 shall state the Pmiies to the transfer, the amount of Twitchell Yield trans felTed, the price per acre-
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1 foot, and the Party responsible for the financial obligation associated with the Twitchell Yield. 

2 (v) Carryover. Any portion of Twitchell Yield that is not used 

3 in a given Year shall not be can'ied over into the following Year. 

4 

5 

(c) State Water Project Water. 

(i) Import and Use of State Water Project Water. Santa Maria, 

6 SCWC and Guadalupe all have SWP Contracts. Santa Maria will import and use within the Santa 

7 Maria Valley Management Area not less than 10,000 acre-feet each Year of Available SWP 

8 Water, or the full amount of Available SWP Water if the amount physically available is less than 

9 10,000 acre-feet in a given Year under Santa Maria's SWP Contract. Guadalupe will import and 

10 use within the Santa Maria Valley Management Area a minimum of 75% of its Available SWP 

11 Water. SCWC will import and use within the Basin all its Available SWP Water. Santa Maria, 

12 SCWC and Guadalupe will not voluntarily relinquish or terminate their current SWP Contracts, 

13 and shall seek renewal of these SWP Contracts. 

14 

15 

(ii) Return Flows. 

a. Fixed Amount. The Retum Flows available to each 

16 Importer is fixed based on a percentage of the anl1ual amount of SWP Water the Importer uses 

17 within the Basin. The fixed percentage for each importer is as follows: (a) Santa Maria 65%; (b) 

18 SCWC 45%; and (c) Guadalupe 45%. The percentage provided to SCWC and Guadalupe shall 

19 be adjusted through a Court order if: a) either entity increases its use of water imported into the 

20 Basin, b) the applicable method of wastewater treatment and discharge to the Basin is altered, or 

21 c) good cause is shown. 

22 b. Recapture. The right to use Retum Flows does not 

23 attach to the corpus of SWP water deliveries or the treated SWP wastewater discharged into the 

24 Basin but is a right to use the commingled Groundwater. The Importer's right to Retum Flows is 

25 assignable in whole or in part, subject to necessary accounting. 

26 c. Quantification of Retum Flows. Retum Flows equal 

27 the total amount ofSWP Water used by the Importer in the prior five Years, divided by five, and 

28 then multiplied by the Importer's percentage as provided in Paragraph V(A)(3)(c)(ii)(a) above. 
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1 d. Carryover. Any portion of Return Flows that is not 

2 used in a given Year shall not be carried over into the following Year. 

3 

4 

B. Monitoring and Management 

1. Status of Management Area. Current Groundwater and SWP Water sup-

5 plies are sustaining existing water uses. Changes in land and water use and demographic con-

6 ditions can be expected to occur, possibly resulting in changes in water supply or demand 

7 requirements. 

8 2. Need (or Monitoring. Monitoring and reporting of changes in land and 

9 water use and demographic conditions are necessary to ensure that water supplies continue to be 

10 sufficient to support water uses. 

11 

12 

3. Monitoring Program. 

(a) Annual Report: Content and Processing. 

13 The Annual RepOli shall include an analysis of the relationship between projected water demands 

14 and projected water supplies. 

15 (i) The Annual Report shall be prepared and signed by the 

16 Management Area Engineer, and shall be simultaneously submitted to the COUli and the TMA. 

17 (ii) Within forty-five days of submission, the TMA shall hold a 

18 noticed public hearing to take comments on and consider for adoption the Almual Report. No 

19 later than forty-five days from the date of the public hearing, the TMA shall submit to the Court 

20 its recommendations regarding the Annual RepOli. 

21 (iii) Within one hundred and twenty days of the date of the 

22 submission of the Almual Report to the COUli, it shall conduct a noticed hearing on the Annual 

23 Report. AllY Party may submit comments on the Annual Report. After the hearing, the Court 

24 shall accept the Almual Report or direct its modification. 

25 (b) Management Area Engineer 

26 (i) Absent the unanimous consent of the TMA, the Manage-

27 ment Area Engineer shall not COnClllTently be employed by any Party holding rights to use 

28 Groundwater in the Santa Maria Valley Management Area. 
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28 Groundwater in the Santa Maria Valley Management Area. 
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(ii) The Management Area Engineer shall initially be the engin-

2 eering finn of Luhdorff & Scalmanini. Luhdorff & Scalmanini shall be the Management Area 

3 Engineer for a minimum of the shorter of five years from the date of this Stipulation or the date 

4 upon which Mr. Joseph Scalmanini discontinues full time work for that finn. 

5 (iii) The TMA shall employ the following process to replace the 

6 Management Area Engineer: 

7 a. The TMA shall solicit candidates for Management 

8 Area Engineer through a public process. All submissions and candidate materials shall be avail-

9 able to any Pmiy upon request. The TMA shall conduct its interview tlu·ough a public process to 

10 the extent practical, and include District and Overlying Owner representatives in the candidate 

11 reVIew process. 

12 b. Once a short list of candidates (less than five) for 

13 Management Area Engineer is obtained, the TMA shall hold a noticed public hearing to take 

14 comments on and consider the candidates for Management Area Engineer. The TMA shall make 

15 a reasonable effort to select the Management Area Engineer with a unanimous vote. If the TMA 

16 unanimously endorses a candidate, that nominee shall be recommended to the Court. Otherwise, 

17 the short list of candidates shall be submitted. 

18 c. The Court shall appoint the Management Area 

19 Engineer following a noticed hearing. 

20 4. Funding. The TMA shall pay for the Monitoring Program for the Santa 

21 Maria Valley Management Area, which includes the cost of the Management Area Engineer and 

22 the Annual RepOli. The cost of the Monitoring Program shall be divided among the Twitchell 

23 Participants on the same basis as the allocation of their Twitchell Yield. 

24 

25 

c. Response to Varying Conditions 

1. Early Response to Avoid Severe Water Shortage Conditions. If the Man-

26 agement Area Engineer determines that projected demands are expected to materially exceed 

27 projected water supplies, then the Management Area Engineer may recommend programs and 

28 projects to augment the Management Area's water supplies. The Stipulating Parties will collabo-
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1 rate on a response based upon current conditions, but absent Severe Water Shortage Conditions, 

2 implementation of programs and projects will not be mandated. 

3 The Stipulating Parties may voluntarily participate in any recommended program or 

4 project, either through financial or other contributions. The Stipulating Pmiies that contribute to 

5 such a program or project shall have a priority to the water supplies generated by that program or 

6 project with Court approval. The Stipulating Parties agree to aggressively pursue New 

7 Developed Water sources, including necessary funding. 

8 

9 

2. Severe Water Shortage Conditions and Response. 

(a) Detennination. Severe Water Shortage Conditions shall be found 

10 to exist when the Management Area Engineer, based on the results of the ongoing Monitoring 

11 Program, finds the following: 1) groundwater levels in the Management Area are in a condition of 

12 chronic decline over a period of not less than five Years; 2) the groundwater decline has not been 

13 caused by drought; 3) there has been a material increase in Groundwater use during the five-Year 

14 period; and 4) monitoring wells indicate that groundwater levels in the Santa Maria Valley 

15 Management Area are below the lowest recorded levels. 

16 

17 

(b) Response. 

(i) If the Management Area Engineer detennines that Severe 

18 Water Shortage Conditions exist within the Santa Maria Valley Management Area, the Manage-

19 ment Area Engineer shall file and serve, as part of its Annual Report, findings and recommen-

20 dations to alleviate such shortage conditions or the adverse effects caused by such water shortage. 

21 (ii) Upon the filing of the Arumal RepOli, the Court shall hold a 

22 noticed hearing regarding the existence and appropriate response to the Severe Water Shortage 

23 Conditions. If, after that hearing, the Court finds that Severe Water Shortage Conditions exist in 

24 the Santa Maria Valley Management Area, the Court shall first order all use of Groundwater to be 

25 limited to: (a) for Guadalupe, Santa Maria and SCWC, their Developed Water; (b) entitled 

26 Stipulating Parties to their New Developed Water; and (c) for the Overlying Owners, the Native 

27 Groundwater plus any Developed Water to which individual Overlying Owners are entitled. 

28 III 
- 16 -

SB 375327 vI :006774 0076: 6/.30/05 STIPULATION (06/30/05) 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

1 rate on a response based upon current conditions, but absent Severe Water Shortage Conditions, 

2 implementation of programs and projects will not be mandated. 

3 The Stipulating Parties may voluntarily participate in any recommended program or 

4 project, either through financial or other contributions. The Stipulating Pmiies that contribute to 

5 such a program or project shall have a priority to the water supplies generated by that program or 

6 project with Court approval. The Stipulating Parties agree to aggressively pursue New 

7 Developed Water sources, including necessary funding. 

8 

9 

2. Severe Water Shortage Conditions and Response. 

(a) Detennination. Severe Water Shortage Conditions shall be found 

10 to exist when the Management Area Engineer, based on the results of the ongoing Monitoring 

11 Program, finds the following: 1) groundwater levels in the Management Area are in a condition of 

12 chronic decline over a period of not less than five Years; 2) the groundwater decline has not been 

13 caused by drought; 3) there has been a material increase in Groundwater use during the five-Year 

14 period; and 4) monitoring wells indicate that groundwater levels in the Santa Maria Valley 

15 Management Area are below the lowest recorded levels. 

16 

17 

(b) Response. 

(i) If the Management Area Engineer detennines that Severe 

18 Water Shortage Conditions exist within the Santa Maria Valley Management Area, the Manage-

19 ment Area Engineer shall file and serve, as part of its Annual Report, findings and recommen-

20 dations to alleviate such shortage conditions or the adverse effects caused by such water shortage. 

21 (ii) Upon the filing of the Arumal RepOli, the Court shall hold a 

22 noticed hearing regarding the existence and appropriate response to the Severe Water Shortage 

23 Conditions. If, after that hearing, the Court finds that Severe Water Shortage Conditions exist in 

24 the Santa Maria Valley Management Area, the Court shall first order all use of Groundwater to be 

25 limited to: (a) for Guadalupe, Santa Maria and SCWC, their Developed Water; (b) entitled 

26 Stipulating Parties to their New Developed Water; and (c) for the Overlying Owners, the Native 

27 Groundwater plus any Developed Water to which individual Overlying Owners are entitled. 

28 III 
- 16 -

SB 375327 vI :006774 0076: 6/.30/05 STIPULATION (06/30/05) 



1 (iii) The Court may also order Stipulating Parties to address 

2 specific adverse effects caused by the Severe Water Shortage Conditions. The responses may 

3 include, but are not limited to: (a) measures recommended in the Annual Report and the related 

4 Court proceedings; and (b) other measures intended to address localized problems in the Santa 

5 Maria Valley Management Area directly related to the Severe Water Shortage Conditions. 

6 (iv) The Court may adjust the Groundwater use limitations 

7 imposed on any Stipulating Party(ies) who implement programs or projects providing additional 

8 water supplies within the Santa Maria Valley Management Area. 

9 (v) If the Court finds that Management Area conditions have 

10 deteriorated since it first found Severe Water Shortage Conditions, the Comi may impose further 

11 limitations on Groundwater use. If the Court imposes further limitations on Groundwater use, a 

12 Stipulating Party shall be exempt from those limitations to the extent: (a) the Stipulating Party can 

13 demonstrate that it has already implemented limitations in its Groundwater use, equivalent to 

14 those ordered by the Court; or (b) the Stipulating Patiy can demonstrate that further limitations 

15 would not avoid or reduce the deteriorating conditions. 

16 (vi) During Severe Water Shortage Conditions, the Stipulating 

17 Parties may make agreements for temporary transfer of rights to pump Native Groundwater, 

18 voluntary fallowing, or the implementation of extraordinary conservation measures. Transfers of 

19 Native Groundwater must benefit the Management Area and be approved by the Court. 

20 

21 

D. Management and Administration of the Twitchell Project 

1. Operational Parameters. All Twitchell Project operations (operation and 

22 maintenance and capital projects) will be performed consistent with the following parameters 

23 (Operational Parameters): 

24 (a) Maximize recharge of the Santa Maria Valley Management Area 

25 from Twitchell Water, including without limitation, the avoidance of impacts on recharge 

26 resulting from ongoing accumulation of silt to the maximum extent practical. 

27 (b) Operate the Twitchell Project in accordance with the requirements 

28 of applicable law including, without limitation, the requirements of the Bureau of Reclamation 
- 17 -

SB 375327 vI :0067740076: 6/30/05 STIPULATION (06/30105) 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

1 (iii) The Court may also order Stipulating Parties to address 

2 specific adverse effects caused by the Severe Water Shortage Conditions. The responses may 

3 include, but are not limited to: (a) measures recommended in the Annual Report and the related 

4 Court proceedings; and (b) other measures intended to address localized problems in the Santa 

5 Maria Valley Management Area directly related to the Severe Water Shortage Conditions. 

6 (iv) The Court may adjust the Groundwater use limitations 

7 imposed on any Stipulating Party(ies) who implement programs or projects providing additional 

8 water supplies within the Santa Maria Valley Management Area. 

9 (v) If the Court finds that Management Area conditions have 

10 deteriorated since it first found Severe Water Shortage Conditions, the Comi may impose further 

11 limitations on Groundwater use. If the Court imposes further limitations on Groundwater use, a 

12 Stipulating Party shall be exempt from those limitations to the extent: (a) the Stipulating Party can 

13 demonstrate that it has already implemented limitations in its Groundwater use, equivalent to 

14 those ordered by the Court; or (b) the Stipulating Patiy can demonstrate that further limitations 

15 would not avoid or reduce the deteriorating conditions. 

16 (vi) During Severe Water Shortage Conditions, the Stipulating 

17 Parties may make agreements for temporary transfer of rights to pump Native Groundwater, 

18 voluntary fallowing, or the implementation of extraordinary conservation measures. Transfers of 

19 Native Groundwater must benefit the Management Area and be approved by the Court. 

20 

21 

D. Management and Administration of the Twitchell Project 

1. Operational Parameters. All Twitchell Project operations (operation and 

22 maintenance and capital projects) will be performed consistent with the following parameters 

23 (Operational Parameters): 

24 (a) Maximize recharge of the Santa Maria Valley Management Area 

25 from Twitchell Water, including without limitation, the avoidance of impacts on recharge 

26 resulting from ongoing accumulation of silt to the maximum extent practical. 

27 (b) Operate the Twitchell Project in accordance with the requirements 

28 of applicable law including, without limitation, the requirements of the Bureau of Reclamation 
- 17 -

SB 375327 vI :0067740076: 6/30/05 STIPULATION (06/30105) 



1 and Anny Corps of Engineers. 

2 (c) Operate the Twitchell Project in accordance with industry standards 

3 and best management practices. 

4 

5 

2. Twitchell Project Manual. 

(a) The TMA will hire and pay for a professional engineering con-

6 sulting finn with expertise in dam and reservoir operations and maintenance, acceptable to the 

7 District and the TMA, to develop an integrated operation and rpaintenance procedure manual 

8 ("Twitchell Project Manual") and provide recommendations for capital and maintenance projects 

9 that are consistent with the Operational Parameters. 

10 (b) The District shall hold one or more public hearings to solicit input 

11 regarding the content of the Twitchell Project Manual. 

12 (c) Within eighteen months of entry of the judgment, the TMA and the 

13 District shall adopt a final Twitchell Project Manual. 

14 (d) Any disagreement between the District and the TMA regarding the 

15 content of the final Twitchell Project Manual shall be presented for Court review and detennina-

16 tion pursuant to the judicial review provisions provided in this Stipulation. 

17 (e) The District will exercise its discretionary authority to conduct all 

18 its operation and maintenance activities for the Twitchell Project in accordance with the Twitchell 

19 Project Manual. 

20 

21 

3. Twitchell Project Funding. 

(a) District will maintain its CUl1"ent operation and maintenance (O&M) 

22 assessments. These funds will be used for District staff salaries, property, equipment, rent, 

23 expenses, and other day-to-day operations, and will be expended consistent with the Twitchell 

24 Project Manual to the extent it is applicable. 

25 (b) The TMA will separately fund, administer, construct and manage 

26 any additional Twitchell Project expenses or projects, including Capital Improvement Projects 

27 (see below) and O&M, (Extraordinary Project Operations) consistent with the Twitchell Project 

28 Manual. The TMA and the District will make reasonable effOlis to work cooperatively to imple-
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1 ment Extraordinary Project Operations. 

2 (c) Consistent with the provisions of this Paragraph V(D), the District 

3 and the TMA shall be responsible for ensuring the ongoing operational integrity of the Twitchell 

4 Project and the maintenance of the Twitchell Yield. The Stipulating Parties expect that this 

5 ongoing responsibility may involve significant expenditures. Within 120 days of the effective 

6 date of this Stipulation, and annually thereafter, the Twitchell Participants shall establish an 

7 operating budget for the TMA to fund its responsibilities set forth in this Stipulation. For the first 

8 five years following the PUC approval as provided below, the TMA's annual budget shall be 

9 established at an amount between $500,000 to $700,000. Following the initial budgeting period, 

10 the TMA shall set its budget in three- to five-year increments, as it deems necessary to meet its 

11 obligations to preserve the Twitchell Yield. Any unused revenues shall be segregated into a 

12 reserve account, for future funding needs of the Twitchell Project. The Stipulating Parties agree 

13 to cooperate and coordinate their efforts to enable the TMA to fulfill its responsibilities as pro-

14 vided in this Stipulation. 

15 

16 

4. Twitchell Management Authority. 

(a) The TMA shall be comprised of one representative of each of the 

17 following parties: Santa Maria, Guadalupe, Southem Califomia Water Company, the District, and 

18 Overlying Landowners holding rights to Twitchell Yield. 

19 (b) Only those pmiies holding an allocation of Twitchell Yield shall be 

20 voting members of the TMA. Voting shall be based on each party's propOliionate allocation of 

21 Twitchell Yield. 

22 (c) The TMA shall be responsible for all the Extraordinary Project 

23 Operations. 

24 (d) The TMA shall be responsible for developing proposals for Capital 

25 Improvement Projects relating to the Twitchell Project. Capital Improvement Projects shall mean 

26 projects involving the expenditure of funds for the improvement or enhancement of the Twitchell 

27 Project, but shall not include normal operation, maintenance or repair activities. 

28 III 
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1 (e) Upon the development of a proposal for a Capital Improvement 

2 Project, the TMA shall, in cooperation with the District, hold one or more public hearings to 

3 solicit input. 

4 (f) Following the public hearing process, the TMA may vote on 

5 whether to implement the Capital Improvement Project. 

6 (g) The cost of TMA-sponsored Extraordinary Project Operations and 

7 Capital Improvement Projects shall be divided among Twitchell Participants on the same basis as 

8 the allocation of their Twitchell Yield. 

9 (h) The District shall assume operation and maintenance responsibility 

10 for any TMA sponsored Capital Improvement Project to the extent practical within the District's 

11 day-to-day operations. 

12 5. Regulatory Compliance. The TMA or the District shall provide advance 

13 notice to the Comi and all Pmiies of the initiation of any regulatory proceeding relating to the 

14 Twitchell Project. 

15 6. Existing Contracts. The Twitchell Reservoir Project will continue to be 

16 governed by and subject to the terms and conditions of the December 1955 agreement between 

17 the District and the Santa Barbara County Water Agency and nothing in this Stipulation is 

18 intended to modify the rights or obligations provided in that agreement. To the extent that the 

19 approval of Santa Barbara County Water Agency or the United States Bureau of Reclamation is 

20 required in cOlmection with the implementation of this Stipulation, the Stipulating Parties agree to 

21 work cooperatively to obtain such approval(s). 

22 

23 

E. New Urban Uses - Santa Maria Valley Management Area 

1. New Urban Uses shall obtain water service from the local public water 

24 supplier. The local public water supplier shall provide water service on a reasonable and non-

25 discriminatory basis. 

26 2. New municipal and industrial uses on land adjacent to or within one-

27 quarter mile of the boundary line depicted in Exhibit D shall comply with any applicable Cor-

28 porations Code provisions and negotiate in good faith to obtain water service from the local 
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public water ~upplier, before fonning a mutual water company to provide water service. 

2 3. No modification of land use authority. This StipUlation does not modify 

3 the authority of the entity holding land use approval authority over the proposed New Urban 

4 Uses. 

5 4. New Urban Uses shall provide a source of supplemental water to offset the 

6 water demand associated with that development. For the purposes of this section, supplemental 

7 water shall include all sources of Developed Water, except: i) Twitchell Water, ii) stonn water 

8 percolation ponds existing as of the date of entry of the judgment, or iii) Overlying Owners' right 

9 to use of surplus Developed Water. 

10 

11 

VI. PHYSICAL SOLUTION: PROVISIONS SPECIFIC TO NIPOMO MESA MAN­
AGEMENT AREA 

12 As supplemented by the provisions of this Stipulation that apply to all Management Areas, 

13 the following tenns shall apply to the Nipomo Mesa Management Area. 

14 

15 

A. Supplemental Water 

1. MOU. NCSD has entered into a Memorandum of Understanding 

16 ("MOU") with Santa Maria which contemplates the wholesale purchase and transmission from 

17 Santa Maria to the NMMA of a certain amount of water each Year (the "Nipomo Supplemental 

18 Water"). All water delivered pursuant to the MOU for delivery by NCSD to its ratepayers shall 

19 be applied within the NCSD or the NCSD's sphere of influence as it exists at the time of the 

20 transmission of that water. 

21 2. The NCSD agrees to purchase and transmit to the NMMA a minimum of 

22 2,500 acre-feet of Nipomo Supplemental Water each Year. However, the NMMA Technical 

23 Group may require NCSD in any given Year to purchase and transmit to the NMMA an amount 

24 in excess of 2,500 acre-feet and up to the maximum amount of Nipomo Supplemental Water 

25 which the NCSD is entitled to receive under the MOU if the Technical Group concludes that such 

26 an amount is necessary to protect or sustain Groundwater supplies in the NMMA. The NMMA 

27 Technical Group also may periodically reduce the required amount of Nipomo Supplemental 

28 Water used in the NMMA so long as it finds that groundwater supplies in the NMMA are not 
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1 endangered in any way or to any degree whatsoever by such a reduction. 

2 3. The Stipulating Parties agree to support (and, conversely, not to oppose in 

.3 any way or to encourage or assist any other Person or party in opposing or challenging) the imple-

4 mentation of the MOU, which includes environmental and regulatory permits and approvals, the 

5 approval of a wholesale water supply agreement between Santa Maria and NCSD, and the 

6 alignment and construction of a pipeline and related infrastructure necessary to deliver the 

7 Nipomo Supplemental Water from Santa Maria to the NMMA ("Nipomo Supplemental Water 

8 Project"). ConocoPhillips retains the right to object to or provide input on the alignment of any 

9 pipelines associated with the Nipomo Supplemental Water Project if they might interfere with the 

10 location of existing ConocoPhillips pipelines. The StipUlating Parties retain their rights to be 

11 compensated for any interest or property acquired in implementing the Nipomo Supplemental 

12 Water Proj ect. 

13 4. NCSD and Santa Maria shall employ their best efforts to timely implement 

14 the Nipomo Supplemental Water Project, subject to their quasi-judicial obligations specified for 

15 administrative actions and in the Califomia Environmental Quality Act. 

16 5. The enforcement of the provisions of Paragraph VI(D) below is condi-

17 tioned upon the full implementation of the Nipomo Supplemental Water Project, including the 

18 Yearly use of at least 2,500 acre-feet of Nipomo Supplemental Water (subject to the provisions of 

19 Paragraph VI(A)(2) above) within the NMMA. h1 the event that Potentially Severe Water 

20 Shortage Conditions or Severe Water Shortage Conditions are triggered as referenced in Para-

21 graph VI(D) before Nipomo Supplemental Water is used in the NMMA, NCSD, SCWC, 

22 Woodlands and RWC agree to develop a well management plan that is acceptable to the NMMA 

23 Technical Group, and which may include such steps as imposing conservation measures, seeking 

24 sources of supplemental water to serve new customers, and declaring or obtaining approval to 

25 declare a moratorium on the granting of further intent to serve or will serve letters. In the event 

26 that it becomes apparent that the Nipomo Supplemental Water will not be fully capable of being 

27 delivered, any StipUlating Party may apply to the Court, pursuant to a noticed motion, for appro-

28 priate modifications to this portion of the Stipulation and the judgment entered based upon the 
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tenns and conditions of this Stipulation, including declaring this Paragraph VI to be null and void, 

2 and of no legal or binding effect. 

3 6. Once the Nipomo Supplemental Water is capable of being delivered, those 

4 certain Stipulating Parties listed below shall purchase the following portions of the Nipomo 

5 Supplemental Water Yearly: 

6 NCSD - 66.68% 

7 Woodlands Mutual Water Company - 16.66% 

8 SCWC - 8.33% 

9 RWC - 8.33% 

10 

11 

B. Rights to Use Groundwater 

1. ConocoPhillips and its successors-in-interest shall have the right to the 

12 reasonable and beneficial use of Groundwater on the property it owns as of the date of this Stipu-

13 lation located in the NMMA ("ConocoPhillips Propeliy") without limitation, except in the event 

14 the mandatory action trigger point (Severe Water Shortage conditions) described in Paragraph 

15 VI(D) (2) below is reached. Further, any public water supplier which provides water service to 

16 the ConocoPhillips Propeliy may exercise that right subject to the limitation described in Para-

17 graph VI(D)(2). 

18 2. Overlying Owners that are Stipulating Parties that own land located in the 

19 NMMA as of the date of this Stipulation shall have the right to the reasonable and beneficial use 

20 of Groundwater on their property within the NMMA without limitation, except in the event the 

21 mandatory action trigger point (Severe Water ShOliage Conditions) described in Paragraph 

22 VI(D)(2) below is reached. 

23 3. The Woodlands Mutual Water Company shall not be subject to restriction 

24 in its reasonable and beneficial use of Groundwater, provided it is concurrently using or has made 

25 arrangements for other NMMA parties to use within the NMMA, the Nipomo Supplemental 

26 Water allocated to the Woodlands in Paragraph VI(A)(5). Otherwise, the Woodlands Mutual 

27 Water Company shall be subject to reductions equivalent to those imposed on NCSD, RWC and 

28 SCWC, as provided in Paragraph VI(D)(1-2). 
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1 11/ 

2 c. NMMA Technical Group 

3 1. The NMMA Teclmical Group shall include representatives appointed by 

4 NCSD, SCWC, ConocoPhillips, Woodlands Mutual Water Company and an agricultural Over-

S lying Owner who is also a Stipulating Party. 

6 2. The NMMA Technical Group shall develop a Monitoring Program for the 

7 NMMA ("NMMA Monitoring Program"), which shall be consistent with the Monitoring 

8 Program described in Paragraph IV(D). The NMMA Monitoring Program shall also include the 

9 setting of well elevation and water quality criteria that trigger the responses set forth in Paragraph 

10 D below. The Stipulating Parties shall provide monitoring and other production data to the 

11 NMMA Technical Group at no charge, to the extent that such data has been generated and is 

12 readily available. The NMMA Technical Group shall adopt rules and regulations concerning 

13 measuring devices and production reports that are, to the extent feasible, consistent with the 

14 Monitoring Programs for other Management Areas. If the NMMA Technical Group is unable to 

15 agree on any aspect of the NMMA Monitoring Program, the matter may be resolved by the Court 

16 pursuant to a noticed motion. 

17 3. The NMMA Teclmical Group meetings shall be open to any Stipulating 

18 Party. NMMA Technical Group files and records shall be available to any Stipulating Party upon 

19 written request. Notices of the NMMA Technical Group meetings, as well as all its final work 

20 product (documents) shall be posted to groups.yahoo.com/grouplNipomoCommunityl 

21 4. The NMMA Technical Group functions shall be funded by contribution 

22 levels to be negotiated by NCSD, SCWC, RWC, ConocoPhillips, and Woodlands Mutual Water 

23 Company. In-lieu contributions through engineering services may be provided, subject to agree-

24 ment by those parties. The budget of the NMMA Technical Group shall not exceed $75,000 per 

25 year without prior approval of the Court pursuant to a noticed motion. 

26 5. Any final NMMA Technical Group actions shall be subject to de novo 

27 Court review by motion. 

28 III 
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1 II / 

2 

3 

4 

D. Potentially Severe and Severe Water Shortage Conditions 

1. Caution trigger point (Potentially Severe Water ShOliage Conditions) 

(a) Characteristics. The NMMA Technical Group shall develop 

5 criteria for declaring the existence of Potentially Severe Water Shortage Conditions. These 

6 criteria shall be approved by the Court and entered as a modification to this Stipulation or the 

7 judgment to be entered based upon this Stipulation. Such criteria shall be designed to reflect that 

8 water levels beneath the NMMA as a whole are at a point at which voluntary conservation 

9 measures, augmentation of supply, or other steps may be desirable or necessary to avoid further 

10 declines in water levels. 

11 (b) Responses. If the NMMA Technical Group determines that Poten-

12 tially Severe Water Shortage Conditions have been reached, the Stipulating Parties shall coordi-

13 nate their efforts to implement voluntary conservation measures, adopt programs to increase the 

14 supply of Nipomo Supplemental Water if available, use within the NMMA other sources of 

15 Developed Water or New Developed Water, or implement other measures to reduce Groundwater 

16 use. 

17 

18 

2. Mandatory action trigger point (Severe Water Shortage Conditions) 

(a) Characteristics. The NMMA Technical Group shall develop the 

19 criteria for declaring that the lowest historic water levels beneath the NMMA as a whole have 

20 been reached or that conditions constituting seawater intrusion have been reached. These criteria 

21 shall be approved by the Court and entered as a modification to this Stipulation or the judgment to 

22 be entered based upon this Stipulation. 

23 (b) Responses. As a first response, subparagraphs (i) through (iii) shall 

24 be imposed concurrently upon order of the Court. The Court may also order the Stipulating 

25 Parties to implement all or some portion of the additional responses provided in subparagraph (iv) 

26 below. 

27 (i) For Overlying Owners other than Woodlands Mutual Water 

28 Company and ConocoPhillips, a reduction in the use of Groundwater to no more than 110% of 
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1 the highest pooled amount previously collectively used by those Stipulating Parties in a Year, 

2 prorated for any partial Year in which implementation shall occur, unless one or more of those 

3 Stipulating Paliies agrees to forego production for consideration received. Such forbearance shall 

4 cause an equivalent reduction in the pooled allowance. The base Year from which the calculation 

5 of any reduction is to be made may include any prior single Year up to the Year in which the 

6 Nipomo Supplemental Water is transmitted. The method of reducing pooled production to 110% 

7 is to be prescribed by the NMMA Teclmical Group and approved by the Court. The quanti fica-

8 tion of the pooled amount pursuant to this subsection shall be determined at the time the manda-

9 tory action trigger point (Severe Water Shortage Conditions) described in Paragraph VI(D)(2) is 

10 reached. The NMMA Technical Group shall determine a technically responsible and consistent 

11 method to determine the pooled amount and any individual's contribution to the pooled amount. 

12 If the NMMA Technical Group cannot agree upon a technically responsible and consistent 

13 method to detennine the pooled amount, the matter may be detennined by the Court pursuant to a 

14 noticed motion. 

15 (ii) ConocoPhillips shall reduce its Yearly Groundwater use to 

16 no more than 110% of the highest amount it previously used in a single Year, unless it agrees in 

17 writing to use less Groundwater for consideration received. The base Year from which the calcu-

18 lation of any reduction is to be made may include any prior single Year up to the Year in which 

19 the Nipomo Supplemental Water is transmitted. ConocoPhillips shall have discretion in deter-

20 mining how reduction of its Groundwater use is achieved. 

21 (iii) NCSD, RWC, SCWC, and Woodlands (if applicable as 

22 provided in Paragraph VI(B)(3) above) shall implement those mandatory conservation measures 

23 prescribed by the NMMA Technical Group and approved by the Court. 

24 (iv) If the Court finds that Management Area conditions have 

25 deteriorated since it first found Severe Water ShOliage Conditions, the Court may impose further 

26 mandatory limitations on Groundwater use by NCSD, SCWC, RWC and the Woodlands. Manda-

27 tory measures designed to reduce water consumption, such as water reductions, water restrictions, 

28 and rate increases for the purveyors, shall be considered. 
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1 / /I 

2 (v) During Severe Water Shortage Conditions, the Stipulating 

3 Pmiies may make agreements for temporary transfer of rights to pump Native Groundwater, 

4 voluntary fallowing, or the implementation of extraordinary conservation measures. Transfer of 

5 Native Groundwater must benefit the Management Area and be approved by the Court. 

6 

7 

E. New Urban Uses 

1. Within the sphere of influence or service area. New Urban Uses shall 

8 obtain water service from the local public water supplier. The local public water supplier shall 

9 provide water service on a reasonable and non-discriminatory basis. 

10 2. Outside the sphere of influence or service area. New municipal and indus-

11 trial uses on land adjacent to or within one qumier mile of the boundary line depicted in Exhibit D 

12 shall comply with any applicable Corporations Code provisions, including good faith negotiations 

13 with the local water purveyor(s), prior to fonning a mutual water company to provide water 

14 service. 

15 3. The ConocoPhillips property, owned as of the date of this StipUlation and 

16 located within the NMMA, is not in the sphere of influence or service area, nor is it in the process 

17 of being included in the sphere of influence, of a municipality or within the certificated service 

18 area of a publicly regulated utility as of the date of this StipUlation, nor is it adjacent to or in close 

19 proximity to the sphere of influence of a municipality or the certificated service area of a publicly 

20 regulated utility as of the date of this Stipulation, as those tenns are used in Paragraphs VI(E)(1 

21 and 2). 

22 4. No modification of land use authority. This StipUlation does not modify the 

23 authority of the entity holding land use approval authority over the proposed New Urban Uses. 

24 5. New Urban Uses as provided in Paragraph VI(E)(1) above and new muni-

25 cipal and industrial uses as provided in Paragraph VI(E)(2) above shall provide a source of 

26 supplemental water, or a water resource development fee, to offset the water demand associated 

27 with that development. For the purposes of this Paragraph, supplemental water shall include all 

28 sources of Developed Water or New Developed Water. 
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1 VII. PHYSICAL SOLUTION: PROVISIONS SPECIFIC TO NORTHERN CITIES 
MANAGEMENT AREA 

2 

3 These tenns, supplemented by the provIsIOns of this Stipulation that apply to all 

4 Management Areas, govem water rights and resources in the Northem Cities Management Area. 

5 1. Groundwater Monitoring. Groundwater monitoring in the Northem Cities 

6 Management Area will be conducted by the Northem Cities in the maImer described above. 

7 2. Lopez Project. The Lopez Project will continue to be managed by the SLO 

8 District. The Northem Cities and Landowners will continue to bear costs of the Lopez Reservoir 

9 and no costs of the Twitchell Reservoir. 

10 

11 

3. h1dependent Management Per Settlement Agreement. 

(a) Existing Groundwater, SWP Water and Storage Space in the 

12 Northem Cities Management Area will continue to be allocated and independently managed by 

13 the NOlihem Parties in accordance with the Northem Cities and NOlihem Landowners' 2002 

14 Settlement Agreement (Exhibit "E") for the purpose of preserving the long-tenn integrity of water 

15 supplies in the Northem Cities Management Area. That Settlement Agreement initially allocates 

16 57% of the safe yield of groundwater in Zone 3 to the fanners and 43% to the cities; and it 

17 provides inter alia that any increase or decrease in the safe yield will be shared by the cities and 

18 landowners on a pro rata basis. That Settlement Agreement is reaffirmed as pati of this Stipula-

19 tion and its tenns are incorporated into this Stipulation, except that the provisions regarding con-

20 tinuing jurisdiction (~ 4), groundwater monitoring, reporting, and the Technical Oversight 

21 Committee (~~ 7-20) are canceled and superseded by the provisions of this Stipulation dealing 

22 with those issues. 

23 (b) Without the written agreement of each of the Northem Cities, no 

24 party other than Northem Parties shall have any right to: 

25 (i) pump, store, or use Groundwater or surface water within the 

26 Northem Cities Management Area; or 

27 (ii) limit or interfere with the pumping, storage, management or 

28 usage of Groundwater or surface water by the Northem Parties within the Northem Cities 
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1 Management Area. 

2 (c) For drought protection, conservation, or other management pur-

3 poses, the Northern Parties may engage in contractual transfers, leases, licenses, or sales of any of 

4 their water rights, including voluntary fallowing programs. However, no Groundwater produced 

5 within the Northern Cities Management Area may be transported outside of the Northern Cities 

6 Management Area without the written agreement of each of the Northern Cities. 

7 4. Current and future deliveries of water within the spheres of influence of the 

8 Northern Cities as they exist on January 1,2005 shall be considered existing uses and within the 

9 Northern Cities Management Area. 

10 VIII. INJUNCTION - ALL MANAGEMENT AREAS 

11 A. Use Only Pursuant to Stipulation 

12 Each and every Stipulating Party, their officers, agents, employees, successors and 

13 assigns, are enjoined and restrained from exercising the rights and obligations provided through 

14 this Stipulation in a manner inconsistent with the express provisions of this Stipulation. 

15 B. Injunction Against Transportation From the Basin 

16 Except upon further order of the Court, each and every Stipulating Party and its officers, 

17 agents, employees, successors and assigns, is enjoined and restrained from transporting Ground-

18 water to areas outside the Basin, except for those uses in existence as of the date of this Stipula-

19 tion; provided, however, that Groundwater may be delivered for use outside the Basin as long as 

20 the wastewater generated by that use of water is discharged within the Basin, or agricultural 

21 return flows resulting from that use return to the Basin. 

22 C. No Third Party Beneficiaries 

23 This Stipulation is intended to benefit the Stipulating Parties and no other Parties. Only a 

24 Stipulating Party may enforce the terms of this Stipulation or assert a right to any benefits of, or 

25 enforce any obligations contained in this Stipulation. 

26 III 

27 III 

28 III 
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1 

2 

IX. RESERVED JURISDICTION - ALL MANAGEMENT AREAS 

A. Reserved Jurisdiction; Modifications, Cancellations, Amendments 

3 Jurisdiction, power and authority are retained by and reserved to the Court as set forth in 

4 this Paragraph. Nothing in the Court's reserved jurisdiction shall authorize modification, cancel-

5 lation or amendment of the rights provided under Paragraphs III; YeA, E); VI(A, B, D); VII(2, 3); 

6 VIII(A); IX(A, C); and X(A, D) of this Stipulation. Subject to this limitation, the Court shall 

7 make such fmiher or supplemental orders as may be necessary or appropriate regarding the 

8 following: 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

enforcement of this Stipulation; 

claims regarding wastelunreasonable use of water; 

disputes between Stipulating Parties across Management Area boundaries; 

interpretation and enforcement ofthe judgment; 

consider the content or implementation of a Monitoring Program; 

consider the content, conclusions, or recommendations contained III an 

Annual Report; 

consider Twitchell Project operations, including, but not limited to: i) the 

content of the Twitchell Project Manual; ii) TMA or District compliance 

with the Twitchell Project Manual; iii) decisions to implement Extraor­

dinary Project Operations; or iv) the maintenance of Twitchell Yield; 

claims of localized physical interference between the Stipulating Parties in 

exercising their rights pursuant to this Stipulation; provided, however, 

rights to use Groundwater under this Stipulation shall have equal status; 

and 

modify, clarify, amend or amplify the judgment and the Northem Parties 

25 Settlement Agreement; Provided, however, that all of the foregoing shall 

26 be consistent with the spirit and intent of this Stipulation. 

27 III 
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1 B. Noticed Motion 

2 Any patiy that seeks the Court's exercise of reserved jurisdiction shall file a noticed 

3 motion with the Court. Any noticed motion shall be made pursuant to the Court's Order Con-

4 ceming Electronic Service of Pleadings and Electronic Posting of Discovery Documents dated 

5 June 27, 2000, attached and incorporated as Exhibit "0". Any request for judicial review shall be 

6 filed within sixty days of the act or omission giving rise to the claim. Upon a showing of good 

7 cause, the Court may extend the sixty-day time limitation. 

8 c. De Novo Nature of Proceeding 

9 The Court shall exercise de novo review in all proceedings. The actions or decisions of 

10 any Paliy, the Monitoring Parties, the TMA, or the Management Area Engineer shall have no 

11 heightened evidentiary weight in any proceedings before the Court. 

12 D. Filing and Notice 

13 As long as the COUli's electronic filing system remains available, all Court filings shall be 

14 made pursuant to Exhibit "0". If the Court's electronic filing system is eliminated and not 

15 replaced, the Stipulating Parties shall promptly establish a substitute electronic filing system and 

16 abide by the same rules as contained in the Court's Order. 

17 

18 

x. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS - ALL MANAGEMENT AREAS 

A. Unenforceable Terms 

19 The Stipulating Parties agree that if any provision of this Stipulation or the judgment 

20 entered based on this Stipulation is held to be invalid, void, or unenforceable, the remaining pro-

21 visions shall nevertheless continue in full force and effect; provided, however, any order which 

22 invalidates, voids, deems unenforceable, or materially alters those Paragraphs enumerated in 

23 Paragraph IX(A) or any of them, shall render the entirety of the Stipulation and the judgment 

24 entered based on this Stipulation voidable and unenforceable, as to any Stipulating Party who 

25 files and serves a motion to be released from the Stipulation and the judgment based upon the 

26 Stipulation within sixty days of entry of that order, and whose motion is granted upon a showing 

27 of good cause. 
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1 B. Water Quality 

2 Nothing in the Stipulation shall be interpreted as relieving any Stipulating Party of its 

3 responsibilities to comply with state or federal laws for the protection of water quality or the 

4 provisions of any pennits, standards, requirements, or orders promulgated thereunder. 

5 c. Duty to Cooperate 

6 The Stipulating Parties agree not to oppose, or in any way encourage or assist any other 

7 party in opposing or challenging, any action, approval, or proceeding necessary to obtain 

8 approval of or make effective this Stipulation or the judgment to be entered on tenns consistent 

9 with this Stipulation. 

10 

11 

D. Stipulating Parties Under Public Utilities Commission Regulation 

1. To the extent allowed by law, SCWC and RWC shall comply with this 

12 Stipulation, prior to obtaining California Public Utilities Commission ("PUC") approval. If the 

13 PUC fails to approve SCWC's and RWC's participation or fails to provide approval of the neces-

14 sary rate adjustments so that SCWC and RWC may meet their respective financial obligations, 

15 including the participation in Developed Water projects, Monitoring Programs, TMA and as 

16 otherwise provided in this Stipulation, shall render the entirety of the Stipulation and those tenns 

17 of any judgment based on this Stipulation invalid, void and unenforceable, as to any Stipulating 

18 Party who files and serves a notice of rescission within sixty days of notice by SCWC or RWC of 

19 a final PUC Order. 

20 2. Any Party, or its successors or assigns, agreeing to become a new customer 

21 of SCWC or RWC, or an existing customer proposing to increase its water use through a change 

22 in land use requiring a discretionary land use pennit or other form of land use entitlement, that 

23 has not executed reservation contracts for supplemental water as specified in Exhibit F will 

24 provide the following, once approved by the PUC: 

25 (a) If in the Santa Maria Valley Management Area, a water resource 

26 development fee as specified in Exhibit F or a source of supplemental water sufficient to offset 

27 the consumptive demand associated with the new use as provided in Paragraph VeE); or 
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1 (b) If in the NMMA, a water resource development fee, or a source of 

2 supplemental water sufficient to offset the consumptive demand associated with the new use. 

3 3. Any Person who is not engaged in a New Urban Use and who agrees to 

4 become a customer of SCWC or RWC shall retain its right to contest the applicable water 

5 resource development fee, should that fee ever become applicable to that Person. 

6 E. Designation of Address, for Notice and Service 

7 Each Stipulating Party shall designate the name, address and e-mail address, if any, to be 

8 used for purposes of all subsequent notices and service, either by its endorsement on the Stipula-

9 tion for entry of judgment or by a separate designation to be filed within thirty days after execu-

10 tion of this Stipulation. This designation may be changed from time to time by filing a written 

11 notice with the Court. Any Stipulating Party desiring to be relieved of receiving notices may file 

12 a waiver of notice on a fonn approved by the Court. The Court shall maintain at all times a 

13 current list of Parties to whom notices are to be sent and their addresses for purposes of service. 

14 The Court shall also maintain a full current list of names, addresses, and e-mail addresses of all 

15 Parties or their successors, as filed herein. Copies of such lists shall be available to any Person. 

16 If no designation is made, a Stipulating Party's designee shall be deemed to be, in order of 

17 priority: i) the Party's attorney of record; ii) if the Party does not have an attorney of record, the 

18 Party itself at the address specified. 

19 F. No Loss of Rights 

20 Nothing in this Stipulation shall be interpreted to require or encourage any Stipulating 

21 Party to use more water in any Year than is actually required. As between the Stipulating Parties, 

22 failure to use all of the water to which a Stipulating Party is entitled hereunder shall not, no matter 

23 how long continued, be deemed or constitute an abandonment or forfeiture of such Stipulating 

24 Party's rights, in whole or in part. 

25 G. Intervention After Judgment 

26 Any Person who is not a Party or successor to a Party, who proposes to use Groundwater 

27 or Storage Space, may seek to become a Party to the judgment through a petition for intervention. 

28 The Court will consider an order confinning intervention following thirty days notice to the 
- 33 -

SB 375327 vI :006774 0076: 6/.30/05 STIPULATION (06/30/05) 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

1 (b) If in the NMMA, a water resource development fee, or a source of 

2 supplemental water sufficient to offset the consumptive demand associated with the new use. 

3 3. Any Person who is not engaged in a New Urban Use and who agrees to 

4 become a customer of SCWC or RWC shall retain its right to contest the applicable water 

5 resource development fee, should that fee ever become applicable to that Person. 

6 E. Designation of Address, for Notice and Service 

7 Each Stipulating Party shall designate the name, address and e-mail address, if any, to be 

8 used for purposes of all subsequent notices and service, either by its endorsement on the Stipula-

9 tion for entry of judgment or by a separate designation to be filed within thirty days after execu-

10 tion of this Stipulation. This designation may be changed from time to time by filing a written 

11 notice with the Court. Any Stipulating Party desiring to be relieved of receiving notices may file 

12 a waiver of notice on a fonn approved by the Court. The Court shall maintain at all times a 

13 current list of Parties to whom notices are to be sent and their addresses for purposes of service. 

14 The Court shall also maintain a full current list of names, addresses, and e-mail addresses of all 

15 Parties or their successors, as filed herein. Copies of such lists shall be available to any Person. 

16 If no designation is made, a Stipulating Party's designee shall be deemed to be, in order of 

17 priority: i) the Party's attorney of record; ii) if the Party does not have an attorney of record, the 

18 Party itself at the address specified. 

19 F. No Loss of Rights 

20 Nothing in this Stipulation shall be interpreted to require or encourage any Stipulating 

21 Party to use more water in any Year than is actually required. As between the Stipulating Parties, 

22 failure to use all of the water to which a Stipulating Party is entitled hereunder shall not, no matter 

23 how long continued, be deemed or constitute an abandonment or forfeiture of such Stipulating 

24 Party's rights, in whole or in part. 

25 G. Intervention After Judgment 

26 Any Person who is not a Party or successor to a Party, who proposes to use Groundwater 

27 or Storage Space, may seek to become a Party to the judgment through a petition for intervention. 

28 The Court will consider an order confinning intervention following thirty days notice to the 
- 33 -

SB 375327 vI :006774 0076: 6/.30/05 STIPULATION (06/30/05) 



1 Parties. Thereafter, if approved by the Court, such intervenor shall then be a Party bound by the 

2 judgment as provided by the Court. 

3 H. Stipulation and Judgment Binding on Successors, Assigns, etc. 

4 The Stipulating Parties agree that all property owned by them within the Basin is subject 

5 to this Stipulation and the judgment to be entered based upon the temlS and conditions of this 

6 Stipulation. This Stipulation and the judgment will be binding upon and inure to the benefit of 

7 each Stipulating Party and their respective heirs, executors, administrators, tmstees, successors, 

8 assigns, and agents. This Stipulation and the judgment to be entered based the terms and condio. 

9 tions of this Stipulation shall not bind the Stipulating Parties that cease to own property within the 

10 Basin, or cease to use Groundwater. As soon as practical after the effective date of this Stipula-

11 tion, a memorandum of agreement referencing this Stipulation shall be recorded in Santa Barbara 

12 and San Luis Obispo Counties by Santa Maria, in cooperation with the Northem Cities and 

13 SCWc. The document to be recorded shall be in the format provided in Exhibit "H". 

14 I. 

15 No Stipulating Party shall recover any costs or attomeys fees from another Stipulating 

16 Party incurred prior to the entry of a judgment based on this Stipulation. 

17 J. Non-Stipulating Parties 

18 It is anticipated that the Court will enter a single judgment goveming the rights of all 

19 Parties in this matter. The Stipulating Parties enter into this Stipulation with the expectation that 

20 the Court will enter, as a part of the judgment, the tem1S and conditions of this Stipulation. This 

21 Stipulation shall not compromise, in any way, the Court's legal and equitable powers to enter a 

22 single judgment that includes provisions applicable to the non-Stipulating Parties that may 

23 impose differing rights and obligations than those applicable to the Stipulating Parties. As against 

24 non-Stipulating Parties, each Stipulating Party expressly reserves and does not waive its right to 

25 appeal any prior or subsequent mling or order of the COUli, and assert any and all claims and 

26 defenses, including prescriptive claims. The Stipulating Parties agree they will not voluntarily 

27 enter into a further settlement or stipulation with non-Stipulating Pmiies that provides those non-

28 Stipulating Parties with terms and conditions more beneficial than those provided to similarly 
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1 situated Stipulating Parties. 

2 K. Counterparts 

3 This Stipulation may be signed in any number of counterparts, including counterparts by 

4 facsimile signature, each of which shall be deemed an original, but all of which shall together 

5 constitute one and the same instrument. The original signature pages shall be filed with Court. 

6 L. Effective Date 

7 This Stipulation shall be effective when signed by the Stipulating Parties listed on Exhibit 

8 "A" and accepted by the Court. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Party 

Attorney of Record 

SB 375327 vi :006774.0076: 6130/05 

Signature, title, and date 

Approved as to form: 

By: ___________ _ 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I am a resident of the State of California, over the age of eighteen years, and not a party to 
the within action. My business address is HATCH & PARENT, 21 E. Carrillo Street, Santa 
Barbara, California 93101. 

Pursuant to the Court's Order dated June 28, 2000, I, Gina Lane, did the following: 

• Posted the following document at approximately 4:30 p.m. on June 30, 2005. 

STIPULATION (JUNE 30, 2005 VERSION) 

• Mailed a Notice of Availability to all parties (designating or defaulting to mail 
service) on the current website's service list. 

I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence for 
mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same day 
with postage thereon fully prepaid in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion 
of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is 
more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above 
is true and correct. 

Executed on June 30, 2005, at Santa Barbara, California. 

GINAM. LANE 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

I am a resident of the State of California, over the age of eighteen years, and not a party to 
the within action. My business address is HATCH & PARENT, 21 E. Carrillo Street, Santa 
Barbara, California 93101. 

Pursuant to the Court's Order dated June 28, 2000, I, Gina Lane, did the following: 

• Posted the following document at approximately 4:30 p.m. on June 30, 2005. 

STIPULATION (JUNE 30, 2005 VERSION) 

• Mailed a Notice of Availability to all parties (designating or defaulting to mail 
service) on the current website's service list. 

I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence for 
mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same day 
with postage thereon fully prepaid in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion 
of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is 
more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above 
is true and correct. 

Executed on June 30, 2005, at Santa Barbara, California. 

GINAM. LANE 
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Appendix C 
NCSD’s Water Conservation and Emergency 

Water Shortage Regulations 
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Chapter 3.24 WATER CONSERVATION AND EMERGENCY WATER SHORTAGE 
REGULATIONS 

 

3.24.010 Definitions. 

“Applicant” means person who requests water from the district. 
“Customer” means person receiving water from the district distribution system. 
“District” means Nipomo Community Services District. 
“HFC” means hundred cubic feet. 
(Ord. 92-65 1, 1992) 

 

3.24.020 Prohibition of certain uses. 

A. No customer shall waste water. 
As used herein the term “waste water” means: 
1. Use of potable water to irrigate grass, lawns, groundcover, shrubbery, crops, vegetation and trees 
between the hours of nine a.m. and six p.m. or in such a manner as to result in run-off for more than five 
minutes; 
2. Use of potable water to wash sidewalks, walkways, driveways, parking lots, open ground or other hard 
surface areas by direct application; 
3. Allow potable water to escape from breaks within the customers plumbing system for more than four 
hours after the customer is notified or discovers the break; 
4. Use of potable water for sewer system maintenance or fire protection training without prior approval by 
the district. (Ord. 92-65 2, 1992) 

3.24.030 Water conservation stages. 

A. Stage I: Voluntary Conservation. Customers of the Nipomo Community Services District are requested 
to voluntarily limit the amount of water used from May 15th to October 15th of each year to that amount 
absolutely necessary for health and business. A fifteen percent reduction in water use is requested. 
B. Stage II: Mandatory Conservation. In addition to prohibitions and resolutions previously listed: 
1. All outdoor irrigation of vegetation shall occur only between the hours of six p.m. and nine a.m. on 
designated days and must utilize hand held hoses, drip irrigation or permanently installed automatic 
sprinkler systems; 
2. The washing of automobiles, trucks, trailers, boats and other types or mobile equipment not occurring 
upon the immediate premises of commercial car washes and commercial service stations and not in the 
immediate interest of the public health, safety and welfare shall be prohibited; 
3. Use of water from fire hydrants shall be limited to fire suppression and/or other activities immediately 
necessary to maintaining health, safety and welfare of the citizens within the boundaries of the Nipomo 
Community Services District. 
C. Stage III: Mandatory Conservation. In addition to prohibitions and restrictions previously listed: 
1. Use of potable water to irrigate grass, lawns, groundcover, shrubbery, crops, vegetation, trees, etc., 
shall be prohibited; 
2. Quantity of water used shall not exceed seventy-five gallons per day per person. (Ord. 92-65 3, 1992) 

3.24.040 Stage implementation. 

The water department and manager shall monitor the supply and demand on a weekly basis during 
drought conditions and recommend to the board of directors the extent of the conservation required 
through implementation and/or termination of a particular conservation stage as outlined in Exhibit A, set 
out at the end of this section, in order for the district to continue to supply adequate water to the 
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customers. Thereafter the board of directors may order that the appropriate phase of water conservation 
be implemented and/or terminated in accordance with the applicable section of this chapter. 
 

Exhibit A 
Policy for Implementing the  

Emergency Conservation Plan 
 

Section 1. 
The water department and general manager shall determine that conditions warrant implementation 
and/or termination of the plan and present the findings to the board of directors. The triggering events for 
each stage shall be as follows: 
 
Stage I. Voluntary Conservation. 
Voluntary conservation shall be requested annually on May 15th. 
 

Requirements for Termination. 
 

Stage I 
Will be rescinded on October 15th or at any time that prevailing conditions indicate a more restrictive 
stage is necessary. 
 
Stage II. Mandatory Conservation. 
Mandator (Stage II) conservation shall be required when pumpage is in excess of 1.5 mgd for four 
consecutive days or pumpage in excess of 1.9 mgd for one day. 
Upon termination of Stage II, Stage I becomes operative. 
 
Stage III. Mandatory Conservation. 
Mandatory (Stage III) conservation shall be required when pumpage is in excess of 1.9 mgd for four 
consecutive days; or 2.1 mgd for one day; or continually falling reservoir levels which do not refill above 
fifty percent overnight. 
Stage III shall be terminated when all of the conditions listed as triggering events have ceased to exist for 
a period of five consecutive days. 
Upon termination of Stage III, Stage II becomes operative. 
 
(Ord. 92-65 4, 1992) 

3.24.050 Water-saving devices. 

A. All customers are encouraged to install and use the following water conservation devices: 
1. Low flush toilets 1.6 gallons per flush or less; 
2. Low flow shower heads 2.0 gallons per minute or less; 
3. Drip irrigation. 
B. No person, corporation or association shall be given relief on appeal unless the customer has installed 
all water-saving devices which are feasible. (Ord. 92-65 5, 1992) 

3.24.060 Violation and enforcement. 

A. First Violation. A copy of the notice will be left with someone at the establishment, or left in a 
conspicuous place, at the time of the violation observance. 
B. Second Violation. A copy of the violation notice will be sent to the address of the violator by certified 
mail, return receipt requested, with a letter explaining the gravity of the situation and the penalties for 
future violations. 
C. Third Violation. A one gallon per minute flow restriction will be installed at the violators meter and left in 
place for seventy-two hours. Installation and removal charges of thirty dollars will be assessed to the 
account of the violator. 
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D. Fourth Violation. The water meter will be removed from the premises of the violator. The meter will be 
reinstalled after the payment of a fifty-dollar reconnection charge. (Ord. 92-65 6, 1992) 
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Appendix D 
Memorandum of Understanding by and between the 

City of Santa Maria and Nipomo Community Serviced 
District, dated September 7, 2004 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BY AND BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF SANTA MARIA AND 

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

1,th 
This MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ("MOD") is dated and effective as of the ---= 

day of September, 2004, by and between the CITY OF SANTA MARIA (the "City"), a California 
municipal corporation, and NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT ("NCSD"), an independent 
special district fonned under and pursuant to Section 61000, et seq. of the California 
Government Code. City and NCSD are sometimes individually referred to herein as a "Party" 
and collectively as the "Parties". This MOD shall constitute the binding agreement of the 
Parties, subject to the tenns, conditions and contingencies set forth herein. 

RECITALS 

This MOU is based on the following facts, understandings and intentions of the Parties: 

A. NCSD provides water, sewer and solid waste service and limited street lighting 
and drainage service within the NCSD boundary, located in the southern portion of San Luis 
Obispo County. NCSD's major water supply is comprised of groundwater from the Nipomo 
Hydrologic Sub-Area of the greater Santa Maria Groundwater Basin (the "NHSA") as described 
in a draft report by SAlC entitled Water Resources Evaluation, Nipomo Mesa Management 
Area, and dated June 10,2002. Due to current supply conditions and anticipated growth 
demands, NCSD needs to secure supplemental water supplies. 

B. City serves water in the Santa Maria Valley, in northern Santa Barbara County. 
City has a contract with Central Coast Water Authority to receive water from the State Water 
Project ("SWP") and also pumps groundwater from the Santa Maria Basin. City has sufficient 
water resources, to meet the demands of its retail water customers and to meet NCSD's water 
supply needs. 

C. NCSD seeks to acquire a supplemental water supply of up to three thousand 
(3,000) acre-feet per year to protect the NHSA from further degradation and to meet current 
needs and projected growth demands (the "Program"); and City is willing to sell to NCSD, on a 
wholesale long-tenn basis, the desired water supply (the "Supplemental Water"). 

D. The Parties desire to enter into a wholesale water supply agreement (the 
"Agreement") to fonnalize the tenns and conditions by which City will provide the 
Supplemental Water to NCSD. 
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1
.1(1) 

This MEMORA NDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ("MOU") is dated and effective as of the ~ 
day of September, 2004, by and between the CITY OF SANTA MARlA (the "City"), a California 
municipal corporation, and NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRlCT ("NCSD"), an independent 
special district fanned under and pursuant to Section 61000, e/ seq. of the California 
Government Code. City and NCSD are sometimes individuaUy referred to herein as a "Party" 
and collectively as the "Parties", This MOU shall constitute the binding agreement of the 
Parties, subject to the terms, conditions and contingencies set forth herein. 

RECITALS 

This MOU is based on the following facts, understandings and intentions of the Parties: 

A. NCSD provides water, sewer and solid waste service and limited street lighting 
and drainage service within the NCSD boundary, located in the southern portion of San Luis 
Obispo County. NCSD 's major water supply is comprised of groundwater from the Nipomo 
Hydrologic Sub-Area of the greater Santa Maria Groundwater Basin (the "NHSA") as described 
in a draft report by SAlC entitled Water Resources Evaluation, Nipomo Mesa Management 
Area, and dated June 10,2002. Due to current supply conditions and anticipated growth 
demands, NCSD needs to secure supplemental water supplies. 

B. City serves water in the Santa Maria Valley, in northern Santa Barbara County. 
City has a contract with Central Coast Water Authority to receive water from the State Water 
Project ("SWP") and also pumps groundwater from the Santa Maria Basin. City has sufficient 
water resources, to meet the demands ofits retail water customers and to meet NCSD's water 
supply needs. 

C. NCSD seeks to acquire a supplemental water supply of up to three thousand 
(3 ,000) acre-feet per year to protect Ihe NHSA from timher degradation and to meet current 
needs and projected growth demands (the "Program''); and City is willing to sell to NCSD, on a 
wholesale long-term basis, the desired water supply (the "Supplemental Water"). 

D. The Parties desire to enter into a wholesale water supply agreement (the 
"Agreement") to formalize the terms and conditions by which City will provide the 
Supplemental Water to NCSD. 
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NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

E. As set forth below, City and NCSD each have established certain conditions 
precedent to the delivery of the Supplemental Water and desire to enter into this MOU to identify 
certain key terms and conditions that will be the subject of the Agreement and certain 
contingencies that must be satisfied prior to any delivery ofthe Supplemental Water. 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants, representations and other 
provisions contained herein, and for other valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of 
which is hereby acknowledged, the Parties hereby agree as follows: 

ARTICLE 1: GENERAL 

1.1 Purpose. 

(a) The purpose of this MOU is to acknowledge the agreement of the Parties 
with respect to certain basic terms and conditions of a proposed transaction, which basic terms 
and conditions shall form the basis upon which the Parties will negotiate in good faith the 
Agreement. With respect to the negotiation of the Agreement, this MOU is a statement of intent 
only and does not grant NCSD any rights in and to the Supplemental Water, nor shall the City 
have any obligation to NCSD to reserve or deliver the Supplemental Water until the Agreement 
has been executed by the Parties, provided, however, that the City acknowledges that this MOU 
represents the negotiations of the Parties with respect to the value of the Supplemental Water, 
which will be incorporated into the Agreement as the annual rate. 

(b) Notwithstanding Subparagraph (a) above, this MOU further sets forth 
certain binding terms and conditions upon which the City agrees to reserve the right ofNCSD to 
take delivery of certain Supplemental Water pending the negotiation ofthe Agreement and the 
satisfaction of certain contingencies set forth herein, as well as the allocation of certain costs and 
risks between the City and NCSD. These provisions are binding on the City and NCSD. 

1.2 Wholesale Water Supply Agreement. The Agreement will supersede this MOU 
and will more specifically identify the Parties' rights and obligations regarding the delivery of 
water by City to NCSD. The terms of the Agreement shall not be limited by this MOU if, in the 
course of good faith negotiations, the Parties agree to modifications. 

1.3 Contract Date. The Parties specifically recognize that the transaction 
contemplated by the Agreement is subject to review pursuant to California Public Resources 
Code Sections 21000, et seq. ("CEQA"). NCSD will serve as the CEQA lead agency and will 
make environmental determinations regarding the Project which includes the delivery of the 
Supplemental Water and the construction of facilities to deliver Supplemental Water from the 
interconnection to NCSD. Nothing contained in this MOD shall be construed to mean that 
NCSD will certify the environmental determinations, or will make such findings as may be 
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E. As set forth below, City and NCSD each have established certain conditions 
precedent to the delivery of the Supplemental Water and desire to enter into this MOU to idemify 
certain key tenns and conditions that will be the subject of the Agreement and certain 
contingencies that must be satisfied prior to any delivery of the Supplemental Water. 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants, representations and other 
provisions contained herein, and for other valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of 
which is hereby acknowledged, the Parties hereby agree as follows: 

ARTICLE I: GENERAL 

1.1 Purpose. 

(a) The purpose of this MOU is to acknowledge the agreement of the Parties 
with respect to certain basic tenns and conditions of a proposed transaction, which basic tenns 
and conditions shall fonn the basis upon which the Parties will negotiate in good faith the 
Agreement. With respect to the negotiation of the Agreement, this MOU is a statement ofintent 
only and does not grant NCSD any rights in and to the Supplemental Water, nor shall the City 
have any obligation to NCSD to reserve or deliver the Supplemental Water until the Agreement 
has been executed by the Parties, provided, however, that the City acknowledges that this MOU 
represents the negotialions of the Parties with respect to the value of the Supplemental Water, 
which will be incorporated into the Agreement as the annual rate. 

(b) Notwithstanding Subparagraph (a) above, this MOU further sets forth 
certain binding terms and conditions upon which the City agrees to reserve the right ofNCSD to 
take delivery of certain Supplemental Water pending the negotiation of the Agreement and the 
satisfaction of cenain contingencies set forth herein, as well as the allocation of certain costs and 
risks between the City and NCSD. These provisions are binding on the City and NCSD. 

1.2 Wholesale Water Supply Agreement. The Agreement will supersede this MOU 
and will more specifically identify the Parties' rights and obligations regarding the delivery of 
water by City to NCSD. The terns of the Agreement shall not be limited by this MOU if, in the 
course of good faith negotiations, the Parties agree to modifications. 

1.3 Contract Date. The Parties specifically recognize that the transaction 
contemplated by the Agreement is subject to review pursuant to California Public Resources 
Code Sections 21000, et seq. ("CEQA"). NCSD will serve as the CEQA lead agency and will 
make environmental detenninations regarding the Project which includes the delivery of the 
Supplemental Water and the construction offacilities to deliver Supplemental Water from the 
interconnection to NCSD. Nothing contained in this MOU shall be construed to mean that 
NCSD will certify the environmental determinations, or will make such findings as may be 
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required to develop the Project. NCSD, as the CEQA lead agency, is responsible for detennining 
whether the Project and the Project's environmental detenninations comply with CEQA. It is the 
intent of both Parties that the Agreement shall be signed no later than thirty-five (35) days from 
the date NCSD certifies the environmental detenninations and/or challenges, if any, are resolved 
regarding the Project. The actual date of execution by the last Party to sign the Agreement shall 
be considered the "Contract Date." 

1.4 Term ofMOU. This MOD shall be and remain in effect from the date first set 
forth above until the Contract Date, unless earlier tenninated by the Parties as provided for in 
Section 1.5. 

1.5 Termination of MOU. 

(a) NCSD shall have the right to tenninate its obligations under this MOU at 
any time without cause. To effect tennination, NCSD shall provide written notice to the City as 
provided for in Section 9.6 hereof. 

(b) In addition to any other tennination right provided in this MOU, City shall 
have the right to tenninate this Agreement ifNCSD does not comply with the CEQA time 
schedule established in Section 5.1 (c). To effect tennination, City shall provide written notice 
to NCSD as provided for in Section 9.6 hereof. 

(c) Upon tennination of this Agreement by either Party, neither Party shall 
have any further rights or obligations hereunder, except for the obligations set forth in Section 
1.8 and Article 7, which shall survive the tennination of this Agreement. 

1.6 Reservation of Water. Upon execution of this MOU and until the Contract Date, 
and thereafter upon the closing of the acquisition of the Supplemental Water contemplated by 
this MOU, unless tenninated, City will not enter into any agreement with any other corporation, 
government entity or other person with respect to the ownership, operation, rights or use of its 
water that would prevent City from (i) carrying out its obligations under this MOU; or (ii) 
delivering Supplemental Water to NCSD as contemplated by the Agreement. NCSD shall 
compensate City for the foregoing obligations to reserve water for NCSD as provided for in 
Section 3.1 ofthis MOU. Further, for the tenn of the Agreement, City shall not supply water to 
any other person or entity for use or distribution, in whole or in part, in the NHSA for a price or 
on any tenn or condition more favorable than that price and those tenns and conditions provided 
for in the Agreement. The initial reservation payment of thirty seven thousand five hundred 
dollars ($37,500) shall be paid upon execution of this MOU and shall be non-refundable to 
NCSD notwithstanding any tennination of this MOU. 

1. 7 Cooperation. City agrees to provide the resources of City personnel to 
reasonably cooperate with and assist NCSD, without charge, in completing all necessary due 
diligence with respect to the calculation of anticipated supplemental water supplies and the 
identification of potential regulatory or environmental requirements or hurdles to the Agreement. 

1.8 Indemnity under MOU. 
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required to develop the Project. NCSD, as the CEQA lead agency, is responsible for detennining 
whether the Project and the Project's environmental detenninations comply with CEQA. It is the 
intent of both Panies that the Agreement shall be signed no later than thirty-five (35) days from 
the date NCSD certifies the environmental determinations and/or challenges, if any, are resolved 
regarding the Project. The actual date of execution by the last Pany to sign the Agreement shall 
be considered the "Contract Date." 

1.4 Term ofMOU. This MOU shall be and remain in effect from the date first set 
forth above until the Contract Date, unless earlier tenninated by the Parties as provided for in 
Section 1.5. 

1.5 Termination ofMOU. 

(a) NCSD shall have the right to terminate its obligations under this MOU at 
any time without cause. To effect termination, NCSD shall provide written notice to the City as 
provided for in Section 9.6 hereof. 

(b) In addition to any other termination right provided in this MOU, City shall 
have the right to terminate this Agreement ifNCSD does not comply with the CEQA time 
schedule established in Section 5.1 (c). To effect tennination, City shall provide written notice 
to NCSD as provided for in Section 9.6 hereof. 

(c) Upon termination oflhis Agreement by either Pany, neither Party shall 
have any further rights or obligations hereunder, except for the obligations set forth in Section 
1.8 and Article 7, which shall survive the tennination of this Agreement. 

1.6 Reservation of Water. Upon execution of this MOV and until the Contract Date, 
and thereafter upon the closing of the acquisition of the Supplemental Water contemplated by 
this MOU, unless terminated, City will not enter into any agreement with any other corporation, 
government entity or other person with respect to the ownership, operation, rights or use of its 
water that would prevent City from (i) carrying out its obligations under this MOU; or Oi) 
delivering Supplemental Water to NCSD as contemplated by the Agreement. NCSD shall 
compensate City for the foregoing obligations to reserve water for NCSD as provided for in 
Section 3.1 of this MOU. Further, for the term of the Agreement, City shall not supply water to 
any other person or entity for use or distribution, in whole or in part, in the NHSA for a price or 
on any tenn or condition more favorable than that price and those terms and conditions provided 
for in the Agreement. The initial reservation payment of thirty seven thousand five hundred 
dollars ($37,500) shall be paid upon execution of this MOU and shall be non-refundable to 
NCSD notwithstanding any termination ofthi, MOU. 

1.7 Cooperation. City agrees to provide the resources of City personnel to 
reasonably cooperate with and assist NCSD, without charge, in completing all necessary due 
diligence with respect to the calculation of anticipated supplemental water supplies and the 
identification of potential regulatory or environmental requirements or hurdles to the Agreement. 

1.8 Indemnity under MOU. 
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(a) NCSD agrees to indemnify and hold City hannless from any claims 
arising out of any action taken by NCSD with respect to implementation of this MOD, including 
any claims related to the construction of the interconnection. The foregoing indemnity 
obligations ofNCSD shall be governed by the tenns of Article 4, provided that the exclusion of 
regulatory claims in Section 4.1 shall not apply. 

(b) City agrees to indemnify NCSD and to hold NCSD hannless from any 
claims arising out of any action taken by City with respect to implementation of this MOD, 
including any claims related to City'S construction of any facilities necessary to implement the 
interconnection. The foregoing indemnity obligations of City shall be governed by the 
provisions of Article 4 hereof prescribing the conduct of the obligor whenever the same are 
reasonably applicable. 

ARTICLE 2: PRINCIPAL TERMS OF AGREEMENT 

2.1 Description. City will provide NCSD with wholesale water service from sources 
available to City's retail customers upon a mutually detennined delivery schedule. In order to 
effectuate delivery of the Supplemental Water, the Parties acknowledge that certain 
infrastructure must be completed by NCSD. In exchange for payment of a reservation fee as 
provided for in Section 3.1 of this MOD, City will reserve for NCSD an exclusive right to the 
Supplemental Water until such time as NCSD has completed the necessary infrastructure and is 
able to take delivery of the Supplemental Water. Thereafter, City shall provide the Supplemental 
Water to NCSD as provided in the Agreement. 

2.2 Term of Reservation. The "Reservation Tenn" shall commence on the actual 
date of execution by the last party to sign this MOD and shall continue until, and as long as, this 
MOD or the Agreement is not terminated as provided herein. The initial physical delivery of 
water ("Initial Delivery") to NCSD is anticipated by the Parties to occur on or before the 
expiration of two years subsequent to the Contract Date (the "Effective Date"). 

2.3 Term of Agreement. The term of the Agreement shall commence on the 
Effective Date and end on June 30, 2065 (the "Term"). Notwithstanding said Term, should the 
provisions applicable to City's extension of its contract for State Water Project water with the 
Central Coast Water Authority past June 30, 2035 render any term or terms of the Agreement 
substantially financially burdensome to City, the parties will then renegotiate the provisions of 
the Agreement in good faith and employ their best efforts to equitably amend the Agreement so 
that it remains in full force and effect during the entirety of the Term. 

2.4 Early Termination of Agreement. NCSD shall have the right to terminate the 
Agreement (i) if City is found to be in material breach of its obligations to deliver the 
Supplemental Water as set forth in the Agreement; or (ii) upon five years' prior written notice to 
City. 
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(a) NCSD agrees to indemnify and hold City hannless from any claims 
arising out of any action taken by NCSD with respect to implementation of this MOD, including 
any claims related to the construction of the intercormection. The foregoing indemnity 
obligations ofNCSD shall be governed by the terms of Article 4, provided that the exclusion of 
regulatory claims in Section 4.1 shall not apply. 

(b) City agrees to indemnify NCSD and to hold NCSD hannless from any 
claims arising out of any action taken by City with respect to implementation of this MOD, 
including any claims related to City's construction of any facilities necessary to implement the 
interconnection. The foregoing indemnity obligations of City shall be governed by the 
provisions of Article 4 hereof prescribing the conduct of the obligor whenever the same are 
reasonably applicable. 

ARTICLE 2: PRINCIPAL TERMS OF AGREEMENT 

2.1 Description. City will provide NCSD with wholesale water service from sources 
available to City's retail customers upon a mutually detennined delivery schedule. In order to 
effectuate delivery of the Supplemental Water, the Parties acknowledge that certain 
infrastructure must be completed by NCSD. In exchange for payment of a reservation fee as 
provided for in Section 3.1 of this MOU, City will reserve for NCSD an exclusive right to the 
Supplemental Water until such time as NCSD has completed the necessary infrastructure and is 
able to take delivery of the Supplemental Water. Thereafter, City shall provide the Supplemental 
Water to NCSD as provided in the Agreement. 

2.2 Term of Reservation. The "Reservation Tenn" shall commence on the actual 
date of execution by the last party to sign this MOV and shall continue until, and as long as, this 
MOU or the Agreement is not tenninated as provided herein. The initial physical delivery of 
water ("Initial Delivery") to NCSD is anticipated by the Parties to occur on or before the 
expiration of two years subsequent to the Contract Date (the "Effective Date"). 

2.3 Term of Agreement. The term of the Agreement shall commence on the 
Effective Date and end on June 30, 2065 (the "Term"). Notwithstanding said Term, should the 
provisions applicable to City's extension of its contract for State Water Project water with the 
Central Coast Water Authority past June 30, 2035 render any term or terms of the Agreement 
substantially financially burdensome to City, the parties will then renegotiate the provisions of 
the Agreement in good faith and employ their best efforts to equitably amend the Agreement so 
that it remains in full force and effect during the entirety ofthe Tenn. 

2.4 Early Termination of Agreement. NCSD shall have the right to terminate the 
Agreement (i) if City is found to be in material breach of its obligations to deliver the 
Supplemental Water as set forth in the Agreement; or (ii) upon five years' prior written notice to 
City. 
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2.5 Right to Acquire Water. Subject to the tenns and conditions of the Agreement, 
City hereby grants to NCSD the right to purchase and take delivery of Supplemental Water from 
City, beginning on the Effective Date and each year for the remainder ofthe Tenn of the 
Agreement. NCSD' s right to acquire water from City shall not exceed a maximum of two 
hundred and fifty (250) acre-feet per month or four point two (4.2) cubic feet per second. 

2.6 Minimum Delivery. NCSD agrees to acquire the following minimum quantity 
of Supplemental Water after initial water deliveries in the given periods (each period measuring 
twelve months) as follows: 

Period 

First 
Second 
Third 
Fourth 
Fifth 
Sixth 
Seventh 
Eight 
Ninth 
Tenth 
Eleventh thru 2035 

Quantity in AF 

600 
685 
770 
855 
940 

1,025 
1,072 
1,119 
1,166 
1,213 
1,260 

2.7 Supply. City shall deliver the Supplemental Water to NCSD from sources used 
to provide water to City's retail customers. 

2.8 Source Flexibility. During the tenn of the Agreement or any renewal, City may 
substitute or combine new or additional replacement sources of water for the source of 
Supplemental Water. Any substitute, combined or additional sources must be at least equal in 
deliverability, reliability, quality, pressure, and environmental impacts to the source being 
replaced. 

2.9 Water Quality. City shall be responsible for ensuring that the quality of the 
Supplemental Water delivered to NCSD is of the same pressure and quality of water that City 
delivers to its residential customers and shall meet all federal, state, and local laws and 
regulations as amended from time to time. City agrees to indemnify and hold NCSD hannless 
from any claims arising out of any action taken by City with respect to water quality. 

2.10 Delivery Mechanism. NCSD shall be responsible for constructing and operating 
an interconnection with City's retail distribution system. The location, plans and specifications 
of such connection shall be subject to prior approval by City, which approval shall not 
unreasonably be withheld or delayed. City shall provide easements on its property at no charge 
to NCSD and waive normal permit fees. NCSD shall also be responsible for obtaining any and 
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2.5 rught to Acquire Water. Subject to the terms and conditions of the Agreement, 
City hereby grants to NCSD the right to purchase and take delivery of Supplemental Water from 
City, beginning on the Effective Date and each year for the remainder of the Term of the 
Agreement. NCSD's right to acquire water from City shall not exceed a maximum of two 
hundred and fifty (250) acre-feet per month or four point two (4.2) cubic feet per second. 

2.6 Minimum Delivery. NCSD agrees to acquire the following minimum quantity 
of Supplemental Water after initial water deliveries in the given periods (each period measuring 
twelve months) as follows: 

Period 

First 
Second 
Third 
Fourth 
Fifth 
Sixth 
Seventh 
Eight 
Ninth 
Tenth 
Eleventh tluu 2035 

Quantity in AF 

600 
685 
770 
855 
940 

1,025 
1,072 
1,1 19 
1,166 
1,213 
1,260 

2,7 Supply. City shall deliver the Supplemental Water to NCSD from sources used 
to provide water to City's retail customers. 

2.8 Source Flexibility. During the term of the Agreement or any renewal, City may 
substitute or combine new or additional replacement sources of water for the source of 
Supplemental Water. Any substitute, combined or additional sources must be at least equal in 
deliverability, reliability, quality, pressure, and environmental impacts to the source being 
replaced. 

2.9 Water Quality. City shall be responsible for ensuring that the quality of the 
Supplemental Water delivered to NCSD is of the same pressure and quality of water that City 
delivers to its residential customers and shall meet all federal, state, and local laws and 
regulations as amended from time to time. City agrees to indemnify and hold NCSD harmless 
from any claims arising out of any action taken by City with respect to water quality. 

2.10 Delivery Mechanism. NCSD shall be responsible for constructing and operating 
an intercolUlection with City's retail distribution system. The location, plans and specifications 
of such connection shall be subject to prior approval by City, which approval shall not 
unreasonably be withheld or delayed. City shall provide easements on its property at no charge 
to NCSD and waive nonnal pennit fees. NCSD shall also be responsible for obtaining any and 



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BY.AND BETWEEN 
THE CITY OF SANTA MARIA AND 

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

all regulatory and environmental pennits, licenses or other approvals nec·essary to construct and 
operate the interconnection. City will deliver the Supplemental Water to NCSD at the 
interconnection upon a mutually agreeable delivery schedule, subject to the provisions of Section 
2.5. NCSD assumes all responsibility for delivery of the water from the interconnection. 

ARTICLE 3: PAYMENT PROVISIONS 

3.1 Reservation Fee. In consideration for the City's reservation of water for NCSD 
as provided for in Sections 1.6 and 2.1 of this MOU and to reserve capacity within City's 
distribution system from the date of this MOU until the Effective Date, NCSD shall pay City a 
reservation fee (the "Reservation Fee") of seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars ($750,000). 
The Reservation Fee will be paid in four installments as follows: 

Installment Amount 

1) MOUDate $37,500 

2) Contract Date: Final and Beyond Challenge $187,500 

3) Completion of Construction $225,000 

4) First 300 AF Delivered @ $l,OOOIAF $300,000 

The Reservation Fee is non-refundable. The Reservation Fee will be credited 
against the transaction and reduce the Annual Fixed Rate (as described in Section 3.2) at the rate 
of fifty dollars ($50.00) per acre-foot for the first fifteen thousand (15,000) acre-feet of 
Supplemental Water purchased by NCSD. City has the right to tenninate the Agreement if any 
of the installments under the Reservation Fee are not paid on or before the due date. City shall 
use the Reservation Fee to cover any costs incurred under this MOU and the Agreement. 

3.2 Payment for Supplemental Water. 

(a) NCSD shall pay City either an Annual Fixed Rate for the Supplemental 
Water in the amount of one thousand two hundred and fifty dollars ($1,250.00) per acre-foot or 
an Annual Variable Rate in the amount of eight hundred and ninety five dollars ($895.00) per 
acre-foot adjusted each year from Initial Delivery through the end of the Term by three percent 
(3.0%) annually. NCSD shall choose one such rate prior to accepting the initial delivery of 
Supplemental Water hereunder and that rate then shall apply for the entirety of the Tenn, 
provided that the parties agree to renegotiate the rates stated herein for the period commencing 
with the year 2036 through the end of the Term, consistent with Section 2.3. 
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all regulatory and environmental pennits, licenses or other approvals nec"essary to construct and 
operate the interconnection. City will deliver the Supplemental Water to NCSD at the 
interconnection upon a mutually agreeable delivery schedule, subject to the provisions of Section 
2.5. NCSD assumes all responsibility for delivery of the water from the interconnection. 

ARTICLE 3: PAYMENT PROVISIONS 

3.1 Reservation Fee. In consideration for the City's reservation of water for NCSD 
as provided for in Sections 1.6 and 2.1 of this MOU and to reserve capacity within City'S 
distribution system from the date of this MOU until the Effective Date, NCSD shall pay City a 
reservation fee (the "Reservation Fee") of seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars ($750,000). 
The Reservation Fee will be paid in four installments as follows: 

Installment Amount 

I) MOUDate $37,500 

2) Contract Date: Final and Beyond Challenge $187,500 

3) Completion of Construction $225,000 

4) First 300 AF Delivered @ $I,OOOIAF $300,000 

The Reservation Fee is non·refundable. The Reservation Fee will be credited 
against the transaction and reduce the Annual Fixed Rate (as described in Section 3.2) at the rate 
of fifty dollars ($50.00) per acre-foot for the first fifteen thousand (15,000) acre-feet of 
Supplemental Water purchased by NCSD. City has the right to terminate the Agreement if any 
of the installments under the Reservation Fee are not paid on or before the due date. City shall 
use the Reservation Fee to cover any costs incurred under this MOU and the Agreement. 

3.2 Payment ror Supplemental Water. 

(a) NCSD shall pay City either an Armual Fixed Rate for the Supplemental 
Water in the amount of one thousand two hundred and fifty dollars ($1,250.00) per acre-foot or 
an Armual Variable Rate in the amount of eight hundred and ninety five dollars ($895.00) per 
acre-foot adjusted each year from Initial Delivery through the end of the Term by three percent 
(3.0%) annually. NCSD shall choose one such rate prior to accepting the initial delivery of 
Supplemental Water hereunder and that rate then shall apply for the entirety of the Term, 
provided that the parties agree to renegotiate the rates stated herein for the period commencing 
with the year 2036 through the end of the Tenn, consistent with Section 2.3. 
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(b) For water remarketed by NCSD into NHSA, City shall charge either the 
Annual Fixed Rate or the Annual Variable Rate stated in subsection 3.2 (a) at the choice of the 
end user made prior to that end user accepting the initial delivery of Supplemental Water from 
NCSD. That rate shall then apply for the entirety of the Term, provided that the rate is subject to 
renegotiation for the period commencing with the year 2036 through the end of the Term, 
consistent with Section 2.3. NCSD shall measure and report all deliveries of Supplemental 
Water remarketed by it to end users on a quarterly basis consistent with the payments due 
pursuant to subsection 3.4. 

3.3 Remarketing of Supplemental Water. NCSD shall be free to remarket the 
Supplemental Water to other parties who either use or serve water within the NHSA, without 
restriction as to price and terms. 

3.4 Payment Schedule. City shall bill NCSD on a quarterly basis in arrears for 
Supplemental Water delivered to NCSD's interconnection during the previous quarter. The 
amount payable by NCSD to City shall be based on the total quantity in acre-feet of 
Supplemental Water delivered during the quarter just ended multiplied by the then-current 
Annual Fixed Rate and Annual Variable Rate. The first invoice to NCSD will be dated within 
three months of the Initial Delivery and continue each calendar quarter (January 1, April 1, July 
1, and October 1) through the end of the Term. The invoice shall apply to the previous quarter of 
actual Supplemental Water deliveries. 

3.5 Construction. Regulatory/ Permit and Other Costs. NCSD shall be solely 
responsible for all costs related to the construction and operation of the interconnection with 
City'S retail distribution system. NCSD shall also be solely responsible for all regulatory andlor 
permit compliance and costs with respect to the interconnection. Except as otherwise provided 
for in this Article 3, the Parties shall be responsible for their own fees and costs related to the 
completion of this MOU and the Agreement. 

ARTICLE 4: DIVISION OF RISK RESPONSIBILITIES 

4.1 Indemnity. NCSD, its successors and assigns, shall hold harmless, defend and 
indemnify City, its officials, employees, agents, successors and assigns (all of which are herein 
referred to as the "City Indemnified Parties") from and against all liabilities, obligations, claims, 
damages, losses, actions, judgments, suits, costs and expenses, including but not limited to 
reasonable attorneys' fees (collectively, "Damages"), which may be imposed on, incurred by, or 
asserted against City Indemnified Parties as a result of (i) a breach ofNCSD' s obligations; or (ii) 
the conduct ofNCSD's operations associated with the interconnection to City's retail distribution 
system and the subsequent delivery of Supplemental Water to NCSD's customers. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, in no event shall NCSD be liable to indemnify a City 
Indemnified Party for (i) any Damages resulting from the negligence or the gross negligence or 
willful misconduct of City; (ii) any third party claim brought in connection with regulatory 
approvals; or (iii) any claim brought in connection with the quality of the Supplemental Water as 
provided in Section 2.3 above. This indemnification shall survive termination of the Agreement. 
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(b) For water remarketed by NCSD into NHSA, City shall charge either the 
Annual Fixed Rate or the Annual Variable Rate stated in subsection 3.2 (a) at the choice of the 
end user made prior to that end user accepting the initial delivery ofSuppiementai Water from 
NCSD. That rate shall then apply for the entirety of the Tenn, provided that the rate is subject to 
renegotiation for the period commencing with the year 2036 through the end of the Tenn, 
consistent with Section 2.3. NCSD shall measllre and report all deliveries of Supplemental 
Water remarketed by it to end users on a quarterly basis consistent with the payments due 
pursuant to subsection 3.4. 

3.3 Remarketing of Supplemental Water. NCSD shall be free to remarket the 
Supplemental Water to other parties who either use or serve water within the NHSA. without 
restriction as to price and terms. 

3.4 Payment Schedule. City shall bill NCSD on a quarterly basis in arrears for 
Supplemental Water delivered to NCSD's intercoJUlection during the previous quarter. The 
amount payable by NCSD to City shall be based on the total quantity in acre-feet of 
Supplemental Water delivered during the quarter just ended multiplied by the then-current 
Annual Fixed Rate and Annual Variable Rate. The first invoice to NCSD will be dated within 
three months of the Initial Delivery and continue each calendar quarter (January I, April I, July 
I, and October I) through the end of the Term. The invoice shall apply to the previous quarter of 
actual Supplemental Water deliveries. 

3.5 Construction. Regulatoryl Permit and Other Costs. NCSD shall be solely 
responsible for all costs related to the construction and operation of the intercoJUlection with 
City's retail distribution system. NCSD shall also be solely responsible for all regulatory andlor 
pennit compliance and costs with respect to the interconnection. Except as otherwise provided 
for in this Article 3, the Parties shall he responsible for their own fees and costs related to the 
completion of this MOU and the Agreement. 

ARTICLE 4: DIVISION OF RISK RESPONSIBILITIES 

4.1 Indemnity. NCSD, its successors and assigns, shall hold harmless, defend and 
indemnify City. its officials, employees, agents, successors and assigns (all of which are herein 
referred to as the "City Indemnified Parties") from and against all liabilities, obligations, claims, 
damages, losses, actions, judgments, suits, costs and expenses, including hut not limited to 
reasonable attorneys' fees (collectively, "Damages''), which may be imposed on, incurred by, or 
asserted against City Indemnified Parties as a result of (i) a breach ofNCSD's obligations; or (ii) 
the conduct ofNCSD's operations associated with the interconnection to City's retail distribution 
system and the subsequent delivery of Supplemental Water to NCSD's customers. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, in no event shall NCSD be liable to indemnify a City 
Indemnified Party for (i) any Damages resulting from the negligence or the gross negligence or 
willful misconduct of City; (ii) any third party claim brought in connection with regulatory 
approvals; or (iii) any claim brought in connection with the quality of the Supplemental Water as 
provided in Section 2.3 above. This indemnification shall survive termination of the Agreement. 
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4.2 Third Party Claims. Promptly following notice of any "Third Party Claim" for 
which City is indemnified hereunder, City shall notify NCSD of such claim in writing. NCSD 
shall have a period of thirty (30) days following the receipt of such notice to notify City of 
whether NCSD elects to assume the defense thereof. IfNCSD so notifies City that it elects to 
assume the defense, NCSD thereafter shall defend (with counsel approved by City), indemnify 
and hold City harmless from and against, and shall reimburse City for, the Third Party Claim. 

NCSD shall not consent to entry of judgment or enter into any settlement 
agreement, without the consent of City, which does not include a complete and unconditional 
release of City or which imposes injunctive or other equitable relief against City. City shall be 
entitled to participate in, but not control, the defense thereof, with counsel of its choice and at its 
own expense. 

IfNCSD does not give the requisite notice, or fails to assume and diligently 
pursue the defense of such Third Party Claim, City may defend against such Third Party Claim 
in such manner as it may deem appropriate, at NCSD's expense, including without limitation 
settlement thereof on such terms as City may deem appropriate, and to pursue such remedies as 
may be available to City against NCSD. Notwithstanding the foregoing, City shall not consent 
to entry of a judgment or enter into any settlement agreement, without the consent ofNCSD, 
which does not include a complete and unconditional release ofNCSD. 

4.3 Force Majeure. Ifby reason of acts of God, earthquakes, droughts, floods, 
storms, explosion, fires, labor troubles, strikes, insurrection, riots, acts of the public enemy, or 
federal, state, or local law, order, rule, or regulation, the City is prevented from delivering, in 
whole or in part, Supplemental Water to NCSD, as provided herein, then City may reduce 
delivery of Supplemental Water up to the same percentage the City reduces water delivery to its 
retail customers. 

4.4 Suspension. The delivery of water may be suspended or curtailed during any 
period of public emergency or disaster that is declared by City. For the purposes of this MOU, a 
public emergency or disaster shall not include ordinary measures taken during periods of drought 
or water shortage. Should such a suspension or curtailment occur, the resulting deficit in water 
deliveries shall be offered to be offset by the City through excess water deliveries as soon as is 
practicable. 

4.4 Notice of Claims. The Parties shall promptly notify each other within ten (10) 
days of City or NCSD becoming aware of: (1) any claims or suits brought against City or NCSD 
for which they seek indemnification from the other Party, (2) any Third Party Claims, and (3) 
any force majeure event. Any such notice shall conform to the requirements specified in Section 
9.6 of this MOU. 

ARTICLE 5: CONDITIONS PRECEDENT 

5.1 Conditions Precedent. NCSD's obligation to consummate the transaction 
contemplated under this MOU and the Agreement (other than the payment of the Reservation 
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4.2 Third Party Claims. Promptly following notice of any "Third Party Claim" for 
which City is indemnified hereunder. City shall notify NCSD of such claim in writing. NCSD 
shall have a period of thirty (30) days following the receipt of such notice to notify City of 
whether NCSD elects to assume the defense thereof. IfNCSD so notifies City that it elects to 
assume the defense, NCSD thereafter shall defend (with counsel approved by City), indemnify 
and hold City harmless from and against, and shall reimburse City for, the Third Party Claim. 

NCSD shall not consent to entry of judgment or enter into any settlement 
agreement, without the consent of City, which does not include a complete and unconditional 
release of City or which imposes injunctive or other equitable relief against City. City shall be 
entitled to participate in, but not control, the defense thereof, with counsel of its choice and at its 
own expense. 

IfNCSD does not give the requisite notice, or fails to assume and diligently 
pursue the defense of such Third Party Claim, City may defend against such Third Party Claim 
in such manner as it may deem appropriate, at NCSD's expense, including without limitation 
settlement thereof on such terms as City may deem appropriate, and to pursue such remedies as 
may be available to City against NCSD. Norwithstanding the foregoing, City shall not consent 
to entry of a judgment or enter into any settlement agreement, without the consent ofNCSD, 
which does not include a complete and unconditional release ofNCSD. 

4.3 Force Majeure. Ifby reason of acts of God, earthquakes, droughts, floods, 
storms, explosion, fires, labor troubles, strikes, insurrection, riots, acts of the public enemy, or 
federal, state, or local law, order, rule, or regulation, the City is prevented from delivering, in 
whole or in part, Supplemental Water to NCSD, as provided herein, then City may reduce 
delivery of Supplemental Water up to the same percentage the City reduces water delivery to its 
retail customers. 

4.4 Suspension. The delivery of water may be suspended or curtailed during any 
period of public emergency or disaster that is declared by City. For the purposes of this MOU, a 
public emergency or disaster shaH not include ordinary measures taken during periods of drought 
or water shortage. Should such a suspension or curtailment occur, the resulting deficit in water 
deliveries shall be offered to be offset by the City through excess water deliveries as soon as is 
practicable. 

4.4 Claims. The Parties shall promptly notify each other within ten (10) 
days of City or aware of: (\) any claims or suits brought against City or NCSD 
for which they seek indemnification from the other Party, (2) any Third Party Claims, and (3) 
any force majeure event. Any such notice shall confonn to the requirements specified in Section 
9.6 of this MOU. 

ARTICLE 5: CONDITIONS PRECEDENT 

5.1 Conditions Precedent. NCSD's obligation to consummate the transaction 
contemplated under this MOU and the Agreement (other than the payment ofthe Reservation 
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Fee on the MOU Date) will be subject to the satisfaction of the following conditions (the 
"Conditions Precedent"). 

(a) General Feasibility. City will deliver to NCSD, as soon as possible 
following the execution of this MOU, such further documents, plans, maps, studies, reports, 
records, permits, licenses and contracts relating to the Supplemental Water that NCSD may deem 
necessary or desirable in order to assess the viability and feasibility of the Supplemental Water 
for NCSD's intended use. NCSD will have until the proposed Contract Date to review and 
approve or disapprove the same. 

Additionally, during the term of the MOU, NCSD shall investigate the 
costs and general feasibility of constructing and operating an interconnection with City's retail 
distribution system. City shall provide reasonable assistance to NCSD in conducting this 
feasibility investigation. 

(b) Due Diligence. City agrees to cooperate with NCSD's due diligence 
investigation of City, and to provide NCSD and its representatives with prompt and reasonable 
access to key employees and to books, records, contracts and other information pertaining to the 
Supplemental Water and that portion of City's retail distribution system affected by the 
contemplated transaction (the "Due Diligence Information"). 

(c) CEQA Compliance. NCSD will diligently pursue CEQA compliance for 
the delivery ofthe Supplemental Water and the facilities necessary to transport the Supplemental 
Water from City to NCSD. NCSD agrees to the following time line: 

(i) To develop a project description for the Supplemental Water Agreement 
contemplated in this MOU no later than one hundred and twenty (120) 
days from the date upon which NCSD's Board of Directors approves this 
MOU; and 

(ii) To retain environmental consultants within one hundred and twenty (120) 
days from the date upon which NCSD's Board of Directors approves this 
MOU; and 

(iii) To use reasonable efforts to complete all associated CEQA studies and 
reports. 

5.2 Pre-Closing Covenants. The Agreement shall contain customary representations 
and warranties, including good and marketable title to the Supplemental Water. City shall 
further provide appropriate documentation to enable NCSD to verify City's ability to provide 
Supplemental Water as contemplated herein. 

5.3 Conditions to Obligation. The Parties are not obligated to consummate the 
acquisition of the Supplemental Water contemplated hereby unless and until the Parties have 
reached agreement as to all of the essential terms of the acquisition, which shall be reflected in 
the Agreement. In addition, the Parties will not be obligated to consummate the acquisition of 
the Supplemental Water unless NCSD has obtained all certificates, permits and approvals that 
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Fee on the MOU Date) will be subject to the satisfaction of the following conditions (the 
"Conditions Precedent"). 

(a) General Feasibility. City will deliver to NCSD, as soon as possible 
following the execution of this MOU. such further documents, plans, maps, studies, reports, 
records, permits. licenses and contracts relating to the Supplemental Water that NCSD may deem 
necessary or desirable in order to assess the viability and feasibility of the Supplemental Water 
for NCSD's intended use. NCSD will have until the proposed Contract Date to review and 
approve or disapprove the same. 

Additionally, during the telll1 of the MOV, NCSD shall investigate the 
costs and general feasibility of constructing and operating an interconnection with City's retail 
distribution system. City shall provide reasonable assistance to NCSD in conducting this 
feasibility investigation. 

(b) Due Diligence. City agrees to cooperate with NCSD's due diligence 
investigation of City, and to provide NCSD and its representatives with prompt and reasonable 
access to key employees and to books, records, contracts and other information pertaining to the 
Supplemental Water and that portion of City's retail distribution system affected by the 
contemplated transaction (the "Due Diligence Information"). 

(c) CEQA Compliance. NCSD will diligently pursue CEQA compliance for 
the delivery of the Supplemental Water and the facilities necessary to transport the Supplemental 
Water from City to NCSD. NCSD agrees to the following time line: 

(i) To develop a project description for the Supplemental Water Agreement 
contemplated in this MOV no later than one hundred and twenty (120) 
days from the date upon which NCSD's Board of Directors approves this 
MOV; and 

(ii) To retain environmental consultants within one hundred and twenty (120) 
days from the date upon which NCSD's Board of Directors approves this 
MOV; and 

(iii) To use reasonable efforts to complete all associated CEQA studies and 
reports. 

5.2 Pre-Closing Covenants. The Agreement shall contain customary representations 
and warranties, including good and marketable title to the Supplemental Water. City shall 
further provide appropriate documentation to enable NCSD to verify City's ability to provide 
Supplemental Water as contemplated herein. 

5.3 Conditions to Obligation. The Parties are not obligated to consummate the 
acquisition of the Supplemental Water contemplated hereby unless and until the Parties have 
reached agreement as to all of the essential terms of the acquisition, which shall be reflected in 
the Agreement. In addition, the Parties will not be obligated to consummate the acquisition of 
the Supplemental Water unless NCSD has obtained all certificates, pelll1its and approvals that 
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are required in connection with the construction and operation of the interconnection and the 
delivery and use of the Supplemental Water, and NCSD satisfactorily completes its due diligence 
investigation as described in Section 5.1 of this MOU. 

ARTICLE 6: BEST EFFORTS 

6.1 Best Efforts. The Parties agree to negotiate in good faith, and to use their 
reasonable best efforts to reach and tentatively approve the Agreement with respect to the 
acquisition ofthe Supplemental Water on or before December 31,2004, and to close the 
transaction, by formal execution of the Agreement, as soon as it is reasonably practicable. In the 
event any Party violates the covenants contained in this Article 6 (the "Breaching Party"), the 
other Party may seek recovery from the Breaching Party of its actual costs and expenses incurred 
in connection with this MOU in reliance on the good faith of the Breaching Party. The foregoing 
remedy shall be the sole and exclusive remedy for a breach of this Article 6 and neither Party 
shall be liable to the other for any claim of lost profits or consequential damages. 

ARTICLE 7: CONFIDENTIALITY 

7.1 Confidentiality. NCSD shall use the Due Diligence Information solely for the 
purpose of investigation of the Supplemental Water and the feasibility of constructing and 
operating the required interconnection; and, unless and until the Parties consummate the 
acquisition of the Supplemental Water, NCSD, its affiliates, directors, officers, employees, 
advisers and agents (the "NCSD Representatives") will keep the Due Diligence Information 
confidential. NCSD will disclose the Due Diligence Information only to those Representatives 
ofNCSD who need to know such information for the purpose of consummating the acquisition. 
NCSD agrees to be responsible for any breach of this Section 7.1 by any of the NCSD 
Representatives. In the event the acquisition is not consummated, NCSD will return to City any 
materials containing Due Diligence Information, or will certify in writing that all such materials 
or copies of such materials have been destroyed. 

The Parties hereto agree that any information provided them in connection with 
the transactions contemplated by this MOU will be kept confidential by them and their respective 
officers, directors, employees, agents, representatives and advisors; provided, however, that 
disclosure of such information may be made: 

(a) To the extent the same shall be or have otherwise become publicly 
available other than as a result of the Parties hereto, and 

(b) If, in the reasonable opinion of counsel to the disclosing Party, such 
disclosure is required to be disclosed by law or during the course of or in connection with any 
litigation or proceeding, provided that the Party so disclosing notifies the other Party of its 
obligations to provide such confidential information and fully cooperates with the other Party to 
protect the confidentiality of such information. 
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are required in connection with the construction and operation of the intercoJU1ection and the 
delivery and use of the Supplemental Water, and NCSD satisfactorily completes its due diligence 
investigation as described in Section 5.1 of this MOV. 

ARTICLE 6: BEST EFFORTS 

6.1 Best Efforts. The Parties agree to negotiate in good faith, and to use their 
reasonable best efforts to reach and tentatively approve the Agreement with respect to the 
acquisition of the Supplemental Water on or before December 31, 2004, and to close the 
transaction, by formal execution of the Agreement, as soon as it is reasonably practicable. In the 
event any Party violates the covenants contained in this Article 6 (the "Breaching Party"), the 
other Party may seek recovery from the Breaching Party of its actual costs and expenses incurred 
in connection with this MOU in reliance on the good faith of the Breaching Party. The foregoing 
remedy shall be the sole and exclusive remedy for a breach of this Article 6 and neither Party 
shall be liable to the other for any claim orIost profits or consequential damages. 

ARTICLE 7: CONFIDENTIALITY 

7.1 ConfideDtiali~·. NCSD shall use the Due Diligence Information solely for the 
purpose of investigation of the Supplemental Water and the feasibility of constructing and 
operating the required intercormection; and, unless and until the Parties consummate the 
acquisition of the Supplemental Water, NCSD, its affiliates, directors, officers, employees, 
advisers and agents (the "NCSD Representatives") will keep the Due Diligence Infonnation 
confidential. NCSD will disclose the Due Diligence Infonnation only to those Representatives 
ofNCSD who need to know such infonnation for the purpose of consummating the acquisition. 
NCSD agrees to be responsible for any breach of this Section 7.1 by any ofthe NCSD 
Representatives. In the event the acquisition is not consummated, NCSD will return to City any 
materials containing Due Diligence Infonnation. or will certify in writing that all such materials 
or copies of such materials have been destroyed. 

The Parties hereto agree that any infonnation provided them in connection with 
the transactions contemplated by this MOU will be kept confidential by them and their respective 
officers, directors, employees, agents, representatives and advisors; provided, however. that 
disclosure of such infonnation may be made: 

(a) To the extent the same shall be or have otherwise become publicly 
available other than as a result of the Parties hereto, and 

(b) If, in the reasonable opinion of counsel to the disclosing Party, such 
disclosure is required to be disclosed by law or during the course of or in connection with any 
litigation or proceeding, provided that the Party so disclosing notifies the other Party ofits 
obligations to provide such confidential information and fully cooperates with the other Party to 
protect the confidentiality of such information. 



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BY AND BETWEEN 
THE CITY OF SANTA MARIA 'AND 

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

ARTICLE 8: REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES 

8.1 Representations or Warranties of City. City makes the following 
representations, warranties and covenants to NCSD: 

(a) Power and Authority to Execute and Perfonn this MOU, City has the 
power and authority to enter into this MOU and to perform its obligations, and all necessary 
approvals and authorizations have been obtained. 

(b) Enforceability, This MOU constitutes a legal, valid and binding 
obligation of City, and is enforceable against City in accordance with its tenns. 

8.2. Representations or Warranties of NCSD. NCSD makes the following 
representations, warranties and covenants to City: 

(a) Power and Authority to Execute and Perfonn this MOU, NCSD has the 
power and authority to enter into this MOU and to perform its obligations, and all necessary 
approvals and authorizations have been obtained. 

(b) Enforceability. This MOU constitutes a legal, valid and binding 
obligation ofNCSD, enforceable against NCSD in accordance with its tenns. 

ARTICLE 9: MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

9.1 Remedies Not Exclusive. Except as provided in Article 6, remedies provided in 
this MOU and the Agreement for enforcement of its tenns are intended and shall be construed as 
cumulative rather than exclusive and shall not be deemed to deprive the Party using the same 
from also using any other remedies provided by this MOU or the Agreement or by law. 

9.2 No Transfer of Rights. The rights granted to NCSD hereunder constitute the 
right to take delivery of water only and shall not be interpreted as a sale, transfer, or assignment 
of City's water rights with respect to its SWP contract, the Santa Maria Basin, or other water 
sources as may be available from time to time. 

9.3 Subject to Applicable Law. NCSD and City acknowledge and agree that this 
MOU and the rights and obligations of the Parties hereunder shall be subject to the laws 
governing municipal corporations as they now exists and as they may be hereafter amended or 
codified by the Legislature of the State of California. 

9.4 Entire Agreement. This MOU contains the entire understanding between City 
and NCSD with respect to its subject matter, and supersedes all prior agreements, oral or written, 
and all prior or contemporaneous discussions or negotiations between City and NCSD. This 
MOU cannot be amended except in writing signed by both Parties. 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BY.AND BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF SANTA MARIA AND 
NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this agreement as ofthe date first 

written above. 

CITY: 

City of Santa Maria 

a California municipal corporation 

By: 7ff--= 
Name: Tim Ness 

Title: Citl Mana~er 

Address: 110 E. Cook Street 

Santa Maria, CA 93454 

Fax: (805) 349-0657 

Phone: (805) 925-0951 

Deputy City Cle 

APPROVED AS TO FO 

Best Best & Krieger LLP 

By: 

Eric Garner, Partner 

NCSD: 

Nipomo Community Services District 

a California independent special district 

By: H~,d.IAJi~ 
Name: H 1c../,fA6'L WtNN 

Title: ?Vf.Sl Lt NC-~ 
I 

Address: 11B s. W:ls.~ ~. 
tV til ~o CA 43414 I I 

Fax: Q2fi - Iq 3 Z-

Phone: q'2.-q - It ~3 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BY.AND BETWEEN 
THE CITY OF SANTA MARIA AND 

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this agreement as of the date first 

written above. 

CITY: 

City of Santa Maria 

a California municipal corporation 

By: ~ 
Name: Tim Ness 

Title: City Manager 

Address: 110 E. Cook Street 

Santa Maria, CA 93454 

Fax: (805) 349-0657 

Phone: (805) 925-0951 

Deputy City Cle 

APPROVED AS TO FO 

Best Best & Krieger LLP 

By: 

Eric Gamer, Partner 

NCSD: 

Nipomo Conununity Services District 

a California independent special district 

By: 

N arne: ---=-,-N1.JI",k",kI::.tIA-",S"",-,--,W"'-klfN~NL-__ 

Title: ?V'f II cl..,.t Nc.S.':D , 

Address: If€. £.. ~:h"" U. 
tJ~"""o, CIt q34<t4 

Fax: Q2f/ - 113 2-

Phone: q'2-'1 - 1/ ~3 



RESOLUTION NO. 2004-167 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA 
MARIA, CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY 

MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTIVE THE MEMORANDUM OF 
UNDERSTANDING BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF SANTA MARIA AND 

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT (NCSD) 

WHEREAS, in 1997 the City of Santa Maria purchased State Water to improve water 
quality to existing City residents and provide a new water supply for planned growth; and 

WHEREAS, the plan was to import sufficient water supplies to eliminate the need for 
home water softeners and avoid complicated wastewater treatment schemes; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Maria has experienced a Significant reduction in the 
number of water softeners used by City residents, which has allowed the City to maintain its 
current and very cost-effective wastewater treatment practices; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Maria has used only a limited amount of groundwater 
during this seven-year period; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Maria has sufficient water resources to meet Nipomo 
Community Services District's water supply needs, and is willing to sell to Nipomo 
Community Services District a supplemental water supply of up to three thousand (3,000) 
acre-feet per year; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
Santa Maria, California as follows: 

• , . . ' " , > \ 

The City Manager, or his designee, is authorized to execute the 
Memorandum of Understanding by and between the City of Santa Maria and 
Nipomo Community Services District. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 
Santa Maria held September 7, 2004. 

ATTEST: 

/s112PJ'RJCIA A. PEREZ 

Chief Deputy City Clerk 

Mayor 

/S/ L.J. LAVAGNINO 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

al.. " -BY: -t~~~ 

BY: 

BY: CI AGER 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2004-167 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA 
MARIA, CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY 

MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTIVE THE MEMORANDUM OF 
UNDERSTANDING BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF SANTA MARIA AND 

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT (NCSD) 
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quality to existing City residents and provide a new water supply for planned growth; and 

WHEREAS, the plan was to import sufficient water supplies to eliminate the need for 
home water softeners and avoid complicated wastewater treatment schemes; and 

WHEREAS. the City of Santa Maria has experienced a significant reduction in the 
number of water softeners used by City residents, which has allowed the City to maintain its 
current and very cost-effective wastewater treatment practices; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Maria has used only a limited amount of groundwater 
during this seven·year period; and 
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The City Manager, or his designee, is authorized to execute the 
Memorandum of Understanding by and between the City of Santa Maria and 
Nipomo Community Services District. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 
Santa Maria held September 7, 2004. 

Mayor 

ATIEST: 

laiPATPJ ClA A. PEREZ 

Chief Deputy City Clerk 

lSI L. J . LA V AGNINO 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

BY~~ ...t'~An:oRNY 
CONTENTS: 

-(jj 
'.'XL--

BY: D~HEAD 

BY: CI AGER 
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Appendix E 
Water Demand Calculations 
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Blacklake Division 

Existing Zoning 

Existing Demand in Blacklake Division 480 ae 

Estimated Additional Future Demand under Existing Zoning 50 af2 

Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout 530 af 

1. Gross well production as reported by NCSD for January 1, 2003 through December 31, 2003. 

2. In 2003, NCSD surveyed the existing parcels within the service area and found that 90 percent of existing assessor's parcel numbers 
were being served. Thus it is assumed that existing demand (year 2004) represents approximately 90 percent of demand at buildout 
under existing zoning. 

Land Use with Pending Amendments 
ISame as Existing Zoning 530 af 

High Density Assumption 
ISame as Existing Zoning 530 af 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com

Blacklake Division 

Existing Zoning 

Existing Demand in Blacklake Division 480 ae 

Estimated Additional Future Demand under Existing Zoning 50 af2 

Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout 530 af 

1. Gross well production as reported by NCSD for January 1, 2003 through December 31, 2003. 

2. In 2003, NCSD surveyed the existing parcels within the service area and found that 90 percent of existing assessor's parcel numbers 
were being served. Thus it is assumed that existing demand (year 2004) represents approximately 90 percent of demand at buildout 
under existing zoning. 

Land Use with Pending Amendments 
ISame as Existing Zoning 530 af 

High Density Assumption 
ISame as Existing Zoning 530 af 



Town Division 

Water Demand at Buildout 

Water Demand at BuiIdout Given Existing Land Use with Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water 
Water 

Water 1 Acres Units2 Units2 Units2 Land Use 2 Factor 3 Demand (afy) 
Acres Demand Acres 

per acre 
(afy) 

Demand (afy) 

Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 631 631 390 631 631 390 631 631 390 

Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 160 2400 350 160 2400 350 160 2400 350 

Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 1404 281 300 1404 281 300 702 140 150 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 686 2401 1100 686 2401 1100 698 2443 1120 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 905 905 560 905 905 560 1611 1611 990 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 12 na 0 12 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 160 na 230 160 na 230 160 na 230 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 94 na 30 94 na 30 94 na 30 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 33 na 10 33 na 10 33 na 10 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 11 na 10 11 na 10 11 na 101 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 38 na 20 38 na 20 38 na 20 
Total Acres in Town Division 4138 4138 4138 
Total Estimated Units In Town Division 6618 6618 7225 
Total Est. Water Demand at Buildout - Town Division (afy) 3000 3000 3300 

Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo County. Ille Lalld Use alld Circulatioll Elements of the Sail Luis ObiSpo CoullhJ Gelleral Plall. South Coullhj-llllnlld. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3. Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 
4. Existing Land Use is inclusive of the Robertson (G990001 n and Summit Station (G980008N) Land Use Amendments. No other General Plan Plan Amendments were identified applicable to the Town Division Service 

Area. 
5. This assumes aU land designated Agriculture, remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Single-Family; aU land currently deSignated Rural Lands will convert to Residental 
Suburban; and half of aU land designated Residential-Rural wiU convert to Residential Suburban. 
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Town Division 

Water Demand at Buildout 

Water Demand at BuiIdout Given Existing Land Use with Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water 
Water 

Water 1 Acres Units2 Units2 Units2 Land Use 2 Factor 3 Demand (afy) 
Acres Demand Acres 

per acre 
(afy) 

Demand (afy) 

Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 631 631 390 631 631 390 631 631 390 

Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 160 2400 350 160 2400 350 160 2400 350 

Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 1404 281 300 1404 281 300 702 140 150 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 686 2401 1100 686 2401 1100 698 2443 1120 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 905 905 560 905 905 560 1611 1611 990 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 12 na 0 12 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 160 na 230 160 na 230 160 na 230 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 94 na 30 94 na 30 94 na 30 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 33 na 10 33 na 10 33 na 10 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 11 na 10 11 na 10 11 na 10 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 38 na 20 38 na 20 38 na 20 
Total Acres in Town Division 4138 4138 4138 
Total Estimated Units In Town Division 6618 6618 7225 
Total Est. Water Demand at Buildout - Town Division (afy) 3000 3000 3300 

Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo County. Ille Lalld Use alld Circulatioll Elements of the Sail Luis ObiSpo CoullhJ Gelleral Plall. South Coullhj-llllnlld. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3. Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 
4. Existing Land Use is inclusive of the Robertson (G990001 n and Summit Station (G980008N) Land Use Amendments. No other General Plan Plan Amendments were identified applicable to the Town Division Service 

Area. 
5. This assumes aU land designated Agriculture, remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Single-Family; aU land currently deSignated Rural Lands will convert to Residental 
Suburban; and half of aU land designated Residential-Rural wiU convert to Residential Suburban. 



Sphere of Influence Study Area 1 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 1 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 
Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use with Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

. W D ~~ 
1 I Uruts ater uty 2 Water 2 Water 

Land Use 2 F 3 Acres Units D d (fy) Acres Units Demand Acres Units2 

per acre actor eman a (afy) Demand (afy) 

Residential 

Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 662 132 140 484 97 100 572 114 120 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 256 896 410 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 14 14 10 14 14 10 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Canada Ranch Specific Plan 2 1.18 af/year 0 0 0 288 576 340 200 400 240 
Non-Residential 0 0 

Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 420 na 0 256 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 40 na 60 40 na 60 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Total Acres in 5011 1082 1082 1082 
Total Estimated Units In 5011 132 687 I 1424 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - 5011 (afy) 140 510 I 840 
Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Conunission. Sphere of Influence Update, Municipal Service Review, Nipomo Community Seruices District. Adopted May 20, 2004; and San Luis Obispo 
County. The Land Use and Cirwlation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County General Plan. South County-Inland. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3. Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 
4. Pending Land Use Amendments include (a) Nipomo OaksjMehlschau Property (G990013M), which would remove 164 acres from the Agriculture land use designation and make this land Rural Residential (110 
acres), Residential Suburban (14 acres), and Commercial Retail (28 acres) and (b) Crystal Oaks Ranch, a proposed 288-acre mixed use development residing within the Canada Ranch Specific Plan area, to be developed 
consistent with Canada Ranch objectives identified in the San Luis ObiSpo County General Plan. 

5. This assumes all land designated Agriculture, remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Single-Family. 
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Sphere of Influence Study Area 1 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 1 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 

Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use with Water Demand Given High 
Given Existing Land Use Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water 
Water 

1 
Units2 Units2 Units2 Water Land Use 2 Factor 3 Acres 

Demand (afy) 
Acres Demand Acres 

per acre 
(afy) 

Demand (afy) 

Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 662 132 140 484 97 100 572 114 120 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 256 896 410 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 14 14 10 14 14 10 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Canada Ranch Specific Plan 2 1.18 af/year 0 0 0 288 576 340 200 400 240 
Non-Residential 0 0 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 420 na 0 256 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 40 na 60 40 na 60 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Total Acres in 5011 1082 1082 1082 
Total Estimated Units In 5011 132 687 1424 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - 5011 (afy) 140 510 840 
Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Conunission. Sphere of Influence Update, Municipal Service Review, Nipomo Community Seruices District. Adopted May 20, 2004; and San Luis Obispo 
County. The Land Use and Cirwlation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County General Plan. South County-Inland. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3. Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 
4. Pending Land Use Amendments include (a) Nipomo OaksjMehlschau Property (G990013M), which would remove 164 acres from the Agriculture land use designation and make this land Rural Residential (110 
acres), Residential Suburban (14 acres), and Commercial Retail (28 acres) and (b) Crystal Oaks Ranch, a proposed 288-acre mixed use development residing within the Canada Ranch Specific Plan area, to be developed 
consistent with Canada Ranch objectives identified in the San Luis ObiSpo County General Plan. 

5. This assumes all land designated Agriculture, remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Single-Family. 



Sphere of Influence Study Area 2 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 2 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 
Given Existing Land Use 

Water Demand at Buildout with Pending Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use Amendments 4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water Water Water 

Land Use1 

per acre2 Factor 3 
Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand 

(afy) (afy) (afy) 

Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 132 462 210 

Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 132 na 0 132 na 0 0 na 0 

Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Total Acres in Sal 2 132 132 132 

Total Estimated Units In Sal 2 0 0 462 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - Sal 2 (afy) 0 0 210 

Notes: 

1 Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere of Influence Update. Municipal Sennce Rel}iew. Nipomo Community Services District. Adopted May 20. 2004; and 

San Luis Obispo County. The umd Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo CounhJ General Plan. South COUllhj-lnland. Revised January 1. 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3 Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

4. No pending Land Use Amendments identified for Sphere of Influence Study Area 2. 

5. This assumes all land designated Agriculture. remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments. will convert to Residential Single-Family. 
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Sphere of Influence Study Area 2 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 2 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 
Given Existing Land Use 

Water Demand at Buildout with Pending Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use Amendments 4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water Water Water 

Land Use1 

per acre2 Factor 3 
Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand 

(afy) (afy) (afy) 

Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 132 462 210 

Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 132 na 0 132 na 0 0 na 0 

Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 

Total Acres in Sal 2 132 132 132 

Total Estimated Units In Sal 2 0 0 462 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - Sal 2 (afy) 0 0 210 

Notes: 

1 Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere of Influence Update. Municipal Sennce Rel}iew. Nipomo Community Services District. Adopted May 20. 2004; and 

San Luis Obispo County. The umd Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo CounhJ General Plan. South COUllhj-lnland. Revised January 1. 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3 Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

4. No pending Land Use Amendments identified for Sphere of Influence Study Area 2. 

5. This assumes all land designated Agriculture. remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments. will convert to Residential Single-Family. 



Sphere of Influence Study Area 3 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 3 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 

Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use with Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water 
Water Water 

Land Use 1 Acres Units2 Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand 
per acre2 Factor 3 Demand (afy) 

(afy) (afy) 
Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 91 319 150 129 452 210 187 655 300 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 84 84 50 84 84 50 84 84 50 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 58 na 0 58 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 10 na 10 10 na 10 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 5 na 0 5 na 0 5 na 0 
Total Acres in SOl 3 238 286 286 
Total Estimated Units In SOl 3 403 536 739 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - SOl 3 (afy) 200 270 360 

Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere of Illfluence Update, Mu/lidpal Semice Relliew, Nipomo Commlwily Semices District. Adopted May 20, 2004; and San Luis 

Obispo COWlty. TIze Lalld Use alld Circulatioll Elemmts of the Sail Luis ObiSpo COUllh) Gelleral Plall. South Cou1lh)-Illlalld. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3. Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 
4. Nipomo Hills Proposed Annexation. This is a proposed annexation into the NCSD sphere of influence. The overall project is 91 acres, 43 acres of which already reside within SOl 3. The aIUlexation would 
add 48 acres, 10 acres of Open Space (park) and 38 acres of Single Family Residential. 

5. This assumes all laIld designated Agriculture, remaining after currently pending LaI1d Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Single-Family. 
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Sphere of Influence Study Area 3 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 3 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 

Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use with Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water 
Water Water 

Land Use 1 Acres Units2 Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand 
per acre2 Factor 3 Demand (afy) 

(afy) (afy) 
Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 91 319 150 129 452 210 187 655 300 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 84 84 50 84 84 50 84 84 50 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 58 na 0 58 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 10 na 10 10 na 10 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 5 na 0 5 na 0 5 na 0 
Total Acres in SOl 3 238 286 286 
Total Estimated Units In SOl 3 403 536 739 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - SOl 3 (afy) 200 270 360 

Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere of Illfluence Update, Mu/lidpal Semice Relliew, Nipomo Commlwily Semices District. Adopted May 20, 2004; and San Luis 

Obispo COWlty. TIze Lalld Use alld Circulatioll Elemmts of the Sail Luis ObiSpo COUllh) Gelleral Plall. South Cou1lh)-Illlalld. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3. Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 
4. Nipomo Hills Proposed Annexation. This is a proposed annexation into the NCSD sphere of influence. The overall project is 91 acres, 43 acres of which already reside within SOl 3. The arulexation would 

add 48 acres, 10 acres of Open Space (park) and 38 acres of Single Family Residential. 

5. This assumes all land designated Agriculture, remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Single-Family. 



Sphere of Influence Study Area 4 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 4 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 

Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use with Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water Water 
Water 

Land Use1 
2 Factor 3 

Acres Units2 

Demand (afy) 
Acres Units2 

Demand (afy) 
Acres Units2 Demand 

per acre 
(afy) 

Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 245 245 150 277 277 170 1378 1378 850 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 1073 107 110 1073 107 110 0 0 0 
Southland Specific Plan 1 0.59 af/year 100 100 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 0 na 0 28 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 104 na 40 136 na 50 136 na 50 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 8 na 10 8 na 10 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Total Acres in 5014 1522 1522 1522 
Total Estimated Units In 5014 452 384 1378 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - 5014 (afiJ) 360 340 910 

Notes: 

1. Land Use data from; San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Final Envirollmental Impact Report. Sphere oflll{luC1!ce Update, Municipal Sennce Review, Nipomo Community Semices District. Adopted 

Mav 20, 2004. Table 5.1-1; and San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere ofInfluCIlce Update, Municipal Semice Review, Nipomo Commullity Semices District. Adopted Mav 20, 2004 and San Luis 

Obispo County. nle u1Ild Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County General Plan. South County-In1md. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3 Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 
4. Pending Land Use Amendments include the Brand Project (G990027M), which would remove 72 acres from the Southland SpecifiC Plan and make this area Residential Suburban (32 acres), Commercial Service 
(32 acres), and 8 acres Open Space. This amendment also would eliminate the Southland Specific Plan Requirement on 72 acres and it is assumed the remaining 28 of the 100 acres in the original Southland SpecifiC 

Plan would return to Agriculture land use designation. 

S. This assumes all land designated Rural Lands and Agriculture remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Suburban. 
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Sphere of Influence Study Area 4 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 4 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 

Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use with Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water Water 
Water 

Land Use1 
2 Factor 3 

Acres Units2 

Demand (afy) 
Acres Units2 

Demand (afy) 
Acres Units2 Demand 

per acre 
(afy) 

Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 245 245 150 277 277 170 1378 1378 850 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 1073 107 110 1073 107 110 0 0 0 
Southland Specific Plan 1 0.59 af/year 100 100 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 0 na 0 28 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 104 na 40 136 na 50 136 na 50 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 8 na 10 8 na 10 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Total Acres in 5014 1522 1522 1522 
Total Estimated Units In 5014 452 384 1378 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - 5014 (afiJ) 360 340 910 

Notes: 

1. Land Use data from; San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Final Envirollmental Impact Report. Sphere oflll{luC1!ce Update, Municipal Sennce Review, Nipomo Community Semices District. Adopted 

Mav 20, 2004. Table 5.1-1; and San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere ofInfluCIlce Update, Municipal Semice Review, Nipomo Commullity Semices District. Adopted Mav 20, 2004 and San Luis 

Obispo County. nle u1Ild Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County General Plan. South County-In1md. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3 Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 
4. Pending Land Use Amendments include the Brand Project (G990027M), which would remove 72 acres from the Southland SpecifiC Plan and make this area Residential Suburban (32 acres), Commercial Service 
(32 acres), and 8 acres Open Space. This amendment also would eliminate the Southland Specific Plan Requirement on 72 acres and it is assumed the remaining 28 of the 100 acres in the original Southland SpecifiC 

Plan would return to Agriculture land use designation. 

S. This assumes all land designated Rural Lands and Agriculture remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Suburban. 



Sphere of Influence Study Area 7 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 7 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 
Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use with Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use4 Pending Amendments5 Density Assumption6 

Units Water Duty Water Water Water 
Land Use l 

per acre2 Factor 3 
Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand 

(afy) (afy) (afy) 
Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 16 16 10 16 16 10 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 1264 253 270 1262 252 270 1262 252 270 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 28 28 20 28 28 20 28 28 20 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 83 na 0 45 na 0 45 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 24 na 10 24 na 10 
Total Acres in SOl 7 1375 1375 1375 
Total Estimated Units In SOl 7 281 296 296 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - SOl 7 (afy) 290 310 310 
Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere of Illfluellce Update, MUllicipal Service ReFiClv, Nipomo Commwlih; Scn,ices District. Adopted May 20, 2004; and San Luis 

ObiSpo County. 11le Lalld Use alld Circulatioll Elemellts of the Sail Luis ObiSpo COUllty Gelleral Plall. South County-Inland. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3 Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

4. Based on communication with San Luis Obispo County Planning staff (John McKenzie, January 2006), "Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use" includes land use consistent with the adopted 

Craig/Lucia Mar School District Land Use Amendment [G990025Mj. 

5. Pending Land Use Amendments include Anderson (G02008M) which would remove 38 acres from Agricultural and make this land Residential Rural (38 acres). 

6. This assumes no increase in density beyond those of currently proposed Land Use Amel1dments, to be consistent with MOA between San Luis Obispo County and NCSD. 
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Sphere of Influence Study Area 7 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 7 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 
Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use with Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use4 Pending Amendments5 Density Assumption6 

Units Water Duty Water Water Water 
Land Use l 

per acre2 Factor 3 
Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand 

(afy) (afy) (afy) 
Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 16 16 10 16 16 10 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 1264 253 270 1262 252 270 1262 252 270 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 28 28 20 28 28 20 28 28 20 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 83 na 0 45 na 0 45 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/year 0 na 0 0 na 0 0 na 0 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 24 na 10 24 na 10 
Total Acres in SOl 7 1375 1375 1375 
Total Estimated Units In SOl 7 281 296 296 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - SOl 7 (afy) 290 310 310 
Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere of Illfluellce Update, MUllicipal Service ReFiClv, Nipomo Commwlih; Scn,ices District. Adopted May 20, 2004; and San Luis 

ObiSpo County. 11le Lalld Use alld Circulatioll Elemellts of the Sail Luis ObiSpo COUllty Gelleral Plall. South County-Inland. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for number of Dwelling Units are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3 Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

4. Based on communication with San Luis Obispo County Planning staff (John McKenzie, January 2006), "Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use" includes land use consistent with the adopted 

Craig/Lucia Mar School District Land Use Amendment [G990025Mj. 

5. Pending Land Use Amendments include Anderson (G02008M) which would remove 38 acres from Agricultural and make this land Residential Rural (38 acres). 

6. This assumes no increase in density beyond those of currently proposed Land Use Amendments, to be consistent with MOA between San Luis Obispo County and NCSD. 



Sphere of Influence Study Area 8 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 8 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 

Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use with Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water Water Water 
Land Use! 

per acre2 Factor 3 
Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand 

(afy) (afy) (afy) 
Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 181 36 40 181 36 40 181 36 40 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/ year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Total Acres in SOl 8 181 181 181 
Total Estimated Units In SOl 8 36 36 36 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - SOl 8 (afy) 40 40 40 
Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere of Influence Update, Municipal Sen/ice Review, Nipomo Community Semices District. Adopted May 20, 2004; and 

San Luis Obispo County. The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the Sail Luis Obispo COUllhj General Plall. South Coullhj-lnland. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for Population are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3 Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

4. No pending Land Use Amendments identified. 

5. This assumes all land designated Agriculture, remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Suburban. 
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Sphere of Influence Study Area 8 
Sphere of Influence Study Area 8 as defined by San Luis Obispo local Agency Formation Commission, adopted May 20, 2004. 

Water Demand at Buildout 

Water Demand at Buildout Given Existing Land Use Water Demand Given High 

Given Existing Land Use with Pending Amendments4 Density Assumptions 

Units Water Duty Water Water Water 
Land Use! 

per acre2 Factor 3 
Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand Acres Units2 Demand 

(afy) (afy) (afy) 
Residential 
Recreation 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Multi-Family 15 2.19 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential-Rural 0.2 0.21 af/year 181 36 40 181 36 40 181 36 40 
Residential Single-Family 3.5 1.60 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Residential Suburban 1 0.62 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Rural Lands 0.1 0.11 af/year 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Residential 
Agriculture na 0.00 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Commercial Retail na 1.42 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Commercial Service na 0.35 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Industrial na 0.67 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Office and Professional na 0.26 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Open Space na 1.18 af/ year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Public Facilities na 0.59 af/year 0 na 0 na 0 na 0 
Total Acres in SOl 8 181 181 181 
Total Estimated Units In SOl 8 36 36 36 
Total Estimated Water Demand at Buildout - SOl 8 (afy) 40 40 40 
Notes: 

1. Land Use data from: San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Sphere of Influence Update, Municipal Sen/ice Review, Nipomo Community Semices District. Adopted May 20, 2004; and 

San Luis Obispo County. The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the Sail Luis Obispo COUllhj General Plall. South Coullhj-lnland. Revised January 1, 2003. 

2. Assumptions for Population are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

3 Assumptions for Water Duty Factors are described in the Assumptions tab of this workbook. 

4. No pending Land Use Amendments identified. 

5. This assumes all land designated Agriculture, remaining after currently pending Land Use Amendments, will convert to Residential Suburban. 



Assumptions Used to Calculate Water Demand for a Given Land Use Designation 

RESIDENTIAL USES 

Est. Use per Est. Use per Lot or Unit per Estimated Est. Use per Acre per 
Type of Use Popllintioll Capita dal{ Units/Acre Year 

Residential Single-Family 

Residential Suburban 

Rural Lands 

Residential Multi-Family 

Residential-Rural 

Recreation 

Canada Ranch Spec. Plan 

Southland Specific Plan 

Type of Use 

Agriculture 

Commercial Retail 

Commercial Service 

Industrial 

Office and Professional 

Open Space 

Notes: 

3.40 per unit 1 120 gpcd1 0.0013 af/ unit-day 

3.15 per unit I 175 gpcd1 0.0017 af/ unit-day 

5.45 per unit 2 ]75 gpcd4 0.0029 af/ unit-day 

2.9 per unit 1 45 gpcd 1 0.0004 af/ unit-day 

5.45 per unit 2 175 gpcd4 0.0029 af/ unit-day 

3.15 per unit 1 175 gpcd1 0.0017 af/ unit-day 

3 per uniP 175 gpcd1 0.0016 af/unit-day 

3 per uniP 175 gpClP 0.0016 af / unit-day 

NON-RESIDENTIAL USES 

Est. Use per Acre per Dny Est. Use per Acre per Year 

0.00 gall acre-day 8 0.00 af/year 

1264 gall acre-day 1 1.42 af/year 

310 gal/ acre-day 1 0.35 af/year 

598 gall acre-day 9 0.67 af/year 

2')0 gal/acre-day 1 0.26 af/year 

1049 gall acre-day 10 1.17 af/year 

3.5 See note 5 1.60 af/year 

1 ~nole6 0.62 af/year 

0.1 See not(' 6 0.11 af/year 

15 St>e note 7 2.19 af/year 

0.2 See note 6 0.21 af/year 

1 See note 6 0.62 af/year 

2 See note 3 1.18 af/year 

1 See nole 3 0.59 af/year 

1. Estimated occupancy and use rate for similar land use as reported in Boyle Engineering Corporation. March 2002. Water and Sewer System Master Plan 2001 Update. 
Table 1, Page 10. 

2. Estimated occupancy rate based on assumption that a lot would contain both a primary unit of 3.15 persons and a secondary unit of 2.3 persons as reported in 
County of San Luis Obispo. September 2004. Final l'nvironnwntal Impact Report Summit Station Land Use Ordinance Amendment. State Clearinghouse Number 
2003021008. Page 2-118. 

3. San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Nipomo Community Services District. Sphere of Influence Update, Municipal Services Review. Adopted 
May 20, 2004.Pages 2-9, 2-10 and 3-39. 

4. Estimated use rate assumed to be similar to that reported for Summit Station Area as reported in County of San Luis Obispo. September 2004. Final 
Environmental Impact Report Summit Station I ~nd Use Ordinance Amendment. State Clearinghouse Number 2003021008. Page 2-118. 

5. Per the County of San Luis Obispo. Department of Planning and Building. The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County General Plan 
- Framework for Planning (Inland). Revised JanualY 2003. This land use category will allow up to 7 dwelling units per acre, but for the purposes of this analysis 
3.5 units per acre have been assumed. 

6. Per the County of San Luis Obispo. Department of Planning and Building. The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County Generall'lan -
Framework for Planning (Inland). Revised January 2003. 

7. Per the County of San Luis Obispo. Department of Planning and Building. The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County General Plan -
f'ramework for Pla1U1ing (Inland). Revised January 200'1. This land use category allows up to 38 dwellings per acre, but to be more consistent with allowed 
density in the developed portions of Nipomo Village, lor the purposes of this study, 15 units per acre have been assumed. 

8. It is assumed that NCSD does not supply agricultural irrigation. 

9. Estimated water duty factor for "Industrial" from City of Pasadena Water System Master Plan, 2002. 

10. Based on Sept. 18, 2003 SAIC memorandum describing analysis of average use for predominantly grass area on the Nipomo Mesa. 
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Assumptions Used to Calculate Water Demand for a Given Land Use Designation 

RESIDENTIAL USES 

Est. Use per Est. Use per Lot or Unit per Estimated Est. Use per Acre per 
TVpc of Use Popllintioll Capita daV Units/Acre Year 

Residential Single-Family 

Residential Suburban 

Rural Lands 

Residential Multi-Family 

Residential-Rural 

Recreation 

Canada Ranch Spec. Plan 

Southland Specific Plan 

Type of Use 

Agriculture 

Commercial Retail 

Commercial Service 

Industrial 

Office and Professional 

Open Space 

Notes: 

3.40 per unit 1 120 gpcd1 0.0013 af/ unit-day 

3.15 per unit I 175 gpcd1 0.0017 af/ unit-day 

5.45 per unit 2 ]75 gpcd4 0.0029 af/ unit-day 

2.9 per unit 1 45 gpcd 1 0.0004 af/ unit-day 

5.45 per unit 2 175 gpcd4 0.0029 af/ unit-day 

3.15 per unit 1 175 gpcd1 0.0017 af/ unit-day 

3 per uniP 175 gpcd1 0.0016 af/unit-day 

3 .per uniP 175 gpClP 0.0016 af / unit-day 

NON-RESIDENTIAL USES 

Est. Use per Acre per Day Est. Use per Acre per Year 

0.00 gall acre-day 8 0.00 af/year 

1264 gall acre-day 1 1.42 af/year 

310 gal/ acre-day 1 0.35 af/year 

598 gall acre-day 9 0.67 af/year 

2')0 gal/acre-day 1 0.26 af/year 

1049 )!al/ acre-day 10 1.17 af/year 

3.5 See note 5 1.60 af/year 

1 ~nole6 0.62 af/year 

0.1 See not(' 6 0.11 af/year 

15 St>e note 7 2.19 af/year 

0.2 See note 6 0.21 af/year 

1 See note 6 0.62 af/year 

2 See note 3 1.18 af/year 

1 See nole 3 0.59 af/year 

1. Estimated occupancy and use rate for similar land use as reported in Boyle Engineering Corporation. March 2002. Water and Sewer System Master Plan 2001 Update. 
Table 1, Page 10. 

2. Estimated occupancy rate based on assumption that a lot would contain both a primary unit of 3.15 persons and a secondary unit of 2.3 persons as reported in 
County of San Luis Obispo. September 2004. Final l'nvironnwntal Impact Report Summit Station Land Use Ordinance Amendment. State Clearinghouse Number 
2003021008. Page 2-118. 

3. San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission. Nipomo Community Services District. Sphere of Influence Update, Municipal Services Review. Adopted 
May 20, 2004.Pages 2-9, 2-10 and 3-39. 

4. Estimated use rate assumed to be similar to that reported for Summit Station Area as reported in County of San Luis Obispo. September 2004. Final 
Environmental Impact Report Summit Station I ~nd Use Ordinance Amendment. State Clearinghouse Number 2003021008. Page 2-118. 

5. Per the County of San Luis Obispo. Department of Planning and Building. The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County General Plan 
. Framework for Planning (Inland). Revised janualY 2003. This land use category will allow up to 7 dwelling units per acre, but for the purposes of this analysis 
3.5 units per acre have been assumed. 

6. Per the County of San Luis Obispo. Department of Planning and Building. The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County Generall'lan -
Framework for Planning (Inland). Revised January 2003. 

7. Per the County of San Luis Obispo. Department of Planning and Building. The Land Use and Circulation Elements of the San Luis Obispo County General Plan -
f'ramework for Pla1U1ing (Inland). Revised January 200'1. This land use category allows up to 38 dwellings per acre, but to be more consistent with allowed 
density in the developed portions of Nipomo Village, lor the purposes of this study, 15 units per acre have been assumed. 

8. It is assumed that NCSD does not supply agricultural irrigation. 

9. Estimated water duty factor for "Industrial" from City of Pasadena Water System Master Plan, 2002. 

10. Based on Sept. 18, 2003 SAIC memorandum describing analysis of average use for predominantly grass area on the Nipomo Mesa. 
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