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Pajaro Valley Water
Management Agency

Formed by the CA State Legislature
in 1984 — “Agency Act”

Our Job: Achieve Sustainable
Groundwater Resources

Multi-jurisdictional: City of
Watsonville, parts of Santa Cruz,
Monterey and San Benito Counties

Basin Management Planning, Well
Metering, Hydrologic Modeling,
Supplemental Water, Conservation
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PV Water Directors

\ Four Elected &
/ ¥ Three Appointed
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Explanation

% Cities & Towns
—— Streets
r:_'|_—| Division A
Division B
. Division C
ar

Division D

Pajaro Valley

Water Management Agency
Division Boundaries 1.15




Sustainable Groundwater Management Act




Sustainable Groundwater Management Act

* The Sustainable
Groundwater Management

Act or SGMA (September o Applicability
5 . 0 % t1 > 515 Groundwater Basins (Applies)

2014) reqUIreS that hlgh oo oy t‘? > 127 High and Medium Priority Basins (Required)

prlOrlty, CrltICally Overdraﬂ:ed ‘ * 96% of average annual GW supply

groundwater basins such as [ TSR

the Pajaro Valley be brought o : | e v

into balance by 2040. oS e e T
- If not, the State Water g G e |

Resources Control Board
may intervene and may
Impose pumping restrictions.




Pajaro Valley Water & SGMA

PV Water Est. 1984

Basin Management Plans

(aka Groundwater
Sustainability Plan???) in
1999, 2002, 2014

TGRS CooNS

Pajaro Valley WMA
PVHM Active Grid
& Bul.118 Basins

Explanation

~\~ Pajaro River
“™\_ 3-002.01 PV GW Subbasin
CQ B118_GW_Basins_2016

ﬂ PVWMA Boundary
; PVH Model Active Grid Cells

SGMA Adopted, Fall 2014 e,

Groundwater Sustainability ,
Agency, Fall 2015 ¥ wuiopuy

3% RE D 1=]
Basin Boundary 4 N . . g sa vﬁﬁ
Modification, Spring 2016 s N/ . ER :
Groundwater Sustainability | « ' ‘
Plan - Alternative Submittal, ' o A
Winter 2016

VBT E 4 Pajaro Valley
180/400 AQ R Water Management Agency

Prop. 1 Sustainable

¥\ “Sourcas: Esri, DL orme, NRYTEQ) TomTor termap, i ent P'Com.-
Z E8C0, US G mo NPS\NRCAN GeoBase, IGN, Ka u er i Oroared Prepared by PYWMA on December 30, 2015
H / Sirvey, Esri Japan, METI, E \C AJteng K ng), swis; apFiE Sis Use This Document is a graphic reprasentaton
roundwater Planning Grant Eemn e

- $1.5 million, Spring 2018,
pending Alternative



State of the Basin
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Ag-Economy

1= >28,000 Irrig Acres
Est. Crop Value
$1,000,000,000

/ai,(ss*gria

Pajaro Valley
Land Use
Summer 2018

Explanation

\ San Andreas Fault Trace
aRgw Pajaro River

’ Waterbody

ﬂ? PV Water Boundary
Land Use Classifications

Native Vegetation / Riparian

P Turf (Urban)

Fallow
- Vegetable Row Crops
- Strawberries
- Caneberries
g Vines
- Orchards

3

Other
N
w E

(Turf) S
17% Irrigated 0 1 2 4
i ey —

37% .
Native ° Ndn- Miles
Vegetation uskeigated

|tarepared by PV Water on August 3, 2018. This
document is a graphic representation developed

0 using the best currently available data sources &

professional judgement.
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Pajaro
Valley
Aquifer
System

Six Model

L ayers:
*Alluvium

Alluvial Confining

Unit
*Upper Aromas

*Aromas Confining

Unit
Lower Aromas
*Purisima
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Water Use and Precipitation Trends
Pajaro Valley 2000 - 2017
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Pajaro Valley Water Sources
49,445 acre-feet of water use in 2017

Groundwater
92.7%

Recycled Water

5.3% Surface Water
2.0%

16




Fheedom

Watsonville

10

Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, Intermap, increment P Corp., GEBCO,
USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL, Ordnance
Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), swisstopo,
Mapmyindia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community

Pajaro Basin
Groundwater
Elevation
Fall 2016

Explanation

“\_ San Andreas Fault

£ PVWMA Boundary
Groundwater Contours (ft-msl)

Above Sea Level

Sea Level

Below Sea Level

Pajaro Valley

Water Management Agency

Prepared by PVWMA on March 24, 2017,
Thiz Cocumert 2 a graphic representaton developed using
;e bestcurently avaliabie dats sources & professional judgement
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10

Watsonvidle

Sources: Esn, HERE, DeLorme, Intermap, increment P Corp., GEBCO,
USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL, Ordnance
Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), swisstopo,
Mapmyindia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community

Pajaro Valley Basin
Groundwater
Elevation
Spring 2017

Explanation

\ San Andreas Fault
|:? PV Water Boundary

Groundwater Contours (ft-msl)
Above Sea Level

Sea Level

Below Sea Level

Pajaro Valley

Water Management Agency

Frepared by PV Water on March 13, 2018,
Thiz Document Iz 3 graphic representation developed uzing
the best curertly avallable ct sources & professicnal udpement.




Sources: Esn, HERE, Del.orme, Intermap, increment P Corp., GEBCO,
USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL, Ordnance
Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), swisstopo,
Mapmyindia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community

Pajaro Valley Basin
Groundwater
Elevation
Fall 2017

Explanation

\ San Andreas Fault
qp PV Water Boundary

Groundwater Contours (ft-msl)
Above Sea Level

Sea Level

Below Sea Level

Pajaro Valley

Water Management Agency

Frepared by PV ‘Water on March 13, 2018,
This Decument iz 3 graphic representation deveioped uzng
the best currertly avallsble cat sources & professicnal udpement.
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Leslemes
*

1998

1966

1951

Uoss Lencling USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL, Ordnance
* Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), swisstopo, ©
OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, Intermap, increment P Corp., GEBCO,

Seawater Intrusion
within the
Pajaro Valley

Explanation

% Cities & Towns

r:_',_—‘ PV Water Boundary
Extent of SWI as of 1951*
Extent of SWI as of 1966*
Extent of SWI as of 1998*
Extent of SWI as of 2011*

’ Extent of SWI as of 2017*

*Extent of SWI area represents chloride
concentrations of 100 mg/L or greater

N

Pajaro Valley
Water Management Agency

Prepared by PV Water on August 1, 2018. This document
is a graphic representation developed using the best
currently available data sources & professional judgement.




b gWVatsonville]
: Pajaro Basin
e Chloride
Concentration
in Groundwater

Explanation

Cities & Towns

Coastal Distribution System

1Fas]fomas)
*

| |+

Proposed K1 Alignment
a Delivered Water Zone
€] PVWMABoundary

Chloride
Max Concentration (mg/L)
) 8-100

) 101-250

251 - 500

=500

Miles

PVWMA data from 2001 to 2011 interpolated using inverse ¥ “’ﬁm ES”HD%L e  HAVITEQ, TomTom, Iitermap.incement > Gsps p
: x S5 GEB 4FS, NRCAN, GeoBsse, IGN, Kadaster NL, Pajaro Valle
distance WEIghted method (PVWMA 2014, antlapated). Crdpance Survey, EsriJapan, METI‘. Esri China (Hong Kong), swisstopo, J y

and the GIS User Community

Water Management Agency

Gare Nas Chicide Die bd &-20-2044)




Existing Water Supply Facilities

20
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Water Supply
Facilities
&
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Intrusion

Explanation

Mapmylndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community

[P] Blend Wells
@ Harkins Slough Diversion

@ Recharge Basin

Recycled Water Facility
/N Coastal Distribution System
an~~ Pajaro River

& Delivered Water Zone

€ PVWMA Boundary

~» Seawater Intrusion*
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Miles

A
7,

Pajaro Valley
Water Management Agency
DWZ_SWi_Map 09.29-2016 bsl




Grants to Fund Water Supply Projects

Value of Grant
(Millions of Dollars)

$60

$50

W
s
o

Prop. Prop. Title Prop. Prop. Total
13 50 16 84 1

Grant Source

* Approximately half of
constructed project costs
were funded through grants

* PV Water projects, which
focus on water conservation
and optimize use of local
resources, are competitive
for federal and state funding

22



Existing Water Supply Facilities to
Reduce Overdraft & Seawater Intrusion

Harkins Slough Facility

— Managed Aquifer Recharge &
Recovery

— Stream flow diversion

— 8,000 AF recharged since 2002 Sﬁ:’% 3
Recycled Water Facility T (o

— 4,000_AFY irrigation season }\ ““\“ “”;:‘!

capacity
— Drought tolerant supply

— Reduces discharge of secondary
effluent to marine sanctuary

Coastal Distribution System

— QOver 21 miles of water conveyance
pipeline

Blend Supplies

-~
:Rf
b =

23



Harkins Slough Managed
Aquifer Recharge & Recovery




Recycled
Water Facility
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Geophysics lllustrates Progress

Delivered Water Delivered Water
Starting in 2002 Starting in 2009
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Increasing groundwater elevations to prevent
seawater intrusion

0.00

10,00 o - L
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Monterey County
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Water Supply Facilities

28



Pajaro Valley Hydrologic Model

A hydrologic flow model to guide ~ JEAINEN
water management decisions

Prepared in cooperation with the Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency

DESign Ed tore P rOd uce a I I nhatura | & Integrated Hydrologic Model of Pajaro Valley,
Santa Cruz and Monterey Counties, California
human components of the

hydrologic system, and related
climatic factors

Management & planning tool
Offset in water budget: 12,100 AFY

Pumpage Recharge
(areal (DI), streams (Sl})

Groundwater ﬁ
Inflows &
Outflows

Seawalto Scientific Investigations Report 2014-5111
Intrusion Q
(Swi) Groundwater
Underflow (LU) U.S. Department of the Interior
U.S. Geological Survey

Outflow to Bay <:|
(0B)

29



Basin Management Planning Update

In 2010 the PV Water Board
established an Ad Hoc Basin
Management Plan Committee to...

“investigate all practical projects and
programs that contribute to the
efficient and economical management
of existing and supplemental water
supplies” and “serve as an advisory

committee to the PV Water Board so

2\ Pajaro Valley
@ Water Management Agency

that Board decisions are fully informed
Basin Management Plan Update

and affected and guided by the Final - Fobruary 2014

P B ” //{
community’s interests”. SER2




Ad Hoc BMP Committee Members

Committee Member Member Type Representative Entity

Dave Cavanaugh (Chair) | Appointed Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency
Kirk Schmidt (Vice Chair) |Appointed Agricultural

Rosemarie Imazio Appointed Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency
Rich Persoff Appointed Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency
John Ricker Appointed County of Santa Cruz

Ryan Kelly Appointed County of Monterey

Steve Palmisano Appointed City of Watsonville

Harry Wiggins Appointed Pajaro Sunny Mesa Community Services District
John E. Eiskamp Appointed Santa Cruz County Farm Bureau

Dave Kegebein Appointed Monterey County Farm Bureau

John Martinelli Appointed Landowner Group

Chuck Allen Appointed Community Dialogue Effort

Vicki Morris Appointed Aromas Water District

Ron Duncan Appointed At Large

Thomas Karn Applicant Rural Residential

Bob Culbertson Applicant Environmental

Amy Newell Applicant At Large

Skip Fehr Applicant Mutual Water Agency

Stuart Kitayama Appointed Agricultural

Frank Capurro Appointed Agricultural

Tom Rider Appointed Agricultural

B1




BMP Update Objectives

* Prevent seawater intrusion, long-term groundwater
overdraft, land subsidence, and water quality
degradation;

* Manage existing and supplemental water supplies to
control overdraft and to provide for present and
future water needs;

* Create a reliable, long-term water supply, which has
been identified as an important cornerstone of the
long-term economic vitality of the Pajaro Valley;

* Develop water conservation programs; and

* Recommend a program that is cost effective and
environmentally sound.



Basin Management Plan Update
contains three primary components to achieve 12,100 ac-ft/yr




College Lake |

*

v
Wt Murphy Crossing
Harkins Slough Harkins '\ KWataan e e
Pump Station Slough ‘\ : Pajaro
Watson)nlle K PasAR ALLE Y g
Harkins Slough ‘ Slough /. \
Recharge Basin A ‘ Aromas
. Recycled Water "
Facility
Watsonville Slough *
w/ Recharge Basins
Pajaro Valley
1 2 - Water Management Agency
ey —— Moemfemian Sources Esri HERE. DeLomme, intermap, increment P Cofp . GEBCO, USGS, FAO. NPS. NRCAN
Miles . GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL, Ordnance Survey, Esri Japan, METI. Esri China (Hong Kong), swisstopo
* Mapmyindia, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community




Proposed College Lake Integrated Resources
Management Project

— Projected Yield: 1,800 to 2,400 AFY

— Water Storage Area (285 acres,
1764 AF)

— Weir Structure, Screened Intake,
and Pump Station

— Water Treatment Plant (~5 acres)
— Pipeline (5.5 miles)

v

>
: {
3
ol
i Ok
o
(3% S &
&
o~
N

Source Treatment Conveyance End Users

35



Proposed Pipeline Alignment

recycled water
facilities at
Watsonville
WWTP.

-« Serve agricultural
uses along route.

Watsonville Municipal >
Airport: L
' R SIS

1 — | City Limit
[ County Boundary

| Project Components

. | = Proposed Pipeline Route
=== (Optional Pipeline Route




Recharge Net Metering Pilot Program

* Provides financial incentive to landowners to capture and
recharge surface water runoff (> 100 AF)

* Will improve aquifer conditions (quantity & quality)
* Diversifies groundwater recharge opportunities
* 5-year pilot program

* Collaborative effort between the PV Water, UC Santa
Cruz, Resource Conservation District of Santa Cruz, &
Landowners

37



Phase 1 Implementation Results
Average Water Level Change due to

Implementing Selected Alternative

D PVWIMA Boundary
ween Coastal Distribution System

Groundwater Level Change. feet

Figure 13: Average Water Level Change Due to Implementing Selected Alternative — Upper Aromas Aquifer




Baseline

96% Seawater Intrusion
Reduction

Selected
Alternative

Walyorv ik

Ofvmunaty
fHospad

D PVWMA Boundary
wm Coastal Distribution System
% Seawater Intrusion
Reduction
0 Baselne

96 Selectad Alternative
100

1. This figure shows
simulated location and
relative degree of existing
seawater intrusion and
seawater intrusion after
Impiementation of the
selacted alternative for one
of three different aquifers.

2. The aggregated reduction
in seawater intrusion for the
three aquifers is 90%

Figure 10: Extent of Simulated Seawater Intrusion — Upper Aromas Aquifer




Future Expansion
of Delivered Water
Service Area
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/\/ Eistog Ppeine
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Committee Choice: Stop Here

_O r‘_

' Discuss Funding of Projects & Programs

42



Funding Future Projects & Programs

43



Revenues and Expenditures, FY16-17

2016 - 17 Revenues and Grants
$14,183,594

Delivered Water 10%

Grants 23%

Interest & Other Incom
1%

Management Fees 3%

2016 - 17 Expenditures
Augmentation $13’414’374

Charges
64%
Basin Management

68%

Administration
7%

Debt Servic
_— 25%



Formation of a Funding Committee provided critical
input in the developments of recommendations

* Committee was comprised of 15 members
* 14 meetings held from June ‘13 through July ‘14

* Cost of Service Analysis (required per Proposition 218)
performed in two phases:

Phase |: Rate Setting Methodology & Development

Evaluation of available cost recovery mechanisms
(i.e., Uniform Rates, Tiered Rates, Assessments)

Phase II: Rate Calculation & Implementation

Calculation of rate structure to support
ongoing and forecasted expenditures

45



Updated Proposition 218 Service Charge Report
supports new funding needs

2010 Report

2015 Report

Funded:
— Agency Administration
— Special Fund Admin
— Facility Operations
— Basin Management Planning
— Capital Projects
— Debt Service

Builds from 2010 Report and
adds funding for:

— BMP Projects & Programs
— Additional Staffing needs
— Restructuring of existing debt

Sunset clause limited duration
—5vyears (2010 - 2015)

Builds on Pendry-Griffith Lawsuit

Gives more consideration to
conservation

46



The Cost of Service process was specific to the
Agency’s budget and services

STEP 1 STEP 2 STEP 3

Policy Review

¢ Reserve Policies

Cost of Service Analysis

Rate Structure
Design

* Qutside DWZ

Budget Functional
Categories Categories

e Debt Funding - Metered
_ * Administration - Unmetered
* Sunset Analysis _ * Augmentation Charge
* Operations * Inside DWZ
* Harkins Slough * Inside DWZ * Met.+ Zone Fee
* CDS  Deli q
Revenue « Suppl. Wells « Delivered Water Delivered Water
Requirements « Recycled Water (DWS) *Rural Residential
e Operations and * Metering * Rural
Maintenance * Basin Mgmt. Plan
e Capital * Capital

® Debt Service

* R&R Reserves

. 4 —_ /
& e e i
= L — T —p— -
g e =
D N s e ol A - .



Pajaro Valley Water Management This is an interactive sheet that enables the user to "Design” various Tiered Rates. By modifying
& 1 ¥ Agency

I\ Interactive Ti i Bate Amalvsi the User Inputs [orange cells), a user can change the number of tiers, acre-feet/acre tier
/ Pm I- Inputs & As pti allotments, Tier price differential (rate mutliplier), and conservation assumptions. Based on
FOR ILILISTRATIVE ;’URPDSES' ONIY these inputs, rates are calculated and illustrated for both Tiered and Uniform structures.
'L
Click here to View Rate Impacts. Input  |<—- Represent User InputfAssumptions. Modify to change rate structure results.

* Please note, inputs from "Rate lmpa

Inputs & Assumptions:

FY 15/16 FY 16/17 FY 17718 - -
Proposed revenue increasg 12% 10% | 2% | Figure 1: Calculated Tierad Rates
Agriculture usage* [AF) 70,271 |=-- 5 yr average iz 44 8000AF (2008 - 2013)
* Included Metered Wel lon-Metered Wells, & Deliver

red Water s FY15/16 Tiered Rates s smliniform
es 10% non ble '

Irrigated Acres . 25869 |=- A=

5253
Current (2015) conservation 2,000| AF 5221
Annual Conservation 500| additional AFY up to 5,000 AF total Y pp—— - o - -
Number of tiers 5 hd |1‘L-','€-€-.".- 1 & Stiers

5158
5126
Tier Allocations
Tierl 0.0 to AF S
Tier 2 0.6 to 0 |AF/
Tier 3 11 to AF S
Tierd 1.6 to 0 |AF/
Tiers . AF S

Greater than
Tier1{0to 05 AF) Tier2 (06tol1AF) Tier3(L1tol5AF) Tierd (L6to3 AF)  Tier 5 (More than3

Tier Differential (Rate Multi) AF)
Pajare Valley Water Management Agency This sheet illustrates the relative impact of implementing Tiered Rates. Sample customer
L:i Interactive Ti d Rate Analysi bills are generated (by crop types) to compare Tiered and Uniform costs at various usages.
¢ P“‘ II - Rate Impacts Usage is defined as Acre-feet per Acre [AFfAcre)

FOR ILIUSTRATIVE PURPOSES ONLY | Input <- Repr User Input/, i Meodify to change rate structure results.

Click here to revisit Tier Builder * Please note, i 5 ier Structure Design Sheet" impact shown results.
Bill Comparison by Land Use (Augmentation Outside DWZ) Rate Impact (Current to Tiered FY16/17)

e N
Assumed MrerﬁgelIlﬁthS Figure 3: Average of Tiered Rate, by Land Use
Sample FY15/16 Bill b FY 13/14
Avg. Tiered Unit mmm Avg. Tiered Unit Cost 5/AF  ——Uniform Rate Uniform FY16/17
AF/Acre Total Demand Uniform Rate Tiered Rate % Change Cost $/AF 5221 Rate Tiered Rate % Change
5205
Strawberry 6.0 120 5 24024 5 26,521 10% 5 221 5183 5 20880 5 29384 41%
Artichokes 16 3205 6406 $ 5,178 -19%  § 162 >162 5158 S 5568 5 5737 3%
Deciduous (Orchards) 04 g 5 1602 5 1,010 3% S 126 5126 5 1392 5 119 -20%
Murseries + Subtropical 40 B0 5 16,016 % 16,418 3% 5 205 5 13920 S5 18190 31%
Vegetable Row Crops 15 30 5 6006 5 4,736 -21% 5 158 5 5220 & 5247 1%
Cane Berries + Vines 25 50 5 10,010 5 9,156 -0% 5 183 5 8700 5 10145 17%
-~ ~ ~ Strawberry Artichokes Deciduous Nurseries+ Vegetable Cane Berries
Figure 1: Calculated Tiered Rates Figure 2: Demand Per Tier by Land Use . (Orchards) Subtropical RewCrops  +Vines
{From Design Sheet) mOmdinTierl mDmdinTierz mDmdinTiers mDmdinTierd = DmdinTiers - ~ 7
FYL5/16 Tiered Rates == = Linifarm 1005 Figure 4: Rate Impact Tiered vs. Uniform Rate Figure 5: Impact from Current to Tiered FY16/17
s221 80% e
Cane Berries +Vines Cane Berries +Vines 17%
S200 - - - .- -l - 60%
5158 40% Vegetable Row Crops Vegetable Row Crops 1%
20% Murseries + Subtro pical Nurseries + Subtropical 31%
0%
Deciduous (Orchard 7% Deciduous {Orchards} -20%
& Artichokes Artichokes 3%
Tierl(0to Tier2 (0.6 Tier3 (1.1 Tierd (1.6 Tier5 (More Strawberry Strawberry a41%
0.5 AF) tolAF) to15AF)  to3AF) than3AF)
vy




Uniform Rate Tool

Pajaro Valley Water Management Ageney
fF—;/ DRAFT Rate Calenlation
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Summary Table
Current

(14415 FY 201516 FY 200617 FY 201718 FY 201813 FY 2019120 S-yr Impact
Augmentation Charge - Outside D'WE 3 73 % 195 % 206 % 217 % 227 % 238 337
Augmentation Charge - Inside OWZ k4 215 ¢ 234 % 250 % 262 % 276 % 289 3di
Delivered ' ater Charge ¥ 338 % 360 € Jo T T 3T % izila} T
Augmentation Charge - Pural Residential® k4 72 ¢ 186 ¢ 194 ¢ 201 % 209 % 217 2B

o e dronagns
Rate Calculations Current FY 2015116 FY 201617 FY 201718 FY 2018113 FY 2013120
Cost of Metered 'Water Uszers Service [Cast Allacation) k3 9,444 268 % 981737 ¢ 0205100 % 0605202 % MO027.226 At
Metered ‘Water User Consumption e
Metered Rate [y This spreadsheet details how the specific rates are derived by dividing -
st Change the resulting costs of service allocations by forecasted consumption.
Cost of Additional 0wz Metered Service . ) e
Metered 'Water Consumption DWE For interaction purposes, either the Cost Allocation or the Consumption =
Additional Supplemental Service * amounts can be modified. The Revenue Check will calculate the impact 4
At % Change between the Revenue Requirement and the forecasted rate revenue
B " .

Cost of Unmetered \water Users Service [baSEd on the des Igned rate ¥ consumption } e
Urmetered Sccounts [Fural Pesidentiall =R
Unmetered Rate L Additionally, the Self Inputted Rates section allows users to simply input /47
AR harge desired rates and calculates the resulting revenue impact. Please note
Cost of Delivered 'water Service this utilizes the the same consumption amounts from the above. o
Delivered 'Water Consumption 2l
Delivered Water Rate 3 338 % 360 % 355 % 357 % 371 % J86 ST
st Change = e A A A
Price Differentials from Above Current FY 2015H6 FY 201617 FY 201718 FY 201813 FY 2013120 Average
Inzide vs Outside Augmentation Charge 3 36 % 38 % 44 % 45 % 43 % 51 44
Delivered Water Service vs Inside k] 123 % 126 ¢ s # 35 3% 35 % a7 107
Ourzide vs Rural ¥ To# 3 % 2 % B % B % 21 14

Current

Self Inputted B:

Augmentation Charge - Outzide DWZ k3 7| & 130
Augmentation Charge - Inside O'WEZ 3 215 | # 240 To Be Inputted
Delivered ‘Water Charge k3 338 0% 360
Augmentation Charge - Rural Residential® 3 Wz | & 130
— >

5450 Rates from Top Table
3400

$350
$300
$250
200
$150
$100

850

Auvgmentation Charge Augmentation Charge  Delivered Water
- Outside DWZ - Inside DWZ Charge

Augmentation Charge
- Rural Residential®

B Current (14/15) ® FY 2015/16 ™ FY 2016/17 m Fy 201718 m FY2018/19 m FY 201920

Rates from Self Inputted Table

$179
$190

Augmentation Charge Augmentation Charge  Delivered Water
- Outside DWZ - Inside DWZ Charge

B Cumrent (14/15) ® FY 2015/16 m FY 2016/17 m FY 2017/18 m FY 2018/19 m FY 201920

Augmentation Charge
- Rural Residential*




Rates fund projects and programs that protect our
water resources

Rates Rates
FY 2018/19 FY 2019/20

Augmentation Charge, Metered Users -

, _ _ S231/AF S246/AF

Outside Delivered Water Service Area
Augmentation Charge, Metered Users - Inside

3 2 _ S309/AF S338/AF
Delivered Water Service Area
Augmentation Charge, Unmetered! — S109/Year S115/Year
(Rural Residents) per Residence per Residence
Delivered Water Charge S381/AF S392/AF

Note: 1. Unmetered Customers are charged for an estimated annual consumption of 0.5 AF per
year for each known residence connected to an unmetered well.

50
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Pajaro Valley Water
Management Agency
Rate Zones

Explanation

v Cities & Towns
Streets
— Highway 1
~"~~ Pajaro River

Outside Delivered Water
Zone

ﬁp Delivered Water Zone

| |

?m Fiscal Year 2018/19
Augmentation Charge
MW ODWZ = $231/AF
MW DWZ = $309/AF

Sources: Esri, DellverEd Water Charge

USGS, FAO, N

Esri Japan, M| = $38 1/AF

OpenStreetMa

N

Pajaro Valley

Water Management Agency
Prepared by PV Water on April 5, 2018.
This Document is a graphic representation developed using
the best currently available data sources & professional judgement,




Summary

 Stakeholder involvement through committees has been a
critical component of recent successes.

* Providing tools to committee members has been very useful in
improving understanding and building trust.

* Public outreach to the broader community is also very
important. Board meetings tend to not be well attended.




Thank You...

By phone: 831-722-9292

By email: lockwood@pvwater.org

Or visit our website: pvwater.org

£ . A-|[a][as ay Online elect language
Pajaro Valley | a—

= Water Management Agency

About Board Operations  Hydrology  Conservation Resources  Contact

Managing Water Resaurces Of The Pajaro Valley

AN ater-works tirelgSstirtoward achieWins

,

nablegr

About PV Water Hydrology Projects

Who we are, What we do & Looking at Water and the What we're doing, what we've
Why we do it Pajaro Valley e

Learn more Learn more Learn more

Upcoming Meetings & Events

B

Admin/Finance Committee
Meeting

a1
=
m

)

Board of Directors Meeting
Projects & Facility
Operations Committee

Admin/Finance Committee
Meeting

Board of Directors Meeting
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