469% HOLLISTER AVENUE

GOLETA, CALIFORMIA 237110-1929
TELEFHOME B05/964-6761

FAX B05/964-7002

August 30, 2010

Ms. Leslie Tang Schilling, Chair, Comrmittee on Grounds and Building
University of California Regents

Office of the Secretalzg{ and Chief of Staff to the Regents — Regents Office
1111 Franklin St., 12" Floor

Oakland, CA 94607

Re: UCSB 2010 Long Range Development Plan

Dear Ms. Leslie Tang Schilling, Chair, UC Regents Committee on Grounds and Building:

The Goleta Water District (“District”) supplies drinking water to a community of over 80,000 people, including
the campus population of the University of California, Santa Barbara (“UCSB™).

In March, 2009, the District, as the California Environmental Quality Act {(CEQA) Responsible Agency, provided
extensive comments to UCSB regarding its Long Range Developinent Plan (LRDP) and associated
Environmental Impact Report {EIR).

We are disappointed, to say the least, that UCSB’s Response to Comments does not in any significant way
address the concerns we voiced about water availability and the substantial increase in potable water demand that
will arise fromn UCSB’s development plan.

I am writing today to inform you directly that the District stands by the forty pages of comments (attached) which
we sent to UCSB at the direction, by unanimous vote, of our Board of Directors, We ask that the Regents
seriously consider the issues we have raised. Our concerns are summarized in the first two pages of that comment
material. In short, we believe that the university has underestimated the increase in its demand and overestimated
our available supply of water.

In our comment material to UCSB, we corrected university misinterpretations of virtually all facets of District
operations, including: the District’s policies and procedures; sources and limitations of water supply; functionality
of the District’s wells; the District’s recycled water program,; the legal restrictions of our adjudicated groundwater
basin; and the voter-approved ordinances that control the release of water for new uses, among other things. We
also questioned the methodology used by UCSB to estimate future water demand created by the growth in campus
facilities and in the UCSB-related population. Our forecasts for the future acknowledged the increasing
unpredictability of water supply caused by a multitude of factors including global climate uncertainty and judicial
constraints on State Water.

We also notified UCSB that the District was in the process of developing several water management plans that
would provide greater clarity about our future water supply, and without which, the university could make no
reasonable forecasts on its own. These plans include a Groundwater Management Plan which we completed this
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year (to help us better understand and manage the water in our underground aquifer), a Water Supply
Management Plan which we are currently preparing (to help us strategically make use of our portfolio of water
supplies), and a mandated Urban Water Management Plan which we will begin later this year (which will
combine materigl from the two other studies, along with the latest District and community information, into one
comprehensive document). This material will offer support for the projections we provided in our comments to
the university.

All of the comments we provided to UCSB were developed over a period of months by District staff and board
members working with nationally recognized hydrology consultants.

UCSB, im its Response to Comments, dismissed our comment letter and announced that it preferred to rely on a
2008 Water Supply Assessment (WSA) prepared in 2007 by the District for the City of Goleta. The District feels
that this WSA has been rendered obsolete and in 2009 specifically notified the City of Goleta, and UCSB, of that
fact. We have stated publicly and in writing that the 2008 Water Supply Assessment should not be used for long-
range planning purposes for the availability of water and we stand by that announcement.

By this letter to the Regents, the District reiterates that the University of California needs to carefully consider the
comments we have provided regarding water availability at the UC’s Santa Barbara campus.

Although to date the LRDP team at UCSB seems to have chosen to disregard our comments, we remain eager to
work with the campus as it prepares for the future. We are encouraged by UCSB’s “Campus Sustainability Plan”
of February, 2008, which calls for the campus to “reduce potable water use.” We also very much appreciate UC
President Mark Yudof’s September 1, 2009 letter to the Chancellors in which he reminds them that you, the
Regents, have adopted Guidelines for Sustainable Practices. These guidelines include the direction that
“campuses will also cooperate with local water districts in efforts to conserve water and to meet reduced water use
goals of the local districts.”

In that spirit of shared concern for water—this precious resource the District manages for our entire community---
we ask you to carefully review our comments and thank you for your thoughtful attention to them as you consider
UCSB’s LRDP request.

Sincerely yours,

John Mclniies
neral Manager

cc: Chairman Gould and Umversity of California Regents
Office of the Secretary and Chief of Staff to the University of California Regents
Henry Yang, UCSB Chancellor
Gene Lucas, UCSB Executive Vice Chancelior
Honerable Bill Rosen, President and Members, Goleta Water District Board of Directors
Honorable Eric Onnen, Mayor and Members, City of Goleta City Council
Honorable Janet Wolf, Chair and Members, Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors



R-13

DIRECTOWS

§559 HGLLATLE s bl BERT BERTRAMDO
) T L2,

GOLETA, CALITRMMLS 9517041558 SREMIDIR

TELETHOME 055 /63576 LAUREN HARSOW

L PRALSIDENT

TAE HRIGR. 06

JOHM E. CUNNINGH AR

DIRECYOR
LARRY MILLS
DIRECTC
BILL ROSER
GIRECTOR
Mareh 30, 2009
University of Califomnia Santa Barbara Via e-mail www.UCSBVision2025.com
Office of Cawpus Planning snd Design and hand delivery
c/o Vision 2025
Senta Barbars, CA 93106-1030

RE: Conunent Letter to the University of California ot Santa Barbara 2008 Long Range Development-Plan,
Recireuiated Drafi Environmental Impact Repodt Sections

The Board of Directors of the Goleta Whater District has directed me to submit this letter and attachients
which together constiture the Goleta Water District’s formal commonis on the Univesaity of Califomia at
Santa Barbare (lhe University) 2008 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (RDEIR). Thess comments (Attachment A) focus on RDEIR Section 4.14,
Water, In addition, the District provides comments on portions of RDEIR Section 4.10, Population and
Housing, that discuss topics thal affect water demand yet are pol considered in the Waier section.
Attachment B consists of a copy of the 1991 Measure H91, Goleta Water District Ordinance No. 91-01,
SAFE Water Supplies Ordinance (SAFE Ordinance) and the 1994 Measure J94, Goleta Water District
Amendment to the SAFE Ordinance. Attachment C consists of written comments on LRDP RDEIR Section
4.14 made to Goleta Water District representatives by Mr. Bill Brennan, Executive Direetor of the Ceniral
Coast Water Auibority (CCWA), Comments by Mr. Brennan are incarporated-herein by reference.

GENERAL COMMENT

The Goleta Water District (the District) is a California Envitonmentad Quality Act (CEQA) Responsalble
Agency which has diecretionary approval power over the project. During the zcoping and inital resemch
period of the Draft Envirouments! Impact Report (DEIR), the District was not asked ro participate in the
development of the DEIR. Because of this, the District believes the RDEIR presents incomplete data
cegarding both current end foture water supplies and demands. Below is a summaery of the problematic
issues within the RDEIR.

e The University misinlerprets and incomrectly ciles District dJocuments as well pg corrent regulations and
ordinapces. The RDEIR cites data from the Distriet’s 2005 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP)
snd May 22, 2008 Water Supply Assessment (WSA) for the City of Goleta. Significant changes have
rendered much of the maledal in those documents obsolele; wpdates are meluded in the attached
commenis. The RDEIR. addiienally misinterprets regulations and ordinances in place (e.g., the SAFE
Ordipance). The comments provided by the District will assist in a better enalysis of these issues. The
District js in the process of developing a Groundwater Management Plan (GWMP) leading to an
updated Waier Supply Monagement Plan (WSMP) and prepamlion of a 2010 Urban Water
Management Plan. The Districl supgests that the University refer to lhese plans ns well as work with
the Digtrict in revising the RDEIR and in future planning,



The Universily states “rights” to specific waler smounts, with these amounts used as o baseline for
feture development scenorfos. This is inaccurale; cerlain water ngreements between the University and
the District are subject ta modification and terminalion

The University's water supply figures are overestimates. The University's enalysis within the RDEIR
demonstrates on incowplete understanding of Sama Barbare County’s dynamic water supply system.
Waoter supply figures are not stade numbers; wnier supplies from groundwaler, Lake Cuchuma ond the
Smte Water Project (SWP) are constantly in [Tux and subject to kegal, regulatory, seismic, and climatic
constraints which can reduce availability. The RDEIR does not demonstrale o reslistic understanding
of how these constraints affeet water supply.

The Universily assumes that greater water storage and pumping cepacity equates to greater polable
water supply, and thmt the increased nse of recyeled water will offset poritons of future potable water
demand. It is the Distder’s opinion that pumping cupacity does not equal water supply, and that
recycled water canmot offset 100% of future potsble water demund. Although improvements are being
made to augment both potablc and recycled wates capacity, carrent and fishure water supply conditions
wagant more conservative estimates of water supply. In addition, there is no market or fonding for the
recycled water production and distribution described in the Unjversity™s document.

The University's water demnand Agures are underostimates. The Unlversity is not using the correct
water duty factors {wdf). Usage estimates are based upon lmited data periods; caloulations should be
derived from data thal spans a longer period. The Univessity should provide its calewietions and
support His conclusions with factusl datn. Absent sech date, ihe District cannot aceept the water duty
factors s provided in the document.

The University’s baseline water use calculations are incorrect and the most current datz i3 not being
used to support Fotwre demand calcolations. Baseline caleulations should come from cumem water
nsage volaes or usage at the tinme of application.

It is the District’s opimion that within the RDEJR, the University must address thess critical issues and
deyelpp more comprehensive mitigation options. In the current document, the RDEIR overestimates water
supply and underestimates water demand. The District believes the University’s LRDP potsble water
demsnd excecds the District’s available potable water supply. In accordance with CEQA, the proposed
praject will have Significant end Unavoidable Cless 1 lmpacis to potzble warer supply that cannot be
feasibly witigated during the plarning period.

The Board of the (oleta Water Distrier encourages the University to work cooperatively with the District in
the future to make the most efficient und productive use of the community’s limited water supphes.

Please see Attachment A for a detaited Hst of comments.

Respectfully,

Eric E. Ford
Interim General Manager
Goleta Water District

An:

Attachment A — Specific Comments on the UCSB LRDP Draft Recirculated FIR

Attachment B — SATFE Waier Supplies Ordinanes (1991 and 1994, as amended)

Anachment C ~ Comments by Mr. Bill Brennan, Execuotive Director of the Central Const Water
Authority



Attachment A
UCS8 LONG RANGE DEVELOPMENT PLAN
Recfreculated Draft EIR Sections (RDEIR)

Commenis on RDEIR Section 4.14 Wafer

FProvided by the Golata Water Dfstrict

Section 4.10.2

Cowmment (1):
In addition to Section 4.14, the Goleta Water District (District) reviewed Seciion 4.10, Population and
Housing, which discusses topics that affect water demand and arc nol considered in the water section,

Section 4.10.2 conciudes thal the Long Range Development Plan (LRDT} will directly and indirectly
induce grawth og and off campus. The section uses a fgure of 2,214 pop-university jobs that will be
gencrated by the growtll in campus jobs and population. Standard population analysis uees a mottipher of
1.2 jobs per household. The average size of a South Const houvschold is 2.6 persans. From this we
calculate en additional 4,797 people nol included in the growth in campus populaion. The LRDP does not
offer an anatysis of the additional water demand that will vesolt from this increased commereial activity and
any assacizted increase in local populntion,

Sepurately, the section discusses the “retiving io piace” of up 1o cne half of the Unjversity of California,
Sanwa Barbara's (University) cwrent facnity and staff, and speculales that their replacements will live
outside the immediate cormmunity. The District feels this is an unrealistic expectation and believes that the
increased water demand of the replacement faculty and staff is not adequately addressed in the document.

Section 4.14, P, 4.14-1

Comment {2):
1t should be added for clority that the University's 2008 LRDP was unot included in the District®s 20035
Litbaa Water Munagement Plon (UWMP) analysts.

Sectiop 4.14, P. 4.14-1, Paragraph 4

0% RDEIR-

1f the Districi compleles its pluns to increase the contribution of recycled water to offser potable water
demand, there will be sofficient sopples availeble from the District 1o meet LRDP demand under
cumulative condnions. 1f vot, then the combinstion of the 2008 LRDP at full development and other
growth within the District may require more water than available through the District

Comment {3):

Currently, the District does not have the plans or funds 1o increase the contribution of recycled water, The
current market for recycled weter is satursted There is not sufficient funding to expand the District’s
recycled water system under current market conditions,

Goleta Watcr Disirict Comments on UCSB LRDP RDEIR Page 1 of 38



Section 4.14, P, 4.14-2. The Cachuma Project

Commemnt (43

1t should be added that the Cachuma Operalions md Mainlenaoce Boord (COMB) has no forecasis of what
normaj atlocation will be n futwre years. The Cachuma Project is currently the subject ol a water rights
procecding before e Californin State Board, which could adversely affeet and indefinitely reduce tolrl
available water supply.

Section {.14.1.2, P. 4,14-3 The Cachumn Project, Paragraph 2

Comment {5

This paragroph makes several incarrect stalements. While the District has, in the past, had a carty-over of &
portion of its Cachuing allotment from one year to the next, this has resulled in exposure 1o the risk of Lake
spills and the loss of that water. The Districr, going forward, intends to develop different supply
management strotegies, vsing both the Ground Water Management Plan (GWMP) and the Water Supply
Munagement Plaa (WSMP). It is not correct to assume {he continbing use of this dming strategy.

With regard 1o the phrase, "banked groundwater (about 41,000AF)," the correct description of this waler is
the “SAFE Ordimance-mandated Droughi Buffer” {Drouglt Buffer). The paragraph siates that this water
would be available for pumping in multiple dry years. Per the SAFE Ordmance, the Drought Bufier is
available for pumping gnly if the sllocation from Lake Cachuma is reduced, which may or may ool occur
during v dry year or period of dry years. Furtheemore, the SAFE Ordinance specifically stetes that the
Drought Buffer “cannot, under any circumstonees, be used by the District 8 a supplemental water supply to
serve new or additional derands for water within the Districl.”

Section 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-3 The State Waler Project, Paragraph 1

09 RDEIR:
Under the Distriet’s egreement with the CCWA, its share of the conveyance [acilities that deliver SWP
water to Cachuma Lake is limited to 4,500 AFY, which is nsed as the District's basic supply.

Commen! {0):

Whilc this statewsent is factually acourate with regard to the District’s share of the conveyance facilites, the
SAFE Ordinance siates thal {or long term planning purposes, the District may pat use mare than 3,800 acre
feer per year (AFY) as the Stute Water Project (SWP) yield. Curremt water supply avuilability through the
SWP is more limiited than in previous yeurs; this year's allocstion is currently at 20% and coald be reduced
further.

Furthermore, a March 21, 2009 Los Angeles Times news article, “California’s water system at risk from a
major Bay Area earthguoke,” states that according to 2 Depariment of Water Resources repor, there is a
40% probability in the next 25 yearg of an earihquoke of magnitude 6.7 or higher ¢ausing 27 or more
Socramento-San Joaquin River Delta isiands 1o flood at the same time. An eatthquake of this magnitude
would cause the carthen {evees that belp channel water to sink, leading to flooding on the islands and salt
water intrusion into the freshwater delivery system. The state’s water system would be coppled and jake
ahnut three years to repair. .

Due 10 the continuing uncertainty abont State water, the SWP figure should be 2 range from § - 3,800 AFY,
not 4,500 AFY thronghom the docurment.

Goleta Water District Cormments on UCS8 LRDP RDEIR Pape 2 of 38



Section 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-3 Groundw:ier, Paragraph |

09 RBREIR:

As of Aprif 2008, the District was able ta pump its Gve fully operational wells at a 1ol mie of 2bout 2,900
gallons per minute {ppm), which i3 cquivalent 1o about 4,200 AFY if the wells are operated 90 percent of
the tioe

Comment {7):

The funciional ability of the Districi to pump its five vperztional wells at the above rate does not equal
avnilable water supply. The District can pump up to 2,350 AFY only if groundwatcr is above 1972 levels
or & different mount limited by pumping capacity in a designated drpught as defined by the SAFE
Ordinance. See Comment 10, below, for further discussion.

Sectlon 4.14.1.2, P, 4.14-4 Groundwater, Parapraph |

09 RDEIR:
If the grant is approved. work on the Son Ricardo well will begin in 2008

Comment {8):
The grant 1o rehabilitate the San Ricardo well was approved, howevar Stie funding may not be available.
IF State funding is not available, well rehabililation plans could cease.

Scction 4.14,1.2, P, 4.14-4 Groundwater, Paragraph 1

09 RDEIR:
These projects ar¢ intended 10 bring the Digtricl’s 1atal groundwater production capocity up te about 6,700
AFY if alt the wells were operated 90 percent of the me

Comnent (9):

Similar to Comment 7; produarion capacity does not equal available water supply. At this time, funding
sources for the two sdditiomal wells are unkoown. 1f imding cammet be found, these projeet planz could
cease.

Section 4.14.1.2, P, 4.14-4 Grouwndwaler, Porapraph 2

09 RDEIR:
As a resudt of this adjudication, the GWD now has the right to pump 2,350 AFY of natrally cccurring
groundwater from this basin

Conunent (10):

This statement needs clanification. As restricted by the provisions of the SAFE Ordinance, the District hasg
the right to pwop 2,350 AFY of groundwater if water is above 1972 levels. Only in a SAFE defined
drought can water ba pumped from below the 1572 levels.

Section 4,14.1.2, P.4.14-4 Groundwater, Paragraph 4

(09 RDEIR:
There is an additionsl 10,000 o 20,000 acre-feer of available storage remainiog for additional banking

Comment {11):

The 10,000 to 20,000 acre-feel of availnble storage rematming for additional bapking is an unverified
estimare osing a 10-20% porosity factor. While this pumber may have appeared i the UWMP, the
District’s GWMP will assess these oumbers; unti] this plan is compleied, these numbers showvid not be
relied on for ony purposes.

Goleta Water District Commenis on UCSE LRDP RDEIR Page 3 of 38



Section 4.14.1.2, P.4.34-4 Groundwaler, Paragraph 5

09 RDER:
The Districl may pump the banked water a1 a rate ol 400 AFY

Cornmenr { [2):

This is o misinterpretation of rthe District’s Water Supply Assessment {WSA). “Banked” water should be
referred 1o as “stored™ water throughout the docoment. Pumping stored water ai r rale of 400 AFY is an
cstimatc based on a historical pumber and is not guaranteed in the furure. Therefore it shoutd not be used as
the GW/Canjunctive Use fgure throughout the water supply analysis. The District’s WSMP will assess an
approphiate canjunctive use {igure; until this plan is completed, this oumhar should nat be relied on.

Section 4.14.1.2, P.4.14-4 Groundswater, Paragraph 6

09 RDEIR: -

Ag lopg as the basin holds water a1 a level above the level it held in 1972, then in normal years the Disurict
must maintain a 2,000 AF bufier above 1972 levels but othenvise may use the water in the annual amounts
described ahove

Comment {3
The sentence is incorrect and showld be déjoted,

Section 4.14.1.2, P.4.14-4 Groundwster, Paragraph 6

09 RDEIR:
If the basin falls below the 1972 level, then in normal years, the District may only use its Wright Judgment
entittement; banked water is available only it dry years

Comment (14):
The statement is incorrect. If the basin falls below the 1972 levels, no water may be pumped in normal
years. The Drought Bufier is only availoble during a SAFE defined drought year.

Section 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-5 Recycled Water, Parngraph 2

09 RDEIR:

The Goleta Sanitary District’s WTP currently (2008) has s seasonal treatment capacity of 3,000 AFY for
recycled water. Improvements will enable the District 1o reliably increase the production of reqycled water
to abowr 3,300 AFY

Comment (15):

The District does not hove the morket, diswibution, or storage ¢apacity for recycled water at these
egtimates. Recycled waler production capacity at Golela Senitary District (GSD) cannot be used as the
figire for avnilable recycled water that could be supplied by the Distict. Production capacity does not
equal dalivery feasibility or macketability. Therefore the fignre 3,300 AFY {s aprcasomable aod should not
be used within the water supply snalysis; the figure sbould remain at 1,000 AFY throughout the document.

Golers Water District Comments on UCSB LRDP RDEIR Page 4 of 38



Section 4,14.1.7, P, 4.14.7 Table 4.14-1

a9 RDEIR:

Table 4.34-1, Water Suppiy Sources and
Amounts Available {o 1he Goleta Water Dustrict In Normat Rainfall Yaars

Avallable Water Supplies In Future Years
n Acre-Feat Par Year

Sources {Actual Daeliverles Depend On Demand)
2010 2015 - 2000
Cachurna Praject 2322 832 .
" Slaie Wates Project 4,300 1,500 f
Groundwaler 2,250 2,550
GW!Conjundive Use 306} 40D
Total: 18,572 16,872
t Recycled 1,000 2300
' Total Plus Recycied: 17,572 19,872

Scurcz: ‘Aater Supply Assessmant Cly of Golema Gane=mil PlanCoastal Land Uss Plan, May,
2008, Table 3.2, and the Gofeta Sanitary Disinct 2006

Comment (16):

The table i3 inaccurate bosed an the following:

»  Cachuma Project - Due 1o siliaiion and uncertaioty about the annval Lake Cachuma recharge, from the
years 2015 onward, a baseline of 9,00DAF should be used. Refer to Commant 4

«  State Water Project ~ Refer to Comment 6

‘s GW/Coajunctive Use — Refer 1o Comment 12

e Recycled Water — Refer to Comment 15

Based upon sdditional and updated analyses, the District has updated the data and recommends that the
University use the following table in analyzing future water supplies:

Table 4,.14-1, Water Supply Sources and Amonnts Avatlable to the Goleia
Water District in Normal Rainfal! Years

Sources 2010 2015 - 2030
Cachuma Project 9,322 9,000 4
State Water Project 0 -3,300 6-3,800
Annual Groundwater Right 2,350** 2,350+
GWiConjunctive Use 0 0
7% System Loss (817 - 1083) {755 - 1061} ?
Total Potalile Supply 10,855 - 14,389 10,555 - 14,089

Recycled Water 1,000 1,000

[ Tolal Plus Recycled 11,855 - 15339 11,555 - 15,089

* Based upon siltation nod the Department of Water Resources 2008 Whiwe Paper
** Assnmes levels are maintained at or ahove 1972 levels

Goleta Water Disirict Comments on UCSE LRDP RDEJR

Page 5 of 38



Sectian 4.14,1.2, P. 4.14-8 Critival Dry Year — Cachuma Project

09 RDEIR:
The Pisinct elso assumes that an average of 3,584 AFY of the Cachuma Surface Water Bufler is available
for use during & criticat dry vear

Comment (17):

The staleruent is incorrect; it is an assumption znd beeds to be removed. The University iy doubte counting
aveilable supplics, The Cachumn Surface Bufier is only a iming strategy, not en additional source of water.
Furtherimore, (o assurne the boffer will continue in each critical dry year i§ incorrect. The Disider’'s GWMP
and WEMP will determine if amy carryover is available in any given year. Refer 1o Comment 5.

Section 4.14.1.2, P. 4,14-8 Critical Dry Year — Groondwater

09 RDEIR:
The District has sufficient banked groundwater {41,000 AF) 1o meet shortfalls in the other supplies n 2
¢ritical dry year

Comment (18)%:

The statement is incorract. Stored groundwoter balow the 1972 levels may only be pumped in a SAFE
defined drought. In addition, the SAFE Ordinance states: “Tha Drought Buffer cannot, under sny
circumstances, be used by the District as 2 supplementai water supply to serve new or additional demands
for water within the District™ Sec Anachment B,

Section 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-8 Critical Dvy Year, Last Paragraph

09 RDEIR:
The supply of potable wamrr available to the District i a critical dry year increnses over time as the Disirict
supplemens its other sources of potahle water by drawing on ils “banked’ groundwater drought resources

Comment (19):
The seatznce is unclear. The Distoict may only draw stored groundwater below the 1972 levels in 2 SAFE
defined drought, which may or may not be » critical dry year.

Section 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-8 Critical Dry Year, Last Paragraph

0% RDEIR:
The SAFE ordinance allows the District 10 pump vp m 3,950 AFY of previously stored grovodwater to
augment other supplies during crincat dry years.

Conmicot (20

The statcment is incorrect and should ba delered. The 3,950 AFY Ggure is a number uged by the District to
address a hypothetical scemario using historical dara, widch is now wwetiable. It is not o figure stated in the
SAFE Ordinsnce. The SAFE Ogdinance gllows the Distriet to pomp its Drought Buffer ooly in 2 SAFE
defined drought; the amount is Brmited to the Disict's pumping capacity.

Goleta Water District Comments on UCSB LRDP RDEIR Page 6 of 38



Scetfon d14.1.2, 1 4.14-9 Table d.14-1

09 RDEIR:
Tabky 410 Proputos of Gole Pt Disaet Avrlabla Supphy It Coo] dvy Yaos !
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Commem {21):

The table is inaccurale based on the fallowing:

=  Cachuma Project ~ Tt should be noled thot the Cachuma Project Ggure of 6,898 is not & siatic number;
this pumber is determined by the COMB partieipants and roay be less in future ritical dry yenrs
Groundwater/Conjunclive Use - Refer to Commenl 12

s  SAFE Groundwater Drought Builer ~ The SAFE Groundwater Drought Buffer figure depends on
putnping cepacity and the number of wells in operation. I a critically dry year, this Ggure is calculated
by subtracting the Anoual Groundwater Right from the available pumping capacity. n 2010, pumping
capacity will remain at approxinrately 5400 AFY, producing a SAFE Groundwater Drought Bufier
figure of 3,050 AFY. By 2015 - 2030, pumping capacity could iucrease to 6,700 AFY if two
additional wells are added, producing 2 SAFE Groundwater Drought Buffer figure of 4,350 AFY

= Lake Cachuma Buffer — Refer to Comment 17

»  Recycled Warer - Refer to Comment 15

Based upon additional analyses, the District has updated the data and recommends that the University use
the Following table in analyzing fulure water supplies:

Table 4.14-2. Projection of Goletas Water District Available Supply In A Critically Dry Year
Sources 1010 2015 2020 2025 2030
Cachuma Projeci 6,898 6,808 6,898 6,898 6,898
State \Water Project 0-522 N-522 0-522 0-522 0-522
Annval Groondwater Right 2,350 2,50 2,350 2,350 2,350
GW/Conjunctive Use 0 0 0 0 0
Groundwater Abave 1972
Water Levels 0 0 9 1] 0
SAPE Groundwater Dronght .
Buffer 3.050 4350% 4350* 4350 4350*
Cachuma Surfece Water .
Supply Buffer 0 0 0 0 g
7% System Loss {861 - 857) (252 - 988} | (952-988) | (952-9583) | (952-983)
12,646 - 12,546 - 12,646 - 12,646 -
Total Potable Supply 11,437 - 11,923 13,132 13,132 13,132 13,132
Recycled Water 1,000 . 1,000 1,000 1,000 I,000
13,646 - 13,646 - 13,646 - 13,646 -
Taotal Phus Recveled 12,437 - 12,923 14,132 14,132 14,132 14,132

* Assuming construction/development of two additional weils by the District in 2015 for & 1otal pumnping

capacity of 6,700 AFY

Goleta Water Disirict Corinenis on UCSB LRDP RDEIR
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Section 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-9 Muliiple Dry Years — Cachuma Project

0% RDEIR:

The District also assomes that an avernge of 3,584 AFY of the Cachwina Sorface waler Buffer is avniluble
for multiple dry years

Commer (22);
The starement i3 incomreect. The District does not assume an average of 3,584 ATY of the Cachuma Surfoce

Waier Buffer to be availoble in multiple dry years, similar to the crideal dry year scenorio. Refer to
Comment 17,

Section 4.14.3.2, P, 4.14-10 Multiple Dry Years — Grovndwater

09 RDEIR:
The District may only draw on groundwaler 10 the extent allowed by SAFE's Drought Buffer require mants

Comment (23}):

The statement nceds clardfication. The semence should read: The District may only draw an groundwater to
the cxtent allowed by SATE's Drought Buffer reguirements imd constrained by the pumping capucity of
Diswriet wells.

Section 4.14.1.2, P, 4.74-10 Multiple Dry Years — Recyeled Waler
Comment (24);
The District does not have the marker, distribution, or storage capacity for recycled waler at these

estimates. Refer to Comement 135,

Section 4.14.1,2, P. 4.14-10 Table 4.14-3

09 RDEIR:
. Lot
Tabls 4.14-3, Golstd Water Dlatrics Projectlons of Availabls Water Suppliss In
. Mohlple Dry Years B
Supply Sourcs Multiple Dry ¥ears
Year1 Yoar2 | Yeord | Yeard | Years | Yerg
Cachuma Project 9,322 5922 93822 6,898 5.898 6.498
Simle Water Project 2633 2,533 2533 2533 2.533 2633
Anrnual Groundwaler Pumping
Rlgm 2,358 2.350 2350 1350 2,350 2350
Gronpdwatet Conjufitlive yse 404 400 400 400 400 400
Groundwarer Above 1972 Waler
Levals $.450 1,450 1 50 1] 4] 1]
SAFE Ordinance Requited]
Groundwater Buffer [\ 4] i 1,450 1,450 1.AS0
Cachuma Surfoce Watar Sbpply
Bufter’ 3684 3.584 3582 | 3884 3,684 3588
Tetak 19,639 16,838 | 15638 | 17,213 17,215 17,212
Recycled Watef Produttion” 1,000 1,000 1.000 1,000 1,000 3300
Total Pius Recycled: 20,838 | 20839 | 20,699 | 1B.218 18,215 20,818
Notas:
1. Reprefant Ge average amount of unusad Cacnumd rpjecl water comled oeer Fom prias yeary since 1924,
2 Wihe muddole dry yeas period it asiumed & san bz 2010, ha Lotol avaitobls supply of recycled woter w1l
hcreasa ). ADD AFY by 1075 25 Mpovener® 10 the wastéwdier irsalment pIant ara tonvyXeles
Eotnres. Golels Water Drairict VWP 2008 #na CMCA, 237, Waler Sudply Algesimens Cily of Oplela Gsnsril

BianCoa sl iend tise Plag. May, 2008 aaa the Jolats Sanzey Districr. 2633 i
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Comnwnt (25);
The table s inaccurate based on the following.

»

Cechuma Project — It should be noted thet these numbers would likely cantinue to drop in multple dry
vears, especially in years 4, §, and 6. To assume these figures remain constant is incorrect

State Water Project — The Rgure should consist of a2 range between 0- 2,533, as the supply could be
less than 34% in mulitiple dry years

Annual Groundwoler Pumping Right - in Years 4, 5, und 6 this figure will be zero, becnvse it is
factored into the SAFE Ordinance Required Groundwater Droupht Buffer

Groundwater/Conjunctive tse — Refer to Comment 12

Groundwaler Above 1972 Water Levels — It sbould be noted that in yeers 1, 2, and 3, the stated 1,450
of availablc water is only an assumption, this water supply may or may not be avaflable in multiple dry
yenrs

SAFE Ordimance Reguired Groundwater Buffer - The SAFE Groundwater Drought Buffer figure
depends on punping capacity and the mumber of wells in operation. For District caleulations in Table
4.14-3, the Disirict ossumes in Yeers 4, 5, and 6, pumping cnpacity will remain st 5,400 AFY, It
should be noted thet pumping capacity could increase 10 6,700 AFY i two additonal wells ore added
Cachuma Surface Water Supply Buffer — Ja year 1, the Cachuma Surlace Water Supply Buffer should
be o range of 0 — 3,584; in all subsequent years, this supply of water wifl not exist and should be
assumed a5 zero. Refer to Copument §7

Recycled Water Production — Refer to Comment {5

s Unaccounted For Water Losses at 7% sbould be added imo the mble

Based upon additionnl analyses, the District has vpdared the data and reconunends that the University use
the following table in analyzing future water supplies:

Tablé 4.14-3. Goleta Water District Profections of Available Watcr Supplies In Multiple Dry Years

Supply Souree Year 1 Year 2 Yenr3 Yeard Year 5 Year 6
Cachums Project 9322 9322 9,322 6,898 6,893 6,898
Sinte Water Project {-2533 0-2,533 0-2533 0-2,533 0-2,533 0-2,533
Annua} Groundwater Righs 2,350 2,350 2,350 0 0 1]
GW/Conjurictive Use 0 G 0 0 0 0
Groundwater Above 1972 Waier
Levels 0 0 0 0 0 0
SAFE Groundwater Dronght Buffer 0 0 5400* 54004 5400*
Cachums Surface Water Supply
Buffer 0-3,584 0 0 0 0 0
%% System Loss (817-1,245)y | (817-994) | (B)7-994) | {86)-1,038) | (86} -1,038) | (861 - 1,038)
10,355 - 10,855 - 10,855 - 11,437 - 11,437 - . 11,437 -
Total Potable Supply 16,544 13,214 13,211 13,783 11,793 13,793
Recyoled Water 1,060 1,000 1,600 1,000 1,000 1,000
11,855 - 11,855 - 11,855 - 12,437 - 12,437 - 12,437 -
Total Plus Recycled 17,544 14,211 14,211 14,793 14,793 14,793

*This figure could be §,700AFY with the addition of two wells under consideration by the Dishict

Scction 4.14,1.2, P. 4.14-11 State Water Project Rellabillity

Comment (26):

The University uses the District’s WSA that cites the 2007 drafl Smate Water Project Delivery Relisbility
Report. This report was prepared prior to recent condilions that severely limit the Siates ability 1o move
waeter lhrough the California Detta. These limitations are due to endangered species coneerns, judicial

Goleta Water District Convments on UCSB LRDI RDEIR
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consrraints and the California Gavernor's declared drought in February 2009, Allocation of state water is
currently at 20% and could be reduced. ’

‘Yhe University's water supply analysis, including discussion of SWP reljubility, should reftect the reality of
current water supply conditions rather than conditions as they were in 2007 and eerlier. The vse of historic
water delivery averapes to determmine fufure deliveries is inapproptiale due to these chanped circumstances.

Seculon 4.14,1.2, P. 4.14-12 Reliabllity of the Cachuma Project

095 RDEIR:

The opproach of analysis of Cachuma deliveries by simulating = 76-year sequence based upon historical
wenther paterns restricls the subsequent simulaiion to no more extreme drouglis or severe storms ihan
have historically occunzd

Comment (27):

To base reliebility of the Cachwra Project an historical weather patterns is incorrect. ‘The University needs
10 consider more extreme scenarins than have historicelly ocevrred. According to the Department of Water
Resources’ {DWR) October 2008 White Peper eotilled Managing on Uncertain Future, Climate Change
ddapration Serategies for California’s Water(pg. 2), “extreme climatic events will became mose frequent,
necessitating improvements in flood protection, drought prepareduess and cmerpency response...lustoric
hydrologic patterns can no longer be selely relied upon to forecast the water fusure”

Section 4.14.1.2, P, 4.14-13 Climate Change, Paragraph 2

0% RDEIR:
The District’s copjunctive use program is oné sech option

Comment {28
The statement s incorrect; the Distmict's WSMP wiil assess a conjunctive use program. Until this plan is
adopted, its use cammot be relied upon and sbould be removed as a water supply souree,

Section 4.14.1.2, P, 4,14-3 Slitation

09 RDEIR-
Duoring the summer 2008 COMB will perform 1 bathymetric 2tudy 1o delermine Cachuma'’s corrent
capacity

Comment {29);

The Cachuma Lake Bathymetric survey was completed in June 2008, with the final study completed in
September 2008. The smudy revealed that the naw leke capacity at the 750 fool elevation is 186,636 AF,
resuitiog in & loss in copacity of 1,395 AF compared to the gurvey completed in 2000. This foss is due 1o
siltation from storm runoff apd 2 portion of the silistion results from the 2007 Zaca Fire. The next study is
schicduted for 2010 to determine the eontinuing effects of the Zaca fire, which is expected to result in
further capacity loss due to siltarion. More frequent Souih Coast wildfires could eccelerate the rare of
siltation, thus more guickly reducing lake capacity. In addidan to siltation, capacity could be affected by
the jmplementation of a pags-throuph agreement regarding Santa Barbara’s Gibraltar Reservoir.

Overall, for the years 1956 ~ 2000, Lake Cachuma storage capacity at the 750 foot clevation feH from
205,000AF 1o 188,000AF, which is approximaicly 17,000 AF of loss due to siliation. Between the years
000 ~ 2008, ap additional 1,395 AF of loss has occurred; the rate of capacity Joss due to siltation is
approximately 358 AFY for the years 1956 - 2008. Au this rate, spproximutely 6,000 AF of loss will ocout
during the University's planuing padod from 2008 - 2023, further reducing lake capacity 10 180,600 AF.
Reduced storage tapacity and changing elimatic conditions effecting Lake Cachuma's annual rechurpge
could lead to reduoctions in the District’s normal annnal aliotment
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Section 4,14.1.2, P. 4.14-3 The SAFE Ordinance

09 RDEIR:
First, SAFE limits the water available for new service copnections to 1% of 1he District's yearly sopply

Comment (3U):
The statement peeds clanficanon, The sentence should read: First, SAFE bimits the wawr available for new
service copneclions to a maxiannn of | % of the Diswict's yearly polable supply.

‘The District’s ycarly polable supply docs oot include recycled water and, pending Dismrizt Board approval,
tnay not include up to 800 AF of water delivered through the Golets West Condauit,

Section 4.14.1.2, P.4.14-14 The SAFE Ordinance, Paragraph |

09 RDEIR:
According to the District, the coaditions of parograph 4 had all been met by 1997. GWD is thus authorized
to provide new service conncctions esch year, allocating no more thao 1 pereent of its total annual supply

Commenl {31):

The Unjversity has misintcrpreted the 1% potable water supply ollacadon. Although it is true that
eonditons of paragraph 4 were met in 1997, the conditions mmust be met annually. There could come a year
when not all of the conditions are met. Therefare, 2uthorization to provide new service connections each
year is not guaranteed. Furthermore, in times of a SAFE defined drought, oo new connections are
permitted.

Section 4.14.1.2, P.4.14-15 The SAFE Ordinance, Paragraph 4

03 RDEIR:
The amount available for new connections each year is thevefore 154 AFY (1%0f 15,472 AFY)

Commens (32):

The figure of 154 AFY is unreliable, The amount available for new comnecijons is re-caleulated yeanly,
therefore the 1% poiable water supply allocslion figere of 154 AFY should be not be used. Refer to
Comments 30 aod 11,

Sectinn 4.14.1.2, P.4.14-16 Table 4.14-4

(% RDEIR:
Tabia 4.14-4. Projactad SAFE Potable Water Caleuiattan
Water Suppllas 2610 2015 2000 | 2028 | 2030

: Cachuma’ 8322 | 942 | 0am 9322 | 9322
| State Waler Project {pes SAFE)” 3600 | 3200 | 3800 | 3800 | 2800
| Grounavater’ 2350 | 24360 | 2350 | 2380 | 2380
| Total 15,472 15,472 15,472 15472 | 18472
| 1% Per Yeqr Affocalion 154 154 154 153 £4
| Moes:

1. Dasd novincnds Lake Cachums Surlacs Wankr Bulfe:,

2. SAFE diecs it "Ood 10 e corloversy concamiog Oré phyaci abitty of the Sroie YWarer Focect i deded: ot
‘ A COMACILG Commntmaly, Ure DRIDRT 2r08 plan for Ure Oabvery of Bore [ea] p8r yaar of Water 048 e ansedl o
! AT VrRLE FOg-teTn yaED T Therefnre, 3 800 acre-fast Is usad (or wls calouloren,
l 1. Does o0 Inciude SyAUnclive vBE AOUNTE. STMIUS vadlat reMM water OF 3iofed Wael

Soires, Warer Sunyy Asa e S oF 5O/ GEnara: FaaATodsial L pad Uss Fran. Mar 22, 2608 Todia 4 5
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Comment {33):
The able is inoceurate based on the {foliowing:

= Cochyma ~ It should be noted that the Cachuma figure may be reduced by up to 800 AF of warer that
may not be considered 85 a poable waler supply. Refer to Comment 30. Due 1o siltation and
uncerainty ebour the annua) Lake Cachuma recharge, from the years 2015 onward, a baseline of 9,000
AF ghould be used. Refer to Comment 16

»  State Waler Project ~ Lt should be noled that while the 3,800 is used as the planning figure per SAFE,
the figure is subject o judicial and other constraints, reducing supply o a range of 0~ 3,800

» 1% potable waler supply allocation - Refer to Comments 30-32

«  Notes (1) - This nere implies the existence of the Lake Cachuma Surface Water Bufler as su additional
source of waeer, which is incorract. Refer to Comment 17

« Noies (3) ~ This note implies the existeoce of conjunctive use amounis, which is incorrect, Refer to
Cormomen! 12

Based upoo odditjonal analyses, the District has updated the dats and recommends that the University nse
the following table in analyzing fature water supplics;

Table 4.14-4. Projected SAFE Patable Waler Calcuintion (in 8 Normal Year)

Waler Supplies 2610 2015 2028 2025 1036
Cachums Project 9,322 5,000 9,000 9,000 9,000
State Water Project {per
SAFE) Q- 3,800 0-3,800 G - 3,800 0-3,800 0 - 3,800
Annual Growndwater Right 2350 2,350 2,350 2350 2,350

11,672 - 11,350 - 11,350 - 11,350 - 11,350 -
Total Potable Supply 15472 15,472 15472 15,472 15472
L% potable water supply
allocation* 117-155 114 - 155 114 - 155 114 - 155 114 -155

*Does not include 7% System Loss
Section 4.14.1.2, P.4.34-16 The SAFE Ordinance, Peragraph 1

0% RDEIR:

At those times, groundwater beyond the Dismict’s Wright Judgment epfitlcment may only be used during
dry yesrs, when Cechuma deliveries are restricted. In 2007, the District found that 1972 levels hod becn
reached, and so the Districl bad met its pbligation 10 create the Drought Buffer and was free, pursusut lo
SAFE, 10 use banked groundwoter during normaj years

Comument [34):
The {irst sentence is incorrect and should be deleted.

The second sentence should read: “...was fiee, pursvam to SAFE, to usc stered groundwater above the
1972 levels during normal years.™

Section 4.14.1.2, P.4.14-16 The SAFE Ordinance, Paragraph 3

09 RDEIR:

As of Decernber 2007, there was a total of about 6,000-12.000 AF of water in storage in the {entral Basin
above 1972 levels. This water is avnilable for District production at a rate of 400 AFY in addition 1o its
annual appropriative groundwater right of 2,350 AF
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Comment {333

The Aist sentence peeds further clarification. The seotence should read:  As of December 2007, o war
estimated that there mighi be a winl of abowt 6,000-12,000 AF of warter in storage in the Central Basin
above 1972 levels,

The second sentence 15 incorrect. The production rale (oure of 400 AFY is oot a hard number. Unti} the
District completes the GWMP, eny Universily analysis using this figure is unrelioble and should not be
used throughout the document,

Section 4,14.).2, P.4.14-17 Figure 4.34-2

09 RDEIR.

MY St e Yo L

2,000 - 2.0UD AF P e -
Groundwricr Sloroné tn EERCARME-
Incess of 1977 Levely

FU Y ST SR TS T TR PR LY Y

1250 AFY Griwntwoier A

Tosod Razin Diann
Tiorogs  ~Bonkcd”
Cupodlly Groondezier

{41,500 AF)

"Un]uwbad';h;nge

Comment (36}
The figure i& inaccurate based on the following:

» 2,350 AFY Groundwater Entitlement — The description wnder “SAFE Liovmtions For Use” is
incarrect; the groundwater entitlement may be pumped annually, only when the basin is above the
1972 water levels

2,000 AFY “drought buffer” -~ The figuwre is incomreel, the University bas double connted available
supplies; the 2,000 AFY figure should be deleted

s  District “Bapked™ Groundwater {41,000 AF) — The correct term to vsc is the SAFE Drovght Buffer;
the SAFE Drought Buffer may only be pumped during n SAFE defined drought ’

Section 4.14.1.3, P.4.14-18 Bishop Ranch, Paragraph 2

0% RDER:

The District’s projeciion of furure demand assumes future polable waler dewand will be partially offzet by
the incrensed use of recycled water

Comment (37}

The statement is incorrcct. The University is assuming that recycled waler will offser the increased potabla
water demand in the future, which is a misunderstanding of the District's WSA. The Distriet’s projection of
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future doemand does nol asswne polable water will be partially offtet by recycied water. The District does
not have the market, distribuiion. or sterage copacity to inerease the use of recyeled water at Lhese
estimates. Refer to Comment 15,

Sectien 4.14.1.3, P.4,14-19-20 Tables 4.14-5, 4.14-6, and 4.14-7

Commeni {38):

The Recycled/Poiable Watcr Otffser figure is not realistic and should be removed from Tabies 4.14-5, 4.14-
6. and 4.14-7, The unaccounted for warter losses on each toble should be 7% and tre total demand figures
peed to be recalcutated. Refer 10 Comments 15, 37, 2nd 40.

Seciton 4,14.1.3, P. 4.14-20 Water Conservation Mepsures

Comment (39):
The information used in #liis RDELR is outdated since the Best Managemeat Practices (BMI*) reponing dara
wsed is from 2004, Please refer to ihe updated infarmation below.

Tt should be noled that the strugture of the California Urban Water Congervation Connci) (CUWCC) BMPs
was revised in December 2008.

Section 4.14,1.3, P. 4.14-21 Water Conservation Messuves, BMP 3

Comment (40):

1o Jamuary of 2005, IBS Associates Inc. coraplated 2 Water Distribution System Audit for the District. 1o
the study, the District’s unacconnted for water loss was deterrmined to be berween 6% ond 8% of rotel
production. }t should be noted thar the District uses an average of 7% unaecouated for water losses for its
caleulatiang in 1be updated tables provided in this attachment,

Sectlon 4,14.1.3, P. 4,14-21 Water Conservation Messures, BMP 5

09 RDEIR:
The water budgets arc expected to be sent lo customers by 2006

Comment {41)

The District bas parmered with both the City and County of Santa Barhara to implement voluntary water
budgets for landscape irrigalion mwelers serving large landscapes through www.lundscanebuduers.cum.
Currently, zpproximalely 120 landscaps accounts are signed up. Up until 2009, the program has been paid
for thyough 8 grant ohlained by the Santa Burbara County Water Ageocy, which has now ended. The
District 13 cumrently exploring the option of sending informatien to customers once per wonth ipsiead of
participaling in the ww w landsespebuduetly comg program.

Secction 4.14.1.3, P. 4.14-2) Water Conservalion Measures, BMP &

09 RDEIR:
The Digtrict currently offers a $100 rebate 1o Commercial, Industrial and Instittionat (CH) customers who
purchase a qualifyiog washing machine

Comment {42):

The District offers High Efficiency Washing Muchine (HEW) rebates 10 residential customers through the
Swart Rebates program, administered by the CLTWCC and partially funded Uirough 2 grant from the DWR.
The DWR funding is o hold ot this time due to State budget consiraints; it is estimated {hat District rebates
are expended for thig year. There is currently a CII rebate program in effcct through the lead agency of
Senta Barbara County. Over time, the rebate amounts have incressed aod the CI rebate program is now
£350. The program was parhially funded with s grent from DWR, which is also on held ot this time.
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Section 4.14.1.3, P, 4.14-21 Water Conservation Measurcs, BNV P ¥

0% RDEIR:
Disrict Swif provides conservatior malerinls al several public cvents throughout the year such as the
Sustainable Landscape Fair

Comment {13}
The Sustainable Landscape Fair has been phased out and replaced with other evenis such as the Suura
Barbara Home Improvement Expo.

Section 4.14.1.3, P, 4.14-22 Water Conservatlon Measures, BMP 8

09 RDEIR:
The District is in the process of re-ranking ils customers as Commercial, Industrial, and Instiutional
eccording to use

Comment {44):

Currently, all of the Districl’s cuslomers in the CH seclor ere classified s Commercial even though some
of the customers are ladustrinl or lastitutionat 28 defined by the CUWCC, BMP 9 requires 1t these
classes of customer be separated. There are inherent problems with trying to re-classify {not re-rank) these
customers in the District’s billing system Research is ongting in determining lhe classification of
commercinl customers by CUWCC standards. Since all customers are labeled “Commercial™ in the
District’s bilting system (iecluding Institutional and Industrial), they all qualify for rebates offered 10 the
C1 sector under this BMF.

Seetion 4.14.1.3, P. 4.14-22 Water Conservation Measures, BMP 11

09 RDEIR:
The Dismict is curremity conducting o rate stedy to determine if it would be feasible to imploment an
increasing blogk volumetne rare in the ftture .

Comment (45).

This sentence should be removed. The District is no longer conducting a rate study to deicomine if it would
be fensible to implement oo increasing block volumetrie rate in the future. The rate study was ended in
2005, The Distwict cwremly implements conservation pricing in that all waker is sold at o uniform
volumetric rate, In ndditon, volumetric rates are deemed sufficiently coosisternt with the definition of
conservalion pricing hecause the totnl eameal revenue from the volumetric rates is greater than or equal to
70% of the towal revenue for the District.

Seetion 4.14.1.3, P. 4.14-22 Water Conservation Measores, BMP 12

09 RDEIR:
The District has smplemented this BMP by designoting a foll-ime Canservanon Coordinetor for the
District

Conmoent (46):

Due 10 budgeting constraints and decreased staffing levels, the Conservation Coordinstor is not a full-time
position at this nime. ’

Secction 4.14.13, . 4,14-22 Water Conservation Measures, BMP 14

Conunent {47}

The District currently offers ulira fow flow teilet (ULFT) and HEW rchates through the Smart Rebates

Program, adminisiered by the CUWCC and partiaily funded through a gramt from DWR. The DWR funding
is on hold at this sime, and Districi rebates ars estimnted to be cxpended for this year.
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Section 4,141 4, P4.14-23 Current Potable Water Use

09 RDEIR:

Annual potable water use on the Main Campus averaged 538 AFY between 199% and 2004....Whep the
demand from approved projects is added 10 existing demand. 1he towal dermand s shout 872 acre-teel per
yeor.

Comment (48):

The University does not provide a correct boseline figure for current potable weier use. According to
Districy records, the University's most current polable water use was 687 AFY o 2008 and 703 AFY in
2007. For California Envirenmentz2l Quality Act (CEQAY purposes, (e District suggests the University use
a figure o1 700 AFY, rather than 872 AFY, as a baseline for current potable water use.

Section 4.14.1.5, P.4.14-24 Goleta Water District

Q% RDEIR;
Such regulations include water supply fceatmient system testing and moniloring, as specified in Title 23

Comment (49):
This sentence contgins » typographical error. The sentence should read Ticle 22, tather than Title 23.

Seclion 4.14,1.5, P.4.14-24 Goleta Waler Disirict

Commen (50}
11 shonld be sdded that the District is the CEQA Responsible Agency for this project,

Section 4.14.1.5, P.4.14-24 Water Supply Assessment, Amended City of Golela General Plan/Coastal
Land Use Plan

Commen (311

The District is in the process of reviewing the 2008 WSA because water supply conditons have chacged.
Refer 1o the General Comment. The District’s upecoming GWMP and WSMYP will bester reflect the realities
ol water availahility in tbe future. The 2005 UWMP will be revised and superseded in 2010,

Section 4.14.1.5, P.4.14-25 SENATE BILLG620 and SENATE BI1LL22}, Paragraph 4

09 RDEIR:
Appendix 4.14-1 of this EIR is the functional aquivalent of o water supply assessment for the 2008 LRDP

Comment (52):

Appendix 4.14-1 of the RDEIR is not the functional equivalent of a water supply assessment for the 2008
LRDP; this document was not preparad or approved by the District, which is the CEQA Responsible
Agency,

Section 4.14.2.1, P.4.14-26 Standards of Significance
Comment {53);
The proposed standard reflects the fundamental fallacy i the entira warer supply section. A more correct

Standard wonld show:

If the University’s 2008 LRDP potable water demand exceeds the District's available potable water supply
in the planniug period, it 33 a Class I Significant and Umavoidable Impact,
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Section 4.14.2.3, P.4.14-30 Water Demand Duty Factors for Future Developrient, Paragraph 2

09 RDEIR:
This factor Is calcuiated using a water demand duty factor 00,152 AFY per dwelllng unit.

Comment (54);
The housing water duty factor (wdf) is supported using data from two academic years, 200472005 and
2003/2006. This factor should be supported with data from a 5-10 year spap to guarantes accuracy.

The District believes the University has calculated the 0.152 wdf using the follawing assumptions:

s Ap individual student will use 40 gallons of water per day

»  An individual student will be in residence 300 days (from the University’s 2004 Infastructure Study}

+ The remaining 65 days of the year would have 40% campus occupancy (3 quarters of 20,000 studernts
and | quarter {(summer) of 8,000 studeots

Therefore:
40 gal. x 300 days = 12,000 pal.

40% x 40 gal. x 65 days = 1,040 gal.
12,000 + 1,040 = 13,040 gal_ per smadent bedspace per year
Using 326,000 gal. = | AF,
13,040 gal /326,000 gal. = .04 AF per student bedspace per year
Using tl.ae University number of 3.8 bedspaces per housing nuit,
0 .04 x 3.8 =0.152 AF per housing unit
The District questions the sbove calculation as follows:

«  Ag individoai student will use 40 gellons of water per day ~ References o Upited States college
student water use ranpes from a low of about 30 gal/day up to 75 galfday, The University should
pravide factual data to conclude 40 gal/day. The wdf should also account for an increasing proportion
of faculty, staff, greduvate students end their families in campus housing; the University st
incorporate these groups into the above astisnate. .

« 40 % Campus Occupancy Rate - The assamption that campus housing will bave a 40% ccoupancy rate
for the summer maonths might be unrealistic. In addition to summer school smdents, the University
housex outside arganizations for various events over these months, In addition, faculty, staff, graduste
students and their families are more likely to remain in University housing year raund. The University
should reflect these conditions in its calculations.

The Unijversity ghould provida its caleulations and gupport il conclusions with factnal data to support an
accurate water duty factor. Abscnl such dats, the District canpot zccepr the wdf as provided by the
University.

Section 4.14.2.3, P.4.14-31 Water Demanrd Duty Factors for Future Development, Paragraph 1
Corunent (35} .
The District is concemed wilh the assumptions fn this paragreph, Using a wdf of 0.152 AFY per umnit

“becanse residential water use st UC Santa Barbara is generelly less than thot of compareble multi-family
housing in the cominunity” is oot 4 ssumd arpgument 10 support the University’s reasoning. Producing an
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average waler usage fiom only two zcademic years to support the siawed wdf is ot & realistic scenario.
Refer to Comuineni 54,

Section 4.14.2.3, *.4.14-31 Toble 4.14-9

09 RDEIR:

Tabk 4.14-2. Sorenary of Funys Potsble Water Dsmand Assocloted Wish the 2008 L RDP

Totak Potable
Land tse Camgory Quangty Watar Duty Faciors Kyalar Dnn}:nd
wen’
Henlsing 3,303 tmifs” 0,152 AFY per Uk £02
InsTructon Reseasch 2 Up ia 7,600,000
Qi Fsegapbie Squore | 184 AFY per 1,000 squve feed! s
el
Total Additionat Fusure Damand From 2008 LROF B35
Hetey:
[ Ot

Sowiced, FOFE s CMTS 2052

Z. Sep Tadea 150D
3. Auarins slaatgs derisnd d0) COSCET IS M ADOrXD A A ot fom FHD UEMP 205,
& Bee 3iso Appendi A GTwalsr mmand 0 el Yerack LR,

Commen {56}
The table is innccurate based on the following:

Housing ~ Refer 1o Commens 54

Instruciion, Rescarch and Other ~ The University prepared a final Infrastructure Assessment Report in
December of 2004. A wdf of 0.19289 can be calculated from the University's data. The Districi
believes this 1s o more appropriate wdf vaing University-specific calculations, ratber then using the
Disirict’s UWMP Ggure of 0.184 for “clagsrooms, Jabs and other”

To FRilly reflect the University’s anticipated overal]l waler usage at the cnd of the planning peried, the
District believes (he table should state current baseline nsage (calenlated by the District to be
approximately 700 AFY) as well as usage sssocisted with buildings the Universily deseribes as
recently completed or approved. The University reports this nomber to be 25§ AFY. Adding these twa
figures to the 1otal in Table 4.14-9 will give roral demoend gt the end of the planning period. Subtracting
the baseline usape will iotal addirional demand at the end of the planning period.

Based upon eddinonsl end npdated anslyses, the District bas updated the daa sod recommends that the
Univergity re-title and use the following lable in amalyzing funire water supplies:

Table 4.14-9. Sumsmzry of Future Potable Water Demand o the End of the Planning Period |
{2025)
Total Polahle
Waoter
- Water Duty Demand
Land Usc Category Quantity Faetors _{AFY)Y
UWMP estimales from 1990 LRDP TBD 256
0.152 AFY per 502
Housing 3,304 st
Up o 1,900,000
assignable square | 0.19289 AFY per 367
Insiruction, Research and Other fect, 1,000 sguare feet
Total Additional Demand From the 2008 LRDP and completion of the 1950 1,125¢%
LRDP .

* Curtent boscline usape is an additiona) 700 AFY, and is not reflected in this value

Goleta Waier Dlirict Commenis on UCSB LRDP RDEIR Page )8 of 38



Section 4.14.2.3, P.4.14-32 Tahle 4.14-10

09 RDEIR:
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Comment (57)

The table is imaccurate based on the following:

»  The table does not provide rellable average use figures because it only gives one year's datn rather than
several, AL least 5-10 year sverages should be used
» [nformation on faeulry housing should be mcorporsted into the table

‘Section 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-33 Water Demand Duty Foctors for Future Development, Paragraph | snd 3

09 RDEIR:

Jricreased proundwater pumpiog wouwld be limirted 10 GWD's allocation of 2,350 AFY of the adjudicaled
groundwater basin's supply, plos banked groundwater up 1o the GWD's pumping capacity of 6,700 AFY
which 15 expected by 2020.

This impact is considered adverse bui not significant becanse, according to GWD's UWMP, GWD has
slready banked sufficient waler to meet projected demands during eriteal dry and multple dry years.

Commient {58):

The statement is incorrect; it is in violarjion of the SAFE Ordivance. To be consistent with the SAFE
Ordinance, the ability of the District to meet projected demands during eritical dry and multiple dry years is
based solely upon meinlaining water levels above the 1972 levels. The amount of water stored in prior
years is not a consideration for sexvicing additional developroent if the water levels are below the 1372
levels.

Section 1, pwsa, 2 of the SAFE Ordinance states that tbe “Drought Buffer cannot, woder any circumstances,
be used by the Diawvict 23 a supplemeanial water supply to serve new or additional demands for waler within
the district” .

Section 4.14.2,3, P. 4.14-33 Watcr Demand Duty Fectors for Future Development, Paragraph 3
Comment (59):

This paragraph is oot consistent with the SAFE Ordinance; “critical-dry years™ wust be replaced with
“drought yeors” throughout the documnent.
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Section 4.14,2.3, P. 4.14-34 LROP Mitigntion W-3A

09 RDEIR;
Reeycled water will be used for hathroom fxwres andfor irfgation

Comment {60):

This mitigation measure peeds 1o stawe that recycled water shell be vsed for bod bathroom fixtures and
trrigation. 11 should be added that for recycled water o be used in bathroom fxkures, health depuriment
standards shalt be followed.

Section 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-34 LRDP Mitigation W-30

Comment (61}
Mirigalion should read: Individually meter andfor sub-meter all new and existing University buildings.
Muafniain monthly ineter reading data for all meters and provide data to the District,

Utilization of o graduated fee shucture is not & mitigation optinn available to the University unless the
gradunted fee structure is revenue-neutral to the University, o line with the Dismicl’s fees and charges,
pursuant to California State Jaw,

Section 4.14.23, P. 4,14-34 LRDP Mifigation W-3C

09 RDEIR:
The water saving devices that will ba installed shall include, bt will not be lingired to, the following:
ghower heads, toilets, urinals, washing ninchines and imrigation systerns

Commant (62)
It should be ndded that water seving devices shall also include disbwoshers and hot water recireulation
Systtans.

Section 4.14.2.3, P, 4.14-35 LRDP Mitigation W-3G

Commmpent (53):
Mitigntion W-3G is not a lawful CEQA mitigation meagure, The California Supreme Courl held in 2007
Plneyard Ares Citizens for Responsible Growth v. City of Ranchoe Cordova ruling, that:

CEQA’s “aformetional requirements may not be met simply by providing that future development will not
proceed if the snticipaied water supply for a project fails to marerialize.”

Section 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-35 LROP Mitlgation W-3G

05 RDEIR:
1. When potable water demand is projected to be within 50 AT of the available supply for the asrers subject
to the 1991 Reclamation Agreement

Comunent (64):

The amount of water discusged in Circumstance 1 requires modifiemion. The 1931 Reclamation Agresment
expires in October 2010, mmd way be lerminated by writien norice. Permit 14 can glso be modified or
tsrminaked by tbe District at jts sole discrefion.
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Seetion 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-35 LRDP Mitigoatios W-3G

% RDEIR:
Residuaf Significance: Less than significant

Commenl [63):
The Residoal Significance should reed: Class | Significant end Unavaidable Impact. Refer 1o Comment 33.

Section 4.14.2.3, P, 4.14-36 Table 4.14-11
09 RDER:
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Comment {66):

The table is inaccurate based on the following:

»  Totel Supply - Refer to Comment 16

=  Additonal Potable Demand from the 2008 LRDP — Refer to Comment 56

+  Recycied/Potoble Water Offgel - Refer to Comment 38

s Unaccounted for Water Losses at 7% need to bs factored into the 1able. Refer to Comment 40,

Based upon additional and updatcd analyses, the Distrier has updaied the deia end recommends thai the
University use the following 1zble:

Table 4,[4-11. Estimate of Supply and Demand to the Goletn Water Diztrict In 2025 and 2030 for
MNormal Years Including the 2008 LRDP

Normal Year | Normal Year
4525 2030
10,555 - 1%,555 -
Total Potable Supply 14,089 14,089
Demand
Total Future Potable Demand Assumed By Goleta General Plan WSA
For All Customers Within the GWD 15,269 15,733
Recycled/Potable Water Offsct 0 0
Total Additional Demand From the 2008 LRDP and completion of the
1990 LRDP 1,128 1,125
Total Potable Demand 16,394 16,876
(5,839) - (6,321} -
Surplus/{Shortape) {(1,305)* {2,787y

* Inclnding 7% System Losses
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Section 4.14.2.3, P, 4.14-3§ Water Demund Duty Faclors for Futare Development, Paragraph 1

09 RDEIR:

The annual increased demand associated with the LRDP would be: 856/16 years = 53.5 AFY, which is

slightly more than one-third of the 154 AFY aanual iimit set by the SAFE ordinance

Comment {67):

The scotence is inaccurate in several respects. The annue! 1% potable water supply allocation is not a stalic
number; it changes yearty and is zero in years when the SAFE Ordinance conditions have not beep mel
The University has created an average annunl demand figure that doesn’t accurately reflect tbe project-by-
project nature of the LRDP, nor does it include the water demands fram the rerpaining construction to bz
completed from the 1990 LRDP. The total increased demand over the period is 1125 AP, not 856 AF. Refer

to Corminents 30-32.

Section 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-36 Water Demand Duty Factors far Future Development, Parapraph 2

Comment (68):

The paragraph misinterprets the | % potable water supply allocation. Refer to Commaents 30-32.

Section 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-37 Table 4.14-12

09 RDEIR:
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Cooment {69);

The surplus amaounts shown in Table 4.14-] 2 are uareabistic. The table is inrceurate based on the following:

» Total Supply - Refer io Comment 16

» 2008 LRDP- The 2008 LRDP figure should factor in 1/3 of 256 AF (85 AF) remaining from the 1990
LRDP in Year 2010, 2/3 of 256 AF (170 AF) in Year 2015, and 256 AF in Year 2015. Years 2025 and

2030 would add the ful! amourd of 1,125 AF. Refer 1o Comment 56
»  Recycled/Porable Water Offset — Refer to Comment 38

=  Notes (1) — The comment is 3 misinterpretation of the SAFE ordinence and should be deleted
«  Diry Year Demand Surcharpe (7%) nnd Note (2) should be removed becunse this table refers to o stand-

alone critical dry year

Golesa Water Disirict Commenis on UCSB LRDP RDEIR
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Bzsed upon additionul and updated znalyses. the District has updated the deta and reconunends that the
Universiry use the following tabie:

TFable d.J4-12. Estimaie of Supply and Demand w the Goleta Water District During a Critically Dry Year, tncluding the 2008 LRDP

2010 2018 2020 2028 2030

. . 13,598 -

- Total Potable Supply 12,298 — 12,820 14,120 13,598 ~ 14,120 | 13,598 - 14,120 | 13,508 - 14,120
7% Systern Loss (861 - 897} {952 - 9K8) (952 - 988) {852 - 588) {952 - 98K}
Demnnd
Sinple Family Residential 5,007 5,284 3,488 5,761 6,034
Multiple Family Residential 2,410 2,509 2,609 2,710 2,785
Commercial 21,736 2,793 2,851 2.507 2,940
Landscape 3id 314 317 319 320
Agriculture 2.556 2,604 2,654 2,706 2,763
2008 LRDP* 299 598 898 1125 1125
Total Customer Demand 13,322 14,104 14,817 15,528 15,567
Dry Year Demand Surcharge {796) 0 0 0 0 0
Recyticd/Potable Water Oflset 0 0 0 0 0

Total Petable Demand Including ibe 2608
1LRDP* 13,322 14,104 14,817 15,528 15.967
12,646 «
|_Tatal Potable Supply with 7% System Loss | 11,437 - 11,923 13,132 12,646 - 13,132 | 12,646~ £3,132 | 12,646-13,132
(1,885) - @i - (2,882) - @3.321)-
Surplus/i{Shortage) {1,399) {1,458) - (I12) {1,685) {2,396) {2,835)

* Adding proportional amount of 1990 LRDP values until 2025, Refer to Comiments 56 and 69

Section 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-37 Water Demand Duty Factors for Future Development, Paragroph 2

09 RDEIR:

The District bas imjected over 6,800 AF into the basin that is now avallable for use

Comment {70);

The statement needs clarification. The 6,800 AF of injected waler is not necessarily available for use; the
6,800 AF of injected water was used 1o rehabilitate the aquifer and to recharge the basin 10 1972 water

levels, Only in 2 SATE defined drought is this water available for use.

The 6,800 AF of injected waler is dynamic number thal changes and canoot be assumed as constant, For
example, warer is currently being removed from the basin 1o blend with treated L ake Cachumn water due to
the impacts on waler quality resuling fom the 2007 Zaca Fire. ln addition, the District does not control
private pomping thal also draws water from the basin.

Goleia Water District Comments on UCSE LRDP RDEIR
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Section 4.14.2.3, . 4.14-37 Tsble 4.44-13

09 RDEIR:
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Comment (71):

The

surplus amounts shown in Teble 4. 14-13 are unrenlistic. The table is inaccurate hosed on the following:

Cachuma Project — Refer to Comment 25

Siate Water — Refer to Comment 25

Annual Groundwater Right - In Years 2028, 2029, and 2030, this figure will be zero because it i
factored inta the SAFE Groundwater Drought Buffer

Groundwater/Conjunctive Use ~ Refer to Comment 12

Groundwater Above 1972 Water Levels — Refer to Comment 25

SAFE Groundwater Drought Buffer — In Years 2028, 2029, and 2030, District pumping capacity is
estimated at §,700 AFY, assuming two wells have been added

Leke Cachuma Surfoce Water Bufler — Refer to Cooment 25

2008 LRDP Demand — Refer to Cornments 56 and 69

Unacecounted Losses (6%6) - Refer 1o Comment 40

Recycled/Potable Warer Offset - Refer to Comment 38
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Bnsed upon addinanal analvses, the District has updeted the data and recommends that the Universtiy use
1he Jollowing table:

Trhle 4,14-13. Estimaie of Supply snd Dempnd to the Goleta Water Distelct for Mulliple Dry Years of 2025 through 2030
Including the 2008 LRDP
2025 2026 2027 2023 2029 2030
Supply
Cachuma Project 9,600 2,000 9,000 6,898 6,898 6,893
Srate Water Project 0-2,533 0-2,533% 0-2,533 0-2533 0-2533 0-2.533
Anmal Groundwater Right 2,350 2,350 2,350 0 0 0
GW/AConjunclive Use 0 0 0 2 0 0
Groundwater Above 1972 Water Levels ¢ ] 0 0 0 ]
SAFE Groundwater Drought Bulfer 0 0 0 6,700 6,700 6,700
Lakc Cachwme Surface Water Buller 0-23,584 0 0 0 0 0
t1,350 - 11,350 - 11,350 - 13,599 - 13,598 - 13,598 -
Tatal Potable Supply 17,467 13,883 13,883 16,131 16,131 16,131
Total Potable Supply with 7% System 10,555 - 10,555 ~ 10,555 - 12,646 - 12,646 - 12,646 —
Loss 16,244 12,011 12,911 15,002 15,002 15,002
Decmand
| Single Family Residential 5,761 5815 5,865 5,923 3,978 6,034
Multiple Family Regidential 2,710 2,125 2,739 2,754 2,769 1,785
Commercial 2,907 2,513 2,920 2,926 2,932 2,940
Landscape 319 119 320 320 320 320
Agriculture 2,708 2,719 2,730 2,741 2752 2,763
2008 LRDP {including completian of the
1990 LRDP, Table 4.14-9) 1,125 1,125 1,125 1,125 §,125 1,125
Total Custarner Demand Inclusive of
2008 LRDP 15,530 15,616 15,703 15,789 15877 15,967
Dry Year Dermand Surcharge (7% ' 1,087 1,093 1,099 0 0 0
Reeycled/Potable Water Offset 0 0 0 0 0 Y
Total Demand Inclading the 2008
LRDP“' 16,617 16,709 16,802 15,789 15,877 135,967
6082)- | 6359~ | 6:247y- | @10)- | B2D- | G321-
Surplus/{Shortapge) {373) {3,798) {3,891) {7187) (875) (965)

* includes the Total Addifonal Demand From the 2008 LRDP wehuding completion of the 1390 LRDP

Section 4.34.123, P. 4.14-39 Potcntial Environmental Impacts of Supplying Water to Meet LRDP
Pemand, Paragraph 5

Commeni {72):

The University is assuming the use of recyeled water will reduce futwre potable water demand, thus frecing
supplics for (utire developmem. This assumiptipn is both invalid and infeasible; it should oot be uzed to
calculate future polable water supplies.
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Section 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-44 Potentint Effects of Limited Recyeled Water Capocity, Paragraph 1

0% RDEIR:
The District has edopred a zapital improvement program which would provide expanded recycled water
capacity. However, the program is not curzently fondad

Comment (73%
Il should be added that there are no plans 1o fund this capita) omprovement program. The market far
recycled water is saturared and no funding corrently exists,

Seclion 4.14.2.3, P, 4,14-44 Potential Effects of Limited Recycled Water Capucity, Puragraph 1

09 RDEIR:
Water supply demand...would exceed GWD supplies by approximalely 17 AFY

Comment (7).

The deficit Ggure of 17AFY arrived at ip the docuwment is unrealistic based on the Diswict's supply znd
demand comments. The defieit figure of 17 AFY should be higher. The Dismict’s calculations indicate the
deficit could go as bigh as 6,247 AFY.

Scction 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-44 Table 4,14-14

09 RDEIR:
Tible 41414, Eslimalo ol Golees Wi District J025.0nd 31016
Supply and Demond fof Rormal Yeus Assumshig o
Giftart From Tha Incresssd e of Recyciad Waler {
Fhormmal Normat
Year 2036 Year 2030
Polohle Supnly
Lok Casirrn L322 $ L2
| Stote vivter axoige: 4500 3.560
Srovaduatet 2350 2,150
Grourwnkel o uncive Une o) 200
Total $1ply fpotable enty} 16572 16571 |
Polahle Dimand |
Yol P Pos € Lenend A003med Uy GOTI0 Geiery an Vita Tor i
| A5 Cuatosmors ¥oahin she GATY 13405 y42
% 384 a3
| RepyciedPotle fiamer Olsal [ 0 i
Addon Potatie Oempnd Frrw 08 LADF 353 pss !
Totn} Foturs Polsble Damand o GWD Hith 2048 LRDP 16,135 1589
3
Ovee) Surpluz |Potnble Waler Onlyt [ w1 ar _j

Hatea:

1 oy Beey Moy Fan and te At Masie P [
Fowres: Wittr Lopaly Acrrcrmny Sty of GLN Ganizat AaniTDaend Lesy uor Prgn May 29 F08arg CIACS, 2007
Blakop Fanah Comcare Fopa, Hey 2028

Cormmenl (75):

The surplus/deficit amounts shown in Table 4,J4-14 ore wnrealistic, The table is inaceurate based on the
following;

s  Lake Cachoma Supply - Refer to Comment 33

»  Smate Water Project— Refer 1o Comment 6

»  Groundwater/Conjunctive Use — Refer to Comment 12

@«  Unaccounted For Losses (6%) - Refer to Commeant 40

=  Recycled/Potable Water Offser - Refer to Comment 3§

= Additional Potable Demand From the 2008 LRDP - Refer to Cormment 56
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Based upon additional analyses, the Dislrict has updited 1he data and recommends that the University use
the following lable:

Tabie 4. 11- 14, Estimate of Goleta Water District 2025 and 2030 Supply and Demand for
Normal Years Assuming Mo Offset From The Increased Use of Recycled Water
Normal Year Mormal Year

2025 2030
Potable Supply
Cachuma Project 9,000 9,000
© Stnte Warter Project 0-3,800 0- 3,800
Asnnual Groundwater Right 2350 2,350

GW/Conjunclive Uge t] 0
Total Potable Supply 11,350 - 15,150 | 11,350-15,150
Total Potsble Supply with 7% System Loss 10,555 — 14,089 | 10,555— 14,089
Potabie Demand
Total Future Potable Demand Assumed By Goleta

General Plan WSA For All Customers Within the GWD 14,405 14,342

Recyeled/Potable Waler Offiet 0 0

2008 LRDP (including eampletion of the 1990 LRDP,

Table 4.14-9) 1,125 1,125
Total Demend Including the 2008 LRDP* 15,530 15,967

Surpius/{Shortage)

{4,975) - (1,44T)

(5,412) - (1,878)

* Includes the Tatal Additional Demand From the 2008 LRDP including completion of the 1990 LRDP
Section 4.14.2.3, P, 4.14-45 Effeet and Fenstbility of Mitigation, Parapraph |

Comment (76):
Paragraph ! misinierprets the % potable water supply allocation. Refer to Cominents 30-32,

Sectlon 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-46 Burface Water — The State Water Project, Parapraph 1

Comyment (77}

The University claims that “this sonrce of additional water has a kigh likelihood of being avatlable”. SWP
1s a supplemental supply of water: it should not be the primary source of water {0 support new development
besavse it is subject o various legal, regulstory, and climaric constraims which reduce availability.

To meet the CEQA standard for an adequate water supply, the California Supreme Court held in the 2007
Vinevard Area Citizens for Responsible Growil v. Ciry of Raneha Cordova that:

"Furure water supplies identfied and analyzed in an EIR must be reasonably likely to prove aveilable;
speculative sources and unrealistc allocations such as “paper water™ do not provide nm adequate basis for
decision making under CEQA™.

Sectinn 4.14.2.3, P, 4.14-46 Surface Water — The State Water Projett (1)
09 RDEIR:

The University can purchase an vnused ailotmem of SWP water from the. Santa Barbars County Flood
Controt sand Water Conservation Disericl
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Comment {78):

This mezasure is a misinerpretation of the SWP. The University ix nut able lo purchase an unused altotment
of SWP water flom the 3anla Baibara County Flood Conirol ond Warer Conscrvation District
(SBCFCWCD). The Central Coast Waier Authority (CCWA) i3 1he responsible ageacy, as known through
the (991 Transler of Finaucial Responsibility agreemem with the SBCFCWCD and the Walter Supply
Agreements with the individua) project paticipants. Therefore, all State water purchose agreements must
firs1 be upproved by the CCW A, Regardiess of the responsible ageocy, all 45,486 AF of State water are
spoken for and no mnre water, ircatment plamt, or pipeline capacity exists o make this option feasible (see
Attachment C).

Section 4.14,2.3, P, 4,14-46 Svrface Waler - The Siste Water Project (2)

(%3 RDEIR:
The University can acquire an uaused allorment of SWP waiter from another CCW A member agency

Cooument {79):

This measure needs clariffcation. Although it is true that the University con acquirs an unussed allotment of
SWP water from another CCWA member agency, aod ggencies must express inlerest in selling voused
Table A allotments. To date, only the Carpentaria Valley Water Dislrict (CVWD) bag expressed interest in
salling, and s also in negotiations to sell the waler to other custonwrs. For planming purposes, the

University should a0t count on aption 2 unless current negotiations with the CYVWD are already in place
(see Attachment C).

Section 4,14,23, P. 4.14-46 Tablc 4.14-13

05 RDEIR:
Tahle 4 14-35. S10té Wilter Enshiberents in Santy Bastiora County
. Alocadon | 2005 | Percentage
AgencyParticlpant (AFY} | Delbvertes | ,, OF
LolfFormin Ches Water Comenny i3e.1] 154 )
Carpintarie Yaley ater Bismict 2030 433 IR
City of Busltin 576 £US 04
Lity of Guod alupe 550 13 Iy,
ity o Sonts Baiga 3.600 T8 5%
Zity of Soaty Warla 18370 13,368 B
Coleto Voter Dherict 4,560 [y i
La Comare Mursat Weear Ca. 1,000 1] %
Risrva citn Yater Disrkcl 1000 748 25%
JAcrehont Lang Compeny 200 4 4%
Santy Bamara Resekrch anlar B 51 100%
Zonta Ynet Redr Wawr Corservalion DislAct 2,200 530 3%
Y'aroenberg Alr Force Bane 5500 436 E2%
Tolok 38,078 22,419 5%y
Mares:

1 Scteal devicds 'ro T e Shle Warsr Pkl may be suostavisey less than the Tabie A x> ocadon e
Tk g e acdesisibad b ne Ot 2007 Eaby '‘Walsr Project Dativary Rud abtty Reparn For
weamghs, it grak Asisodity AapoT esdniies tat sewH oddd Br reaort 1 1% D2 mirn
woerky ® Table £ snouwd 33 3 ras_dr of vamous slemidnd of unssriaingy.

Sorrel Drpatiment o e eccotec

Comunent (B0):
Table 4.14-15 is not en accurate poreraya! of State Water Entilements in Santa Barbara County. The year

2005 was not typical, and 1o basa the table on a sinple year skews this information greally. See Anachment
C.
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Sectivn 4.34.2.3, P. 4.14-97 Potential Euvironmental Impacts of Acquiring Additional State Water,
Paragraph 2

05 RDEIR:
The Usniversity is currently using approximately 150 ATY {54% of available iccveled waler)

Comment {81):
The statemeni needs clarification; senence should read 54% of contracrually avaitable recytled water.

Section 4.14.2.3, P. 4.14-48 Potential Enviromnenial Impacls of Acquiring Additioanl State Walter,
Paragroph §

Comment {82}
The Bmitations o future corollmenss sre hased on inaceuraie numbers and need 1o be recaleslated.

Section 4,14,2.3, !, 4.714-49 Canclusion

Comment {83):

Tbe concluding si1atetnent misinterprers the WP o state thor Disirer wil) bave suflicient watcr supplies
to meel demsnd fom the University’s 2008 LRDP, Although sufficient infrastructure exists to convey this
water, the dynamic conditions of ewrrent and future water supplies warrsnt more cangervative estimates of
water avoilabiliry. b bs the District’s opinion that the University must further vnderstand and stale these
critical Issues fnstead of overestimating supply and underestimating demand. As stofed in the Genersl
Comnment, the Dislret believes that the Umiversity's LRDP proposed project will have Significant and
Unavoidable Class | Impacts 1o potable water supplies that canoot be feasibly mingated during the planning
period,
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List of Abbreviations and Acronyms

AF/AFY
BMP
CCWA
CEQA
cn
COoOMB
CUWCC
"CVWD
DWR
GSD
aw
GWD/Ivsmict

Golete Water Distriet Comments on UCSE LRDP RDEIR

Acte FeeVAcre Feet per Year

Besi Management Practices

Central Coasl Water Authority

Califomia Environmental Quality Act
Commerctal, Industrial and Institutional
Cachuma Operations and Maintesance Board
Cahiforma Urban Water Conservation Council
Carpentaria Velley Water District
Departnent of Water Resources

Goleta Sanitary District

Groundweter

Goleta Water District

Groundwater Management Plan

High Efficiency Washing Machine

Long Range Development Plan

Recirculated Draft Envirenmental Impact Report
SAFE Whater Supplies Ordinance

Santa Barbara County Flood Contral and Water Congervation District
State Waler Project.

Ugiversity of California, Saots Barbara

Ultea Low Flow Totlet

Urban Water Management Plan

Warer Doty Factor

Water Supply Assessment

Water Supply Managemeaot Plan

Water Treatment Plant
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Attachment B

SAFE WATER SUPPLIES ORDINANCE

FULL TENT OF MEASURE I
GOLETA WATER THSTRICT

Orlinance Y1-0§
SAFE WATER SUPPLIFS ORDINANCE

THE PEOPLE OF THE GOLETA WATER DESTRICT,
COUMY U1 SANTA BARBARA, STATE OF
CALIFDRNIA,. DO ORDAIN AND EHADT THE
FOLLOWING ORDINANCE WHICH %HALL DE
ENOWN AS THE SAFE WA TER SUHPELES
DROINANCE

RECTTALS:

Whereas, the { vkt Water Dizuics {-Diswrit™) foces o
wsprificar shpnage of water \o mewt currenl Inog-Tern
wnrd tfermarmts ATl cavmime « sy deminied by the Slme
Breparument of Woter Resaysees ond tht Sunts Barbae
Cinkirgy Flondt C'onms znd Walet Unaservathat DHstsier in
thels 1985 Samo Barhaes Crnsnry Waler frnjort
Meemmdves sunly: and

Whenm,. o dronight emorpenr y s deciual n Sanks
Barhare Coonty In {330 Slluwing foa yeou of beho
nonud] precipiirioe within Sunt Kotars Counoy akl. m
e Tituse., it EXnleic? with oortioae o be subjest @
recurring gl cycles wiich will dwearen the abifily ot
e Diktric 1 nec tie Acalth and safory needs of b
vusemers i nevs md divers|fied, long imor waler
prajertt ure cheveloped: und

Whetes, the Disiie) refio srvtasively nn haat wala
capplion 371yl I cenend wotek vhmian, Wil cupysliess
aiginaic eincly whitin Somta Barhoon Cesmiy amd wlinh
spplies e Al sublect by dbe wiree Clinezde conzfiticn-,
et

Weekcua, ia the aleeacy of o axalem lsuling the Disirter's
Atk iy B juiaily e asd e wldicenal wattr o
oot iony, wilaay Ars apmdyting praunis o st
ul water In wed bears T wze s iy s 15 Jrmnzin
hylfee payram” ¥ Dlarka colerers nun Gy sevore
watrt shr@ze b the fufar: and

A henaas en b kb L 18 iRe Bt of Late, gt e
Mletn Waotg Dlvirky sdopied p Worer Sugipy
Llanzpmamr Pon whivh imcdoda e of whier sppldes
trrm Yagh a deéiaiiing planl anaf the State of Woae Prafr,
anl;

Whetears, His PRkt b 3 ety 50 on ageesibent with e
Sunta Brbara Coundy Fhoest Sowiel wnd ™ e

Urwrecry athen Distic cnndibal “Warer Sugiply Ketvrahan
Agrecnen ibded Deocanber V1. 1984 whiel It exeeunsd
nndune IR, LO5A e “WSTA ) etithiop the Dibarkt 1o
$.500 acre leel per vear fnm the Shite Woier Projort, and

AB-4

Goleta Water Dixirict Comments on UCS8 LRDP RDEIR

Fus caoied wiiendmonts ghrata, il

Whateas, e Castrict 1 ablo gy ke s Qe Hin
Preliinlmyy Smutiex for Fraanchz) Foaxihiliy, Pudiminary
Dovign and Emviropmental Revies Usiler 51an: Wrles
Sopply Canract” {the "Derign axl ETR Agrvement™ duied
June 2, 1936 hut gid onl blentlly iaif ax s pmpocd
partivipant in the preliminey atudics in respronse in the
“Nnthee ol [nre 10 Renoest Trotinrinacy Sindics™ G e
Coasial Braeh oml Uk Atissing (11l Exkension o) the
Lalifamiz Aquedud piven by the ci of Saan iz e
olang May 21, 19865 und

Whercns., the WSRA amd 1. amendmemsis andt the Detipr
and EIR Agreemen) contain the wry s and opnns to pravide
Tt ir long cerm <pluglon 1o she v baing dindgenn emergency
end 1o the ongring waier shortape within the Conmty of
Sunky Barbarx apd

Whereas, tie Distr ion 2 duly 10 presside a putmanent.,
relable wares spply 1 it ietidoms

NOW. TREREFORE, THE JSYLLOWIM{G DRDINANCTE
1S ENACTED INTO LAW: -

1 Drovghy Bufler

1. Inoavh yeur, cominemcing in the fred yuos the
Siate Wates Projees makes seliverics 5o e Disinict, the
12sirit shall, after pvifipe sessfoc (o it cxboing
sy, comait af lonst 2,000 more fiatt 0f i wotey
sapply (U “Anmis Sirrmpe Contilaien®) 1 the thlerz
Crarmal Bugin cither b direes Injactian or by reducting (n
grrmmivedics panping. e wealdt «vsied In the Uemsral
Hagiu sl eansrige the TR30ie> Dmkgh Qe

L The Dnmghs Quftes muy be pumped dod
derribuled Ly e Disira ) vhi) by eyinng coleame and
htile i 1be cvenl taty droagb s the Souh Qe suzs
3 testtn diea in the Dis1cts annual deliverks tren Fuka
Cschume  The |hearph) Bulfur ool sode) aay
chvamaurces, b el Ly 8he Dbty 2. 3 aapphemcting
wiaket supply nserve mctw or addithwnl deactial. (8 wakes
wiibla the DiTril.

X bk nmd uri) e £eatind Rasln wader kst
wisex b TR AP NS YT loveb, bt Diswht il be
rargired P mizke B Anngm Bulier Commimei.
Yhertier, K <ot as the Disw el maimulns te Cenial
Badn o ot ubasl WL Ik, the Iisiric) may milize st
¥icld of the Ceptral [Racin 10 Jowey 1k « ood ol wter serexe
e BNy CaslameT,

i1 Water Supply Disribalien Man

4 The PYisyicr <hali be fovbiblen from providing
e ot b3 o DA water w0 vvermectie . w2 s
privjigny Aol previvesly sorved b the Dinc s ol of
the Inlhvaing vemlikia wne mwen:

2 Dok ceccivdng 1005 oF o delivenes
sy wlibwnt fram the Ciehirna Prjjevt:

AUy, Woter ks 1 (1 0
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© The Dusirn's > mrel it [epal obligamng requined
by the jutgnrens in Wriph v Goketa Waler Disirky;

«  Wier mboning by (ke Disiel i elintinand;

d  The Disirhce his met s obligation to meke i
Awmurl Swerage Uommitme nt w the Droughi Rofier,

5. Tt eaeh yeor in which the cnaditioas of
graragraph 4. twve been met, the Disuicy shall be
amlisrized o rekese B3 ol 15 06l pormde woln shipph
o new of ndddifional service conmections and B such ew
releases v sothuriecd. the DHstriey shall po manvently
incraase (he size of the Asmad Strape Commiinent mesde
o the Dreepht Buller by 213 of the amoum of any releasc
Jor new or adeithsnal oses s thad safe water sopplics in
times of dronght shall aoi he cndongered by ooy new or
agtditinomd demands

(1] State Waler Supply

b hur B oordoecercr cimeerning e phy swenl
abitity uf the Stake Water Project ip dedisee b full
vontravival eommtuneras. Blsirhel shall plan for dellvesy
ol nnly 2500 oene feet per yeor as the amoune of the Tim
new yield from the Stote Water Projoct. Amy excess warr
wenly ileliverer) shall be stired In the Gailets
Groundwuier basle for sse o droupht.

7. The Districi shalf bmnsediowely chier [n give
Mufice of il Intemiion 1o Regquest Constri than f
Deseribed Projoct Fociio nodes the Siaie Waree
Cimitacl. 2 pravided for in Secilon S(ak 1) af the WSRA
of (W1 respund (o oy soch nolice previssiy piven by any
viher Conracior ws phavhled Tor Tn Sectinn Sini 2y of the
WERA rhar It wishey fo participane in the desaribel
pragevi

B, Ibe Project Fusilities o be cunstiucied pursumne
12 e Notce of Trieprion sbuld be the Missiaa Hills and
Snnio Yner Evicnsiont ol the Coast) Branch of the
Califoria Aguedat b oogpifed water (uatme
Yaciics and sher dpparteran) Ewcilide (herein e
~“Priyjeet Facifities ™

Yo The DIt spees. porsnang L secnin Secling
3e3002) of e WERA Uea the time for determimthen of
purticippiisn and sixing of the Pjec] Frcllites may be
any Qi omm oite Sepaemies 11992 apievinbibe 1o Uie
odher panicipanis

10 The Disgrict shatl. s A shurmest Sime lawlully
pr=sthile, eeensise all oF fis ol nd falti)] alk of s
obljputions urder the WSRA . inchuding the ppvment of
any ienies requited Iheteunda.

I1 Yha Diarthet abedd fihe o Lale Reguest i Anund
prursuant e Secton LG ot the Dsign and FIR Apicenem
and aggers ey oy propemlonate shere of 5] cowe
required by said Seriioa N 2nd any smemmis reqeined |
ungher Becting g of woid Design und EIR Agraement

12. The Digirict. w the Sooi Baram Water
Purveynrs Agency v ony other jaint posere sgency of
wliich thie Ehslsict i o inembet up may become a membey
tor stich purmesey, (ay foe reyease bonds {bomds™
frovm Hae 1o time in 2n wment o e exceed Foay.Twa
Millian Daoflan (547 HONOMLEN) 1o provide Faskds ro

3D0.5
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fimarge the Distrwets jna ars skare wl te vists and
expentes under 1ic WERA and the Desigo and EIR
Agreement  Suad bomlds shatt be veed fur the prepases of
conklrucing the Praject Facilities. inclodiag without
Timitmisn, any and ul) recessary Diclities requited for the
delivery ol State Praject Wader pursiunr 1o the WSRA w
the Cisive thrsugh the Unasta Bronch of the Californts
Aquediet, including any end all expeases incklenal
therein iw ennmecied therewitk. and shall inclede, w ithow
limienion, the vast nf acquiring rights of way, the cost of
eonmryciing andfn neguiring O kaildiags, cmipinent andd
retuiead peraonal and real propeny required ks cnmplzie tre
Project Facilisles. and the engineering. enviropmeniad
review, hspection, legnl and figeal agents fevs. cosds
mscurred by the District oF joint powers apincy in
cormectivn with the kssyante and sade Of yucl bonds, and
readrvz Toned and bunid foidrest estimated b aceroe during
the vonstrocrion perrod and (or a perhod of nng oy exceed
nerdve {12} montha afler completiun of vunsirue ion. sich
Innds 10 be pavable frany the Disteact's weler Iovenues,
wear inlerast ol a rate iF roles ot Jo Frcecil e legal
maximum frum iime to 1ime, and 1o malure in ( mnre
than forwy (90) yeurs fom the date of {ssnance,

13, This Ordinance shall be submitied to g vole of the
pewple of the District incnplionce whh the teguiremenis
il Sevtinn S(a)4¥ 1] ol the WSRA amd pursuant tu
Ievtiuas Code Sxrion 5131,

14. Al peabunk raken pursuant I this Ondinanse <hall
be in camplionce with all kicol, stie and Redarad
enchnmienin protection laws, Nuthing in the Ondinime
~tutft he ponemuzd o peguine $1vch enmpliwsce pring o ihe
viertion provided for hereta,

1E This Ondinance shall b iiberally copspored and
applied tn erier in fully pomede he pnderiying potpnss
W any word, seodence, parofris ur sectivn vl Thie
Ordinunie i daiermyined b e onenlorocatle by 3 ox
I3, it & the inenkon ef the Thsirkol that tre remalnder ol
the Ondinance chall be enfinged.

Th. H adopiost, this-enlinanee shall be aa ameadmea
i the Hespensible Wiser Policy Drilnsece sdupled by the
ponple in Aoy, 197 L atul iy rot be axlilicd cacept
pusgan) o the weie of the cleclvale ol dhe Drsirdct. T e
exlent thal the paveisiom, of this cydinanee corflici with
1ha! nrdinance v ooy prur andinance or moltre
previonsly enihicd by dve Digreied or [he vedeas ol the
Dimiricn. the provbions of this nedinance <hal! ennicol. Ta
ihe catent that the provhhins of this Dmlisanoc ol
with ay alher nrfnauee 1w measwe uiapted 51t et
leamn. the ardinanee o mcastre recalvigp he highe
mumher af alfomenive wies shall cantrol,

17 WNnthing hérels & inended o affeet the sipghts o
ary Parties m the aldbiganions of the 15l pursiapl e
the judgment In 1l actinn kouw i Wrigh v Goleta Wata
Distries, Sonta Barkara Superdnr Coun Case Ho, SM57069

3A, THs eadinanve shall e effécy immedborely bpan
hiing approved by 3 maforily i of the warseash ar e
vicotnn,

105 Water Digides 043 122
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE 194
GOLETA WATER DISTRICT

AP AMENDMENT TO THE SAFE WATER
SUFPLIES ORDINALCE

THE: PEOPLE OF THE GOILETA WATER DISTRIE.
COLNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, STATH OF
CALIFORNIA. DU ORDAIN AND ENACT THE
FOLLOWING CRDIMANCE WHICH SUALL BE AN
AMENDMENT TO THE SAFE RWATER SUPPLIRS
CHRBRIANCE:

RECIALS:

WHEREAS, tfse vaters uf the Gohots Wawr Distri

S IHOAGT) enacied the SATE Waer Sppplies Ondinnnse
SSAPTT) in ine 199) minhartzing e participetion by
the Liartivl i the Suie Watey Project wixd providling e
the rand firancing 10 develnp the Profect Faciliies
sievesstny hir delivery ol than waler W the TR and

WHIERFAS. ihe District & mow o premiber nf the Criiro)
Cazet Water Anthordty. the members of which are
wrarperning vallectivelr 1o develop the Project Factithe
which are nuw e ennsrortion: and

WHEREAS, SAFE provides for the creathon of n Drangla
Buffer of waree syored Iy e Ooicla provndwiter basin i
Pratect apains fusre (bnaghl emevgencies and & Wann
Supply Disribution Plon 1o proteet the Dhstiets wate
sopphits gatmi new Jdemands amll deliverkes Trism the
Stare Wutct Projecy ate avaitoble: nnd

WHEREAS. thin propiscd amendomenl 10 SAFE mamiuins
3N the pasvislnns regarding the prolection o} waler
stplies provkded by the Drupht Bosker and the Water
Supply Disibuion Plan: s

WHEREAS. pugsuant tn pringings ol e judgineal in ke
Evwanit koown as W v. Gabers Worer | Hstricl, the
Drisrrict s reepitead todles dlop o Watar Plast to prrride the
naasessiry waler sopplicy (9 2chiess o baldee leheecn
supply and demond g woler within the Digrice The
Llistrict’s Watcy Pton is based on cnndinuing tw wee the
weaximuive amerr of water svoikble foom the Cochuma
Project: poden mmsmgemen of the Goleta groundwaty
fenin: use of the mavly comtravitad wastewalo
seelamithen propad 10 3epline cxluing wne nf poralc
awates for oo urigation, a oomiinuing eiaes conservmion
plaruing: cline: patipatim in the Siae Wawr Project;
ol sthe nostwarny tevel of commiment o 3 Jesathered
serwaler preect, As o remlt ol he long-12rm wialv
apply ie it In e Dratsict. the Distract s been
uperpting Ly & wuldt chmechinn nub oo A s
Twenty years. e fally imgdomocsded (he Diirk™
Woler Plan <hauld provide odequane supplits 1o
fnnp-term wates demand inthe District; and

AB.2
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WHEREAS, the fony yoar waler service conltacs with the
United Sisies Burzau nf Reclaination fut delivery of waker
frartn the Covhumia Project will capire in My 1995,
Nzpulmions ase currently wder way 1o tinew thal
contract The Bercan ol Reclzniion has requirgd rthat the
Cochumz Pusjesys be subjearad 10 an eavirmnowensa neview
prowess which iy nove bring underaken, U appears Dkely
1hat the District's yicld From the Cschoma Pmjea afie
conrmet reaeswal will bo ke than e crew yizld ov s
rearlt of the dolicatinn of water fve enviranmene
aananceineat parpeet on e lower Siom Yoee Rive, aad

WHEREAS, the Suwhern Cilifarms Water Company 15 2
Hanta Bnbuio Craniy saier purveyey which tememly
hadde righte i an craitlement to 30870 acre feel per year of
Seany from Ui Stoke Waler Projoct and R given mative ot
s Intert s ~28 2500 acrr feer of thal cetiilemed The
Livtetn Water D ric! ha igennified isell av a potential
narchnser of W6 entidemer 1 is the Inient of thix
Urdinonce fn atthorize the aequisitlon aad use of tha
entithement, ad

WHEGREAS, the Ehstrict eslimarss dhie smual cosl ol ihe
Romhern Call{ornls Warer Crunpang entitlemen w be
S300 per a0 Fool nf warer delivened 1o 1he District, The
emitkenent pcgulsition ix miended 10 reduce the Inag-1enn
vrwls ol warer o the Disirics and i wusiopinas in shal
nirernslive supplics thot wook? be ws ailubie. und necesery
#1s e the Dlsieicr™s Jong- lerm demaml woukd be mare
apeosive than the waees available fivm Ssuthetn
Califomts Walgr (hompans. ‘The D’ s com sRMyAs nl
thr 3eynisRion i avofsbie o1 the Distris otfor.

NOW U THEREFORE. THE FOLLWING ORDIMANUT
D NAUTED INTD T AR

b e Dradriv 33 sunhorized o acguine a oibhdRienad
wriflkmenl /7 the Stzrz Wan Projocr Tnoan sumann o)
ap n QMR wme feed per year, Whick b ocunrently
aviiilahie fram vhe Fapthein Cabiforni Watey
Tompany. This enfibemend wall crpplement the 5507t
20T Tk€) et yiar uathrized by (e vadces inoorigingdh
dduphing the SN Wider Supplics nlisance, Fhis
awhorizatmon shall prewide fos 1he pax ment of all cows
of B wzgquibeitior wd gve ol any akditionad cositlensem
acquired, 1 to ths conboversy cepceming thw
physical ghilisy of the SLite Woter I'riject o debiver Tis
I ceairaenend wiunmlurens, e Thstaies shadl plr,
Tus the dellvery of MO oede Jeve por year of waie as
the amount nt Bl avelspre Inng-tesm yield. The
Dristrict” s vl Sime Wailer Projuct entitiement
Tehdes the bazic enthhinent of 4,300 acre fery pey
year, the Diasier' s share of the Jroagdst buffer held be
the Cennat Cnanl Wauler Awthurily and the entillemesi
Iuyuined pursuani ke this pmborizton. Any exceas
veater actually delivered nver 3,800 were {od par year

il Water Dtauit 017 Ty
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shall be slupad in the Golota @ asindwaier Cemral
trasir wnUlf the basin Is teplenistied w Wy 1972 lesk
[nr wae daring dowght o walith v

.

Enaeiment ol this Ordinance shall o asply with alt
apphivalie taw. int luding 1he Catifee nia
Envimamental Quality Act,

1 W udupted. this Ordinance shall by an ameadment 10
tht SAFE Wuer Supplics Ondinance sapted by the
vleciorale in June, 1991, which anyei:dnd aad
superseded the Resprmsible Waiwr Pobicy Ondinnnee
oripimlly sdaped by ihe eleciarale 10 1073,
Parupraph 1 of this Ordmopee shall amend and Toliy
supcricth: parapraph B of the SAFE Watsr Suppliss
Ordingnce, Al viher provisions of the SAFE
Ordinsmoe shall remsain fo ol fiwer and ellea 1
a0e-pred. this Ordimance may mit he anehifiad cavees
prtsuant to a vote'of the electorate of the Disiv,

4. Thix Ordinance shall b Hbamlly ciptrodd wnid
applicd i ordor 1 Telly promnte i uiderly ing
pourposes. 1 any word, yentence. parageaph ar secihea
of this Crdimnce i delermined i b anenforcesbhe
by 4 cours af ke, AL 3s the fnlestan of the Diswic) tha
the remainder of the Drdinapce shall be enfrrver)

ARL1 Fedena Wy Diatricr 177 1he
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Attachment C

UCSE LONG RANGE DEVELOPMENT PLAN
Recirculated Draft EIR Sectlens (RDEIR)
Comments on RDEIR Section 4.14 Water

Provided to the Goleta Water Dlstrict
by
Mr, Bill Brennan

Executive Director, Central Coast Water Authorlty (CCYWA)

Overoll Impression

Comment (1) .

The Recirculated Draft EIR illustrates an incomplete understanding of the cumrent issues regarding stale
water through the SWP. Curtently, allocetion of state water is ar 15% and could go fower if the drought
contioues. The State hag Jimited ability to move water through the Delta because of endangered species
regulalions, aod s regulalory drought now exists in edditon to the drought of the last thres years. As a
result, water agencies have been forced to adopt increasingly restriciive water management approaches.
Water supplies s listed i this RDEIR are unreaBistic, a1 least within the next 3-5 years, and need to reflect
the reatity of the current water supply conditions.

Seetivn 4.14.1.2, P, 4.t4-3 The State Water Project, Parugraph 1

09 RDEIR: :
The 7.450 AFY figure includes o 450 AFY “Drought Buffer” (the Dismict's share of CCWA's Drought
Buffen), and 2,500 AFY of "additional” Table A allotment

Comment (2): :

Lanpgunage is incorreer. The 2,500 AFY shounld be referred 10 a5 o “special Drought Buffer” rather than an
“additioonl” Tablz A allotmznl Using *Table A™ implics, incorrectly, that weatment plant and pipeline
capacity 1% avaitabie for fhis water.

Scction 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-3 The Sitnte Water Project, Paragraph 1

09 RDEIR:

Linder. the District’s agreement with CCWA, jts share of the conveyanee facilities that deliver SWP water
to Cachuma Lake is mited to 4.5000 AFY, which is used as the District’s basic supply

Commemn (3%

Treatment facilitics should be added to the sentence to rend: _..itv share of the treaument and conveyance
Jacilities thai deliver SWP water, .
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Section 4.14.1.2, P, 4.14-3 The State Water Projcct, Paragraph |

Commaent (4},
This poragmph needs clarification. Ut should be added that ibe Droupht Buffer amounts are used for
reliability purposes and do nat have lrentment plamt or pipeline delivery capacity associated with them.

Section 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-3 The State Water Project, Parsgraph 2

09 . RDEIR:
While GWD will not use its additional alloynents (beyond 4,500 AFY) during normal rainfal] years, this
additiona) aliotment will help offset the effect of curtailmerts in SWP deliveries projected by DWR far
fulure years

Commeni (5):

The language used in this statemcnt needs refipement; “additional ellotmenis™ should be changed (o
“Drought Buffer amounis™ as explained in Comment {2). *Norma! rainfall years” shou)d be changed to
“wel years” and “projected by DWR" should be deletcd. Sentence should read: While GHFD will not use its
Drought Buffer amownts (beyond 4,500 AFY) during wet years, this additional allotment will help affsef the
effects of curtatiments in SWP deliveries in the fusare :

Section 4.14,1.2, P. 4.14-7 Normosl Yesrs

Comument (&)

It should be added that the Golete Water Distriet and The Department of Waler Resources do not carry the
same definitions. DWR does oot define “normal year”, onty critieal, dry, sverage, above average, and wel
1s the GWD definition of “normal year” comsistent with DWR's definition of “averape” and “above
averuge”? Also, it needs 10 be understood that while high allocarions are increasingly possible in above
average years, allocotion is determined by the evalration of meay other variables,

Section 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-7 Table 4,141

Commenl {T).
Title uses poor choice of terms; “normal minfall years” should be cheracterized ss “pormal yesrs” as
defined by GWD or in terms defined by Lthe DWR,

Section 4.14.1.2, P, 4.14-7 Table 4.14-1

Comment (8):

The State Warter Project figure does not account for the spill sk in Lake Cachoma, On average, the lake
spills once every three years; GWD will not take SWTP water if there is a risk of 1his spillage from Luoke
Cachuma.

Section 4,14.1.2, P, 4.14-8 Critical Dry Year, Cachuma Project

0% RDEIR:

The Dismict also assumas that an average of 3,584 AFY of the Cochuma Surface water Buffer is available
for vse during a crideal dry yeor

Comment {9):

GWD needs to clarify if Uos is true, and js it frue in multiple dry years, or only the first of a dry year scries?
Is it true that the Cachume Surface Water Buffer of 3,584 AFY is only available once, nol evary year?

Golete Water Disirict Comments on UCSE LRDP RDEIR Page 316 of 38



Secilon 4.14.1.2, P, 4.14-9 Tablc 4.14-2
Conunent [0

«  Lake Cachuma Buifer is only aveilable in the frst dry year — Refer to Comment {93
Table should read:

Lake Cachuma Buffer | 3,584 1o 0 ~ Jo 0

Section 4.14.1.2, P 4.14-1 | State Waler Project Reliabilily

Comrment [} 1):
It should be added that the 2007 8WP Debivery Reliability Repori tncludes estimates of the potential furure
reductions lo SWP delivery reliability.

Secrion 4.14.1.2, P. 4.14-11 State Water Project Reliability

09 RDEIR:
The long-term average SWP delivery is projected to be about 63 pereent of “Table A amounts™

Comment {i2):

It needs to be understood that the long-tenn average is only valid if excess saier can be stored. Otherwise,
excess water must be sold or foregone. Lake Cachama storage is risky if local groundwater storage is foli,
therefore other siorage is necessary.

Section 4.14.1.2, P, 4.14-12 Dry-Year Water Programs

Comment (13):

It needs to be clarified that the DWR aodior e Smte Water Contractors have, in some years, operated a
dry-year water program for SWP conlractors. The availability of waier has been very small in relation to
demand, DWR hes not yet announced how much water is evailable in the program, when it may be
available or the cost

The last puragraph quoting the WSA needs amendment. It should be siated that a water supply refiability
agreemeni that will be a sale of surplus SLOC State Water Project water to CCWA in 2008 and 2009

The last paragraph of the section should read: as demonstraied i this chapter, development under the 2008
LRDP has noy, ig date, necessirated any of these backup supply opilons

Seeiion 4,14,2.3, P. 4.14-44 Table 4.14-14

Comment {14}
The State Water Project figure is again overstated, until Delia isolated facitities are construcied ond off-site
groundwater storage is available, this figure is oot a reafistic supply amount for the near finere,

Seetlon 4.14,2.3, P, 4.14-46 Surface Water—The State Water Praojeet

Comment (15):

Optien 1 is completely motrue; the University may not prrchase an unused allotment of SWP water from
the SBCPCWCD. The CCWA is the responsible agency, ot knawn through the 199t Trapsfer of Financial
Responsibility agreement with the SBCFCWCD and the Water Supply Agrzements with the individual
project participants. Therefore, all state water purchese agreemenis must first be approved by the CCWAL
Repardless of the responsible agency, pll 45,486 AF of siale water are spoken for and no more water
treatment plant or pipeline capacity exiss tv make this option feasible.
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Opuon 2 needs further clarification. Although v is wue that the University can sequire an unosed allooment
of SWP waler from another CCW A yember agency. Ihe ageacies must express interest in selling woused
Table A allotments. To date, only the Carpentaria Valley Water Distriet {CVWD) has expressed intercst in
selling, and is alse in negotialions to sefl the water to other customers. For planning purposes, The
University should not count on option 2 unless currenl nepotisions with CVWD are already in place.

Secction 4,14.2.3, P. 4.14-46 Table 4.14-5

Coamment (16}
This table is not 2o eceurete ponraysl of State Water Entitlemenls in Santa Barbera County. 2005 was not a
typical year, and 10 base the wble off o single year skews this information greatty.

Sectlon 4,14.2.3, P. 4,14-47 Feasibility of Acnuiring Addiional Siste Water Project Water,
Paragraph 3

Cormeni (17)

The University will only be oblc to obtain & restrictive amount of surplus water from the SWP if the
University acquires the water with capacity rights; there must alse be encugh water to get through short
term SWP reliability issues.
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