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City of Oxnard 2030 Gengrai Plan . S

Section 4.3 Utilities (Draft PEIR Section)

Iimpact Methodology
The groundwater and water supply assessment of-wttities is based ou a water supply/demand analysis

prepared_for the City that evaluated water supplies and demands developed specifically for growth
anticipated under the proposed project. The analysis in¢luded reasonably projected water supplies
available during normal, single dry and muitiple dry water years to the year 2030 and compared them
to anticipated water demands for the same time period. This section provides a summary of the water
supply and demand projections, with Appendix B (of this recirculated draft PEIR) providing
additional detail regarding the sources of available water used in the analysis, aquethiatiyerevien’
- the-g cistigsevice-avathible- to-the-tlarmita-Arettnddeteshinatioiowchether the-Projeet
chicherdeduate-provisiotr-Ro-etisnie contittiod-serviee that-ieety aegeptitbletdidnrds.

Standards of Significance

The Project will establish development guidelines against which future projects will be judged

for consistency. The significance criteria for this analysis were developed from criteria presented
in Appendix G “Environmental Checklist Form” of the CEQA Guidelines and the City of Oxnard
Thresholds Guide. The project (or the project alternatives) would result in a significant impact if
it would:

s Need new or expanded water supply entitlements that are not anticipated by the current
Urban Water Management Plan, with amendments;

o Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level;

e Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the Central Vailey Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB);

e Require additional capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to existing
commitments;

o Result in increase of erosion during the construction process or cause significant changes

in the flow velocity or volume of storm water runoff to cause environmental harm and the
potential for significant increases in erosion of the project site and surrounding areas;

» Resultin an increase of the discharge of storm water from material storage areas, vehicle
or equipment fueling. vehicle or equipment maintenance {including washing), waste
handiing, hazardous materials handling or storage, delivery areas or loading docks, or other

outdoor work areas;

® Resultin an increase of the level of pollutants in storm water runoft from the post-
construction activities or cause the impairment of the beneficial uses of receiving waters
or areas that provide water quality benefit or cause significant harm on the biological
integrity of the waterways and water bodies by the discharge of stormwater;

s Produce solid waste that impedes the City’s ability to meet State Law and/or would exceed
the permitted capacity of a landfill; or

o Conflict with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.

Cily of Oxnard 2030 General Plan
Recirculated Oraft PEIR
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2.2 Llities

Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impact 4.3-1: The Project could require new or expanded water supplies, facilities, or affect
the adequacy of 2 water supply beyond that anticipated by the current Urban Water
Management Plan, the Great Program, and related public works plans and programs.

Impact Summary

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Less than Significant
Required Additional Policies or Mitigation Measures: None Required

Resultant Level of Significance: Laess than Significant

Impact Analysis

The City has a comprehensive Water Management Program that outlinegs how the City plans to
provide an adequate water supply to meet forecasted water demands well into the future. In addition
to its internal water management program, the City is working cooperatively with local groundwater
managers such as the Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency (FCGMA), United Water
Conservation District (UWCD), and Calleguas Municipal Water District (CM WD) (Las Posas)
on local groundwater management programs as well as CMWD and Metropolitan Water District
(MWD} on regional imported water supply issues. Together, these programs are intended to provide
a high degree of flexibility to provide a reliable fong term water supply under a broad range of known
(i.e. projected growth and planned water supply projects) and unknown scenarios (i.e. global climate
change). The availability of local groundwater as augmented by existing groundwater management
programs (including groundwater recharge through the Freeman Diversion project and the Las Posas
Aquifer Storage Project). imported State water, and the City’s planned water recycling effort through
it’s Groundwater Recovery Enhancement and Treatment (GREAT) Program and Augmented M&I
Supplemental Water Programs will help to ensure that the City will be able to meet long term water

demands.

Table 4-7 provides a Citywide water demand projection that includes all anticipated development
within the City through the Year 2030. Based on this projection, the total Citywide water demand
will be about 41.040 42736 acre feet per year (AFY) in 2030.

. TABLE 4-1
2E0T-GUMULATIVE-WATER-DEMAND-PROJEGTION-LAEY)
Gategory Additione Bedustions Cumulative-Tatal
25595
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Cily of Oxnard 2030 Genera! Plan ' R

‘ FTABLE-4-7
2007 GUMULATIVEWATER -DEMAND-RROJECTION (AFY)

Gategory Additions Bedustions Gunudative-Total
—TealClua 429
- Dunard Village {(Wagen VWhael 540
R Lt Bk T L) 1565
—ONEE-FInGh 85
Sublotal +.365 33.355
§—her- [AEge proec-awmas 21435 35 400
a-indillpeajacts 1.086 36-555
£ Addstional-dam andg-due-te-——edavaI0pHIgNE w200 37255
G-Respciad-Water i3} 34-530
n-Bring-Loes 4784 33-733
+ vyalae Consaaakion
- - Agsuyme 5-gareant ety e 35836
(-hascouniad-forwater
- e L] 886 38235
—Auewanse-fo—aup-Baysad-Guy ¢ 38230
E-Adlaw- GhaRgas-iR-uohikdamands
- ——Ag5ume-I percant-of rasidantai 2008 40230
m--Gontingancy
—Assume-Z-500-AEY 2.500 43730
Total—Allprochistion--~2030 C 4270
Squfie ely-of Quiniit-2008
TABLE 4-7
ANNUAL WATER DEMAND PROJECTIONS (AFY)
Water Demands 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
Baseline Demand
2009 Revenue Metered Demand (a) 28.900 28,900 28,900 28.90C 28,900
2009 Non-Revenue Water (b} 2,150 2150 2,150 2,150 2150
OVS (Formerty OVMWD) (¢} 1.340 1,340 1,340 1340 1,340
PHWA (d) 1,810 1810 1,910 1,910 1.910
Proctor and Gamble {e) 2,300 2.800 2.800 2.8C 2.800
Subtotal 36,600 37,100 37,100 37,100 37.100
Potentiat Demand
Projgcted Buildout of the 2030 Genaral Plan {f) 550 3,040 5,440 6,600 7.750
10% Contingency for General Plan Amendments (g) 50 300 550 650 750
Subtotal {h) 600 3,340 90 7,250 8,500
Demangd Reduction Programs
Demand Management Programs Reduction (i) 500 (1.620) (21501 (4.440) {4,560}
Subtotai _(500) {1,620} {2,150} {4,440) 4,580
Total Demand 38,700 38,820 40.940 39.910 41,040

SOURCE. City Planning, 2009 (see Appendix B of tnis recirculaled deaft PEIR).
NOTES, Values are rgunded lo Ine nearest 10 acre-feet,

a) Baseine waler demand for fiscal year 2000. Water demand by gxisting customers is anticipated to remain fairly stable througn
2030. Bageline demand represents 285 HCF/year {City account avg for period 2002.2004 and excludes demands lor P&G, PHWA,

and agriculture; this period represents a conservative and stadle water demand orior e current drought) mutliplied by 39,893 (current

Cily of Oxnard 2030 General Plan 2.2-4 ESA /205307
Movember 2009
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TABLE 4.7
ANNUAL WATER DEMAND PROJECTIONS (AFY)

" pumber of accounis]_ Baselins demand exgludes annual demands for Proclor and Gamble, Agricuilural water for OVMWD,and anaual
demanas for PHWA These hree dgmands arg summarized seoarately in this table. Data prowded by Gity Planning Department
{persanal commuinication, Chris Williamson, August 2009} and City Water Resqurces {personal gommunigation, Dakola Corey and

Tony Emmert, September 2003 - see Appendix B ¢f fhe recirculated draft PEIR),
bl_Non-revenue water = unaccounted-for waler. Estimated at 6% of total demand (approxmalely 35,600 AFY x 6%). Source. personal
communication, Da Corey, Seplember 2 - see Append, f the regwrculated draft PEIR,

¢} OVS (formerty QVMWD) cystomers alang East Hueneme Road vse approximately 1,972 AFY of UWCD Q-H water delivered via the
City. Total estimated water use within the QMWD senvice area includes apgroximalely 14,882 AF of water annually (based on_an
roximataly 11,150

average of available data). This ingludes the waler delivered via the Q-H Pipeline and OVS pipeling, an of

AFY of groungwaler extractions, and approximately 1,860 AFY of waler delivered via the UWCD Pumping Trough Pipeline_Data

provided by County of Venltura {Watershed Protection District, 2008} UWCD (persanal onmuyrucation, Tony Slankenship, 2009, and
ity Water Rasources (personal commuynicalion, Dakola Coray. September 2009 - ses Appendix B of this recirculated draft PEIR)

d) PHWA purchases water from the City per the Three Parly Agreement; Agreement specifies PHWA subaliocation of CIMWD water
of 3,262 5 AFY PHWA mean annual ourchases from the City was 1,911 AF for peripd 1999-2008 {source; personal communication.
Steve Hickox, September 2009; personal communication, Dawvid Birch Seplember 2009 — see Appendix B of [he recirculated draft
PEIR). PHWA will begin water demand manaqement programs in 2008 which may decrease water demands.

g) P&G astmated future water demands are approximately 2 800 AFY (UMMP, 2005) Cuirent annual water demand g mean of
approximately 2 304 AF for period 2001-2068. Soyrce: personal communication, Dakota Corey, A t 2009 ~ see Agpendix B of thig

recirculated drafi PEIR ]
Annual incregse in water demand b on develgpment applications recewved for known projects. New water dem Iso n¢lude
2030 General Plan byildout_infill, redevelopment, ang densification Values provided by City Planning Depadment (getsonal
communj|cation, Chiis Willamson and Kathieen Mallory, August 2009 — Appendix B of {his regirgulated drafl PEIR) and baged on
the foflowing sources. July 2009 Gity Project List, CA Depanment of Finance, 2030 General Plan Background Report (2008}, Ventura

Council of Goveraments data_and UCSB Forecast
g;_Annpual increase in water demand for unknown projeclsCan he as hiah as 10% of new demang for known prolects Source

h} Cumuiative total new demand based on the annual values for known angd unknown projects

D_City anticipates the reduglion in City-wide water demands via jmplementing several demang management programs. Estimated
reduction is approximately 500 AFY for period 2010-2012, 2% of demand n 2013, 3% of demand in 2014, 4% of demand in 2015. 5%
of demand from 6-2020 10% reduction for pericd 2021.2030.

Table 4-8 provides a summary of water supply sources for the City, projected for the years 2010
through 2030. These projected water supplies include water from both the City's Augmented M&i
Supplemental Water and GREAT Programs. With the City’s combination of State Water provided
through CMWD, groundwater provided by UWCD and existing City wells, and the M&I
Supplemental water programs, the City will have a 2010 water supply of about 36,120 +623
AFY. This supply is projected to grow to 43,740 34723 AFY in 2030 with the implementation of
both phases of the GREAT Program (recycled water system). Fhis-profecHondssiires-a-234)
prodhetomi-eapach- o084 ¥ L0953 madd-forthe- GRESA - Advaneced-Wate s Rurtrediion
kactht—AMW-2F)-taetlitv—As noted above, the initial phases of the GREAT Program and the related
Recycled Water Backbone System have been approved by the City, are substantially funded and the
City otherwise has plans in place to arrange for the remaining funding, and are pending
implementation. In addition, the City is in the process of developing its Recycled Water Master
Pian which will address implementation of the City’s recycled water management program,

TABLE 4-8
CITY-QF-OQXNARD PROJECTED-WATER SUPRLIES

Watar-Supply-Sources 2040 2045 2020 1025 2830
ShIVWE-Aligoation-Dalivend-a: 14490 L1808 [ENT RREI] 413G
WG E-Dativary b

- -Fram Allagatian 3 300 3.360 3-300 3300 3306
A G 3 3 J ) 2

22.5 T 'Esmzasao;r

City of Oxpard 2030 General Pian

Racircuialed Drait PEIR November 2009
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City of Oxnard 2030 General Plan — —

TABLE4-3

GITY-OF- OXNARD- PROJEGTED-WATER-SUPRLIES
Watee-Suppiy Sources 040 245 2020 2026 2030
S-Rroductionfram G- Wails(s
—FEram-aselng-Alocatsn 320 825 320 T2 20
——4iegm-bligloncal- Allecation 3445 3415 8435 8415 3415
— Eram-Fransfacrad-d lnoation 4490 1490 4180 400 1490
—Fram-Gredile 0 9 @ 3 &
M- Supplamental Watar(g) - Feom Existing
Pragram 4-860 4-000 +360 4.560 4906
- Era-diiginaniad-2rogram 54680 5860 5-966 5000 5000
GREAT-Rragram{g) -
B rgrguchange-wthfacmes.—- --for b 475 5-973 6.975 8875
HOFRASAd-EYY. pUMmPIng-Aghte
..... Fepm gradite-for-groundwatar .
— racharge/seawalern neeHos 3 300 300 7300 RIS
—-BaFHar

Totak{roundad) 40,625 42,400 54,800 £4.000 54800

Sourss - iy-3LtOxnard-2003

MGt s— B R IGRE-UWNMPCity & Tiar b 3daeabaar Torus-ina PRIV frdsevalon-

D—FIHG-305HASS Na-TI0Rt CoBeavalvadvalanilin-af City-s-3iosdhion-Fanr UG D ihat-ha-Gha-aiplamenis-the k25 Aoroat
Cuttask Oy-20-E0- TNe- G oS- depiGlad-A2i-Ira-RoE USEH-1 MEM-GAMBNG-ING-#a-00t EHESAANvE St il Griy GBIV, SaTh
BRATGE WUV - AT 5T (e GRS -1 BLOWR-BECHIES GRS 3 SLHMEENE SuDY 10 MaahIeandnid willdul dBRG PasE JRGIS Ay
3t ihe 30003565 - the Gy Ban-apnraniatey-7-3 HAF-6f slorad-sadtewth-LWWEE-

(GRGldas-he-Smet NG 8 3 Calbacke 0ot 58 Rioré Suihasks-n Gy 34000 ERANSH  G-ANOBHIN CElLBaR-JHIHWILF- ST HET ]
canatad-aqaauiie gl LAt om e VMO 0-0a1a- 1L AESUMAE HIe-H0S) ConBasatva-avakabily-af Tranelensd Alcalenance it
Franlan BEF GBI will RCIGBEE-I6-GFValE AGHGL- A8 L3 R0 Cily-MEL damand Gy AAAG oy 0D -GSO asldniai
Iransfarrad-aLaCale s SRl DENG-AevA05ad—TRe Sk Sapiie} R8rg-3r 05T 330t JuMant-3ni Sra-Ant-aprasatiatie 5 e
Gy 8-SR atve-Gea i DAIARGE WiItREE-GMA-NG Jakuanat TonHha Sledis-Ha Bhaw Because-hand o uliziant suppiy-10-Fasl damand
VARG DER2 CPRS-AS 0F tha and G4-2004-ha-Gitye had dopiowmalely. (2184 AR ol storad groundwator Sradite wilh e GMA-

(MG SUpRIante: Ul walan assumaU G- S BA0ARY Lunld-fHFD wRen. d-4\reasss 10-9-200- AR Wb ARGl HatoL-O N2 J e Ea

i T .

Ok a5 60 A0 axpestad SupBiyliom ha-Gaaat Pragramm -apamisildly U 375 ARY- wouki-08-deive -k B RS L aREREH)fos
(S OIS BRG] FE-anG 7100 ARYaah) O R ANV ANIAAIJE-OF-ATE SRdwaler IHRGIGI-DF NS/ arahange b3

IR GIUSEE GIGURGWHAH - DUMIAG e Tre reimduing3-115 AT o Sulpiy witlsah De Al ia- MR a50- 30 IRYG-Dad dracied Rs
Svidraih ity danands ang 15 s nob Reidedn-ng. Tate 36 3-supply - Braia-Desomikg desaittis was 350 Al ek wilit Sy 3-Gilydanans s
35003 ] AChad IR a0e . Thafiest Biase H GREAL-Programt & proesat lo-ne-a-3 13- ME0 faerily-<06-330- AR ¢ il plaaing il
CRArANOR Oy 2010 30 Lh--The fesl SRPARIIN 1§ SRR (-1 352 BIHIAXDAG0Haat RS SREING BAUANSILHAG (SCOMYRAIISE 380
5.3MGO, for a4l 2020 630308y UG5 MG R 74T AUEARY ) - Tne-US- L dasslas o anpected 308030000 sroduenrg SEMG0-oF
BA00 ARE-T2G- Q53 48500 5 2NEHHD 1000 (et 2-E3 LLpesdiaarig S-UMGE

: TABLE 4-8
CITY OF OXNARD PROJECTED ANNUAL WATER SUPPLIES (AFY) AND CREDITS

Water Supply Sources (Acre-feet) 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
Annual Supplies
Groundwater-City Weils (a) 8380 8,380 380 8.380 8,380
Brine Water Loss (b} 2,100 4,200 6,300 8.40 (8,400}
YWD Allocation {c} 6.800 6.800 6.800 6,800 6.800
CMWD Allocation () 11.840 11.840 11,840 11,840 11,840
MA&! Supplementat Water {e) 5.000 3.000 1,000 1,000 1.000
GREAT Program Recycled Water Phase 1 M&I (f} 0 2.700 5.050 5050 5080
GREAT Program_Recycled Water Phase 1 Agricylture Q 4300 1950 1950 1950
Use (f)
GREAT Program Recycled Water Phase 2 (g} Q 7.000 14,000 14,000 14,000
Ferro Pit Program {h) 5500 1.000 o] 0 1]
Transferred Allocations (1} 0 1060 2.290 2220 2420
PHWA Program (j} 700 700 700 100 700

Total Annual Supplies 36,120 42 580 45710 43 540 43.740

2.2-6 £5A 1205307
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TABLE 4-8

CITY OF OXNARD PROJECTED ANNUAL WATER SUPPLIES (AFY) AND CREDITS

2025 030

Water Supply Sources (Acre-feet) 2010 018§ 2020

Groundwater Banked Credits ’
Fox Canyon GMA credits (k) 30,000 (AF)
7.000 (AF)

UWCD credits (k)

GREAT Proaram credits at 2 500 AFY minimum x 20 50,000 (AF)
Years {)
Subtotal 87,000 (AF)

SQURCE: KennedviJenks, 2000 (see Appandix B of this recirqulated draft PEIR).

NQTES: Vialues are rounded to the nearest 10 acre-feet.

) _Maximumn Citv allocation is 10,470 AFY_ Inciudes the exsting cutbacks {Fox Canyan Growndwater Management Agency-GMA_up
to 25%} and no anticipated future cutbacks i City's allogation. Source: see Appendix B of the recircylated draff PEIR

b} _Brine Water Losg is the amount of brine reject water raximately 20% loss) associated with the City's potable water Desailers at
3 Phase 1

Blendir uons No 1 (BS1) (currerl rating at 7.5 mi duct water ity - 8,400 AFY) and fulure BS3.
anlicipated lo be operafing 13 (7.5 mgd uct water capacity) and BS1 Phase 2 {15 mgd product water capagity) projected to
08-2009 Capital Improvement Plan). BS3 Phase 2 {15 mad praduct water

be ogeratin 2017 {accordin the City's Figcal Year

capacily) anticipated 1o be ogerating by 2021 {personal communication with City Water Division, Tony Emmert, August 2008).
However, these dates may be madified as conditions ¢hange.

¢l_This agsymes the most conservative availability of City's ailgcation fropn UWCD which ingludes a (otal of 8,800 AFY for the City and

QYMWD. Also assumes that the GMA implements (he full 25% cutback by 2010, and no anticipated future GMA cutbacks. The C_:m;
had approximately 7,000 AF of stored credits with UWCD (persanal communication, Curlis Hopkins, August 2009 - see Appendix B of

lhe recirculated draft PEIR).

dl_In egtablishing the raduced allocagion of 11,385 AFY for the Oxna agqion, MWD congidered the two a ies’ actual
en 2004 and 2006, ¢considered the agencies ' ability to produce local

impo water us uring a baseling period ha
water suppllas, and calculatod City suppiy at 11,385 AFY, This reduction in supply is exgected to remain in place until the
constraints on MWD's supplias are relleved, The City's entillement also includes sub allocations for PAG {2 800 AFY) and PHWA
3,262 5 AFY). The City is frae 1o use any ynused P&G and CMWD sub alfocations Proqram details prowidsd by City Water Resources
{29008 UWMP: personal communication, Tony Emmer, Auqust 2009 - sea Appendix B of [he recirculaled draft PEIR)

Thrguah the M&I Supplemantal Water Program, the City has received a lotal of 15,886.7 AF between the years 2005-2008 -

approximately 4,000 AFY. Howeyer, UWCD may temporarily reduce or suspend deliveries of M&! Supplemental Water when Forebay
groundwater levels drop pelow a centain threshold For example, UWCD has tentatively suspended deliveries of M&! Supplemental

water given the cuirent conditions in the Forebay as of late 2009, Even though deliveries are suspended, M&| Supplemental water
credits continue to accumulate Once the suspended delivaries are rainitiated, it is expected that the accumulated credits will be made

available in full in subsequent vears. Based gn current information, the City anlicipajes 5,000 AF of M&) Supblemantal Waler will be
available 1n 2010 and 0 AF in year 2011, As g congervalive agsumption, the City assumes thal gn averaae anly 3,000 AFY of Mgl
Supplementai water credits will be avalable hetween the vears 2012-2015._As the Camrosa Water District hag a contractual fjrsd night
of refusat of the Conalo Cregk Divergion Project waler, and has expressed plans to ulilize most of this water within its district, the M&(
Supplemental Water credits avaiable will raduce 1o 1,000 AFY. as the Camrosa non-potable water syslem infrastructure continues to
develop. Baged on the expacted future expansion phases of the Camysosa system, this 15 projgcted to occur after yegr 2015

f} GREAT AWPF Phase 1 (anticipated startup i 2010-2012) would produce a maximum of 8.25 mgd (7.000 AF. Y. net oreduction)
{Source: UWMP, 2005; personal communication, Thien Ng, September 2008 = see Aopendix B of the recirculated draft PEIR)
Combined uses of racycled water from AWPF Phase 1 (M&| and agriculure) dges not exgaed 7.000 AFY from 2012-2030 Cily
anticipates that recycted watar infrastructure will serve 2,450 AFY M&| demands by year 2012, approximately 2,700 AFY of recvcled
water supply would be deglivered jo Cily M&I by 2613, 3,150 AFY by 2016, and 5,050 AFY by year 2020 (Recycied Water Master Plan
2008}, Citv assumes water produced in excess of M&I recycled water demandg will be used for groundwater recharge City assumes

GMA will allow gredits for 100% of r waler injectedirgcharged and 100% of potable water blended with the inj frecharged
water_{persanal communication, Stevg Baghman, August 2009 - see Appendix B of {he recirculated draft PEIR). It 1§ assumed
infrastructure to gliow groundwater recharge will be in place by vear 2015

This is a proiectad supply not previousiy ulili the City AWPF Phase 2A (anficipated 2015; based on 2009 Avgided Cos
odeh) would produce a maximum of an additiopal 7 000 AFY {ne! praduction). AWPF Phase 28 15 anticipated ta e gperatin 020

and produce a maximurn of an additional 7,000 AFY (net praduction). Dates for these AWPF expansions may be modified as
gonditions chanqe, AWPFE Phase 2A and 28 may provige recycled water 1o M&L_agricuiture, injection barrier, and groundwater
techarqe projects.

h} Thist rojecled supply nof previously ulilized by the City Incivdes one-time transfer of 1,000 AF of groundwater gredils to the

City. Gity plans to use these {ransferred credils within the period 20102011, City will 215¢ obfain 1,000 AFY of credils from 2012-2019
Program details provided by City Waler Resources {personal communication. Tony Emmert September, 2009 — see Appendix B of the

recir¢ul, draft PEIR).
L} For agricultura] pr CONVErsion - 4ss 1.6 acre-feet per acre ear. The credits depigted here ar se use: meet
mand and are not reprase; of the Cily's curpulative credit balance with the GMA, Translerrad il ion valye veloped b

City Plannin, artment (parsonal communication, Chris Williamson Ogtober 2009 - see Appendix B of the recirculated PEIR
A s iransfers of 525 AF Teal Club SP: 219 AF Sakjoka Farms SP; 89 AF Caming Real SP_145 AF frgm the Ormond Beach Norh

SP: and 98 AF Jones Ranch SP by year 2015. Assumes transfer of additional 260 AF Sakioka Farms $P; and additignal 150 AF Jonas
Ranch SP, an additiofal 338 AF from the North Ormond Beach SP, and 231 AF Ormond Beach South SP by year 2020 Assumes

2.2-7 ESA /205307
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City of Oxnard 2_090_§_eneral Plan . . ] . o

TABLE 4-8
CITY OF OXNARD PROJECTED ANNUAL WATFR SUPPLIES (AFY) AND CREDITS
Water Supply Sources (Acre-feet) 2010 2015 2020 2025 030

agditonal 332 AF from Ormgnd Beach South SP and an additionat 148 AF Sakioka Farmg S8 by year 2030

) Transfer of 700 AF of GMA groundwater Credits [rom PHWA to the City a8 par of the Tiuge Party Water Supply Agrgernent
December 2002 Program details provided by Cify Waler Resources (personal gommunication, Tony Emmert, August 2008 - see
Appendix B of the recirculated draft PEIR)

k) _The Credits degicled here are those used (o meet demand and arg not representative of the City's cumylafive credit balance.
Detivenes frorm the groundwater cregils are shgwn only wien there is insufficient supply to meet demand. At the end of 2008, the Cily

had approximately 30,000 AF of groundwater credits with the GMA and 7,000 AF with UWCD_The qroundwater ¢r are intended o
be used to offset any reduced availability, of imported water, or to mitjgate unforesegn cutbacks catastrophic everts facility failure, elc
The City can use these credils withoul GMA penaly. Program details providad by Culy Walgr Resourges ersenal commurtication

Tony Emment, Novemper 2009; personal communication, Curtis Hopkins, Sepigmber, 2009 .- see Appendix B of tha recirculaled draft
PEIR

mjnym of 2,500 AFY starting in vear 2015,

L) Itig agsumed future GREAT Program deliverres will be credite

Additionally, as part of a water supply study ussessirent-preparsd-for-te-Ehumard -\ tHage Speifie
Plan-Projeet-HEiteof Oxnurd-2008 ). prepared for the City’s Planning Area (see Appendix B)the
availability of water necessary to serve development anticipated as part of the Project was also
evaluated for several water year scenarios. Tables 4-9 through 4-43 4-12 provide a comparison
of the City’s projected supply verses the anticipated demand under normal year weather conditions,
single dry year weather conditions, and worst case multiple dry year weather conditions. As shown
in these tables, the City will have adequate water supply to meet the projected demand under all
scenarios through the year 2030. However, it should be noted, that in the short-term (2010 to 2015),
the City will draw on_its groundwater credit bank of approximately 37,000 acre feet as an interim

supply until the GREAT Program Phase [ is completed. Specifically, under normal. dry. and multiple
dry year conditions, the cumulative draw on groundwater credits could exceed available credits

during the short-term (years 2010 to 2015) and it may be necessary to pump additional groundwater,
However, after 2015, there appears to be sufficient surplus water supply to gradually restore the

groundwater credit bank,

TABLE 4-8
PROJEGTED-SURRLY AND DEMAND COMPARISON-SCENARIG -NORMAL-YEAR (AFY)

4 2045 2020 025 2030

Supphetolals 42325 42400  54-900 54860 54 346G

Demand-totais 34280 38315 41330 42230 42738

Giferance 3365 4.025 13470 12 60 12-L20

DHrence-a6 -Darsatt-Ok-SupHy A5k % 25%, 239 28-5a

Riffarance -as—parsantof-Damand 18 I 2, 364 235

T T o TABLE4G o
RROJECTED SURRLY-AND-DEMAND-GOMPARISON SCENARID: SINGLEDRY- YEAR-FAEY)

2040 2046 2020 2025 2039

Supply-totat 43325 42:480 54-068 54960 54600

Damand-olals 34280 IG-HE 41,030 431235 S0

CiHarange #.365 4625 13-872 12320 275

Cilfarance-as persent- H-Supiiy H3%h P EN 2% 33 23%

Biffarence as—percent-of Cemand 197 10%, 34 35 28%.
c.:;‘;r Oxnard 2030 Genera};z;n‘ 2.2-8 ) o ESA £ 205307
Novemnper 2009
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__2.2 Utiities

TABLE 4-11
PROJEGTERD SURRLY-AND-DEMAND COMPARISON SCENARIO: -MULTIRLE-DRY-YEARS
{ROGZ 2018} {ARY)
2007 2008 2008 2040
Sappiy-totals 22066 35825 40:6:25 40626
Bamtand-tolals 272566 28-482 26263 34 264
Cuffarance 1] ~463 H-367 B335
Citeranca-se-parzant of-Supply (22 2% 28% 4814
fference-a5--percani-ol Bamang 0% o T8 J93% 135
TABLE-4-12
PROJECTED SURRLY AND-DEMAND- COMBRARISON-SCENARIO:-MULTIRLE DRY-YEARS
{2644-2045) {ARY)
04 2012 2043 2044 2015
Sappiy-tatale 45.980 44335 31650 42.043 42,490
{(Remand-tetals 35083 35.9056 36-739 37592 35325
Sifterancs . 5-897 5429 4-951 433 4925
Rifferance as—parcent ol-Supply R LS 13% 1 2% 11% e
oifiargnce-as—percant-ol Camang 73, 5% 14 130 1G:im
FABLES-13
FROJECTER-SURRLY AND-DEMAND COMPARISOMN SCENARIO:MULTIPLE. DRY-YEARS
{2016-2020-AFY)
2016 W07 018 2048 2030
Sopphy-teidis 42460 42400 42400 43400 54900
Bamang-totals 38:3456 30437 38.888 44469 440340
Biftarance 3494 2863 2432 1904 13375
Bufaranca-as- persant of Suppiy 8% =y 6% 4%, 25%
Diffarancaas- parsant W Bemand 9% Py i3 B Y
TABLE-4-14
PROJECTED SURPLY AND DEMAND COMRARISON-SCENARIO-MULTIRLE DRY-YEARS
{2021-20:25)-LAFY)
2024 2641 2623 2024 2026
Suppheatals 54.900 §4.900 54 806 54 900 54 906
Bemanddotais 41270 45540 41756 41 59530 42230
Enffaranie | X Tl +3:380 H3-L50 2410 12675
Suffaransa-as.-pascant HhSuppiy 25% 4% ekl 245 2
DiHarance-gs--parcen-a-Samand 3 32 3 % 37
TABLE 4-15
RROJECTED-SURPLY. AND-DENAND-COMPARISON-SCENARIO: MU ETHRLE BRY-YEARS
(2026-2030)-{AEY}
2826 2027 2028 a2 2030
Suiply-telais 54960 54006 54-000 64-300 54605
Damand (olais 42.339 A2A36 42530 &2536 42134
Biffarenaa 12570 L2470 123753 12,878 12170
Diffarence-as perenkoliuppy 23.4% 23%, PR pleicN 2241,
offarance-as parsan oL Jemand 30% 9% 297 25% 23,
Cily of Gxnarg 2030 Generas Plan 2.2-97__ ESA ! 205307

Recirculated Oraft PEIR November 2009
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Cily of Oxnard 2030 General Plan

TABLE 4-9

PROJECTED 2030 GENERAL PLAN BUILDOUT WATER SUPPLY AND DEMAND COMPARISON
SCENARIO: NORMAL YEAR (AFY}

2010 201 202 2025 2030
Supply Totals 36,110 42,570 45,930 44 099 44,300
Demand Totals 36,700 38,860 40,920 39,820 41,080
Net Difference {590} 3770 5010 4170 3.220
Groundwater Debit/Credit {580) 0 g 0 0
Net Difference to Annual Supply (2%) 9% 11% 9% %
Net Difference to Annuai Demand (2%) 10% 12% 10% 8%
Draw on Credit Bank 2% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Supply vs. Demand with Credits 0 3770 5010 4,170 3220
NOTES: Values are roupded lo the nearest 10 acre-feet.

TABLE 4-10

PROJECTED 2030 GENERAL PLAN BUILDOUT WATER SUPPLY AND DEMAND COMPARIISON

SCENARIO: SINGLE DRY YEAR {AFY)

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030

Supply Totals 36,110 42 570 45930 44,090 44,300
Demand Totals 36,700 38.800 40,920 36,920 41,080
Net Difference (590} 3770 5010 4170 3.220
Groupgwat itiCredit {590} 0 o] o] [t
Net Difference to Annual Supply {2%) 9% 1% 8% %
Net Difference lo Annual Demand (2%} 10% 12% 10% 8%
raw on Credit Bank 2% 0% 0% 0% 0%
0 3.770 5010 4170 3.220

Supply vs. Demang with Credits
NOTES: Values are rounded o the nearest 10 acte-faal,

TABLE 4-11

. PROJECTED 2030 GENERAL PLAN BUILDOUT WATER SUPPLY AND DEMAND COMPARISON

SCENARIO: MULTIPLE DRY YEARS (AFY)

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
Supply Totals 2,400 42070 46,930 44 090 44 300
Demand Totals 36.700 38,800 40,920 35,920 41,080
Net Difference (4,300) 3.270 6.010 4170 3.220
Groundwater Debil/Credit 4,300 It o 0 4]
Met Difference fo Anpual Supply {(13%) 8% 13% 9% %
Net Difference to Annual Demand (12%) % 15% 10% 8%
Draw on Avaitable Credit Bank 12% 0% 0% 0% %
Supply vs. Demand with Credits 0 3270 6010 4,170 3,220
NOTES: Values are rounded to ihe nearest 10 acre-faet,

T 2.2-10 - gsarz0s37

C.ty of Oxnard 203Q General Plan
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2.2 Utilities

TABLE 4-12
PROJECTED 2030 GENERAL PLAN BUILDOUT WATER SUPPLY AND DEMAND COMPARISON

SCENARIO: MULTIPLE DRY YEARS 2010 — 2014 (AFY)

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Supply Tolals 34,300 29.730 30,810 29.220 29,380
Demand Totals 36,700 37,240 37,780 38,540 38,680
Net Difference 2,400 {7.510) (6.970) {9,320} {9,290)
Groundwater Debit/Credit 2,400 7.510 8,970 9,320 9,290
Net Difference to Annual Supply (7%) (25%) (23%) {32%) {32%)
Net Difference to Annual Demand (7%} {20%) {18%) {24%) {24%)
Draw on Available Credit Bank 6% 22% 26% 46% 86%
Sugply vs. Demand with Gredits 0 0 0 0 Q

NOTES: Vajues are rounded 19 the nearest 10 acre-feet

Policies included as part of the Project that address a range of water supply issues are summarized
below. For example, policies ICS-1.1 “Maintain Existing Service Levels”, ICS-1.2 “Development
[mpacts to Existing Infrastructure™. and 1CS-1.3 “Funding for Public Facilities™ require the City
to plan and ensure that a variety of funding methods (including developer fees, grants, and public
facility fees) are used to expand the range of public services and utilities (including water supply
infrastructure) consistent with community needs. Also, Policy ICS-11.4 “GREAT Program
Implementation™ requires the City to continue supporting and implementing this program as a key
way to meet the City’s long term water supply needs. Policies [CS-11.2 and ICS-11.7 encourage
the City to continue its promotion of a variety of water conservation measures (including landscaping
and low flow fixtures) as part of all future development. Additionally, Policy ICS-11.12 “Water for
[rrigation™ encourages the use of non-potable water supplies for landscape irrigation. Policy ICS-
L1 10 “Water Supply Assessment for Al Projects™ requires the preparation of water supply studies
prior to the approval of future development projects. Additionally, Implementation Measure #59
requires the City to maintain and periodically update water, wastewater, and drainage infrastructure
master plans to ensure sufficient levels of infrastructure are planned for and financed in the City.

{n February 2008, Governor Schwarzenegger called for a 20 percent reduction in per capita water
use statewide by 2020. The State Water Resources Control Board has released a draft statewide
implementation plan for achieving this goal (Draft 20x202Q Water Conservation Plan. April 2009)

which establishes regional baseline and target per capita water use values by State hydrologic region.
The 2020 targeted daily per capita water use vaiue establistied for the South Coast hydrologic region

is 149 galions per capita per day. The draft plan proposes a series of enforcement mechanisms and

financial incentives to facilitate water conservation at the local Jevel. The City is preparing a

Conservation Master Plan, due by the end of 2009, which will identify potential demand management
measures and potential demand reductions which will help the City meet the gallons per capita per

day goals of the 20x2020 plan.

Because of the reductions in water imports from the SWP and unavailability of any new imported

water, the City Council, at its January 135, 2008 meeting and again on Qctober [5, 2009, directed
staff to implement a policy that requires that large projects be water neutral to the City water system.

Project proponents ¢an contribute water rights, water supplies. or financial or physical offsets to
achieve this. Typical options open to project proponents to do 50 include transfers of FECGMA

City of Oxnard 2030 Genaral Plan 2.2-1 1
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City of Oxnard 2030 General Plan ) ) _—

groundwater allocations to the City, participation in expansions of the City's GREAT Program
recycled water system through physical or financial contributions, and participation i water
copservation projects that produce measurable sustainable water savings. Several proponents
of significant projects have complied with this requirement and several others are currently in
negotiations with the City. Small projects, such as single family residential projects or business

tenant improvements have been gxempted from this requirement, to date. Since the water neutral
policy was initiated in fanuary, 2008, City staff have been working out implementation details
which are listed befow:

e The water neutral policy would apply to CEQA discretionary projects. whether or not
they were included in the existing 2020 General Plan or 2005 Urban Water Management

Plan. CEOA-exempt projects, such as home repovations or business tenant improvements

are exempted.
e Projects subject to the policy should either contribute water supplies or the financial or
physical equivalent to offset the full estimated project demand. Water supply would need

to be available when the project is operational. The City would condition the project
proponent to provide offset for water demand that could not be met by the project’s

transfer of agricultural groundwater credits, if applicable.
e The City would develop a menu of mitigation opportunities. Options for mitigation may
include:
o Financial contribution toward the GREAT Program’s recycled water facilities.

o Financial contribution roward a City-controlled water conservation project or
program that would generate verifiable fong-terin water savings.

Implementation of a developer-initiated water conservation project or program
that would generate verifiable long-tenm water savings.

o Contribution of any other additional water rights or water supplies.

Because the City requires that new development projects be water neutral, this requirement and
the current slow economic conditions would tend to delay or cancel some anticipated development
in the near term. and its projected water demand. As 3 result, water demand estimates between 2010
and 2014 are likely overstated and the draw on groundwater credits will be less than projected.

With implementation of the below mentioned policies and implementation programs, this impact
is considered less-than-significant,

Infrastructure and Community Service

Policles and implementation measures designed to ensure that public facilities and services are adequately funded and
strategically located through out the Planning Area include the following:

1CS-1.1 Maintain Existing Service Lavels iCS-1.4 Infrastructure Conditions of Approval
1CS-1.2 Development Impacis to Existing Infrastructure Implementation Measure #51

I1CS-1.3 Funding for Public Facilities

Policies and implementation measures designed to minimize this impact through the provision and conservation of water
resources and service include the following:

IC5-11 1 Waler Qualily Management Plans ICS$-11.7 Waler Conservation
ICS-11.2 Xeriscaping ICS-11.9 Groundwater Extractions

ICS-11.3 Evalualing UWwiP ICS-11.10 Water Supply Assessment for All Projects

ICS-11.4 GREAT Program implementation WCS-11.12 Water for lrrigation

ICS-11.5 Distribution System Implementation Measure #59

ICS-11.6 Sustainabilily of Groundwater B _Implementation Measure #60
Gily of Oxnard 2030 Genaral Plan 2.241 2 ESA /205307
November 2009
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Required Additional Policies or Mitigation Measures

) This impact is considered fess-than-significant. No additional mitigation measures are required.
3
/
}
v
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