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Overview of Annexation Proc e ss

* Application/Deposit and Funding Agreement
* Determine project demand
* Determine BV-RRBWaterSupply isavailable

* Negotiate Annexation Agreement
* lhitiate IAFCO process
e Applicant ac quire s entitle me nts/ CEQ A

*Board Approvalof Annexation Agreement and
conditions precedent (including DWR Approval)

*JAFCO apprval




Tapia Canyon
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Tapia Ranch Development
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BV-RRB Wa te r Purc ha se

» September2002 Fnal EIRby BV-RRBforprjectto create supply by
reregulation of high flow Kem Riverwater

» October2006 Final EIR by CLWA for Ac q uisitio n
» 11,000 AFforin service area demand

» 4,735 AFforfive anticipated annexations (Estimate of 750 AF for Tapia
Canyon)

» May 2007 Purc hase Agreement executed




BV-RRB Ba c kg ro und (Continued)

\ 4

2008 — Downtum in housing market
Only Iegacy entered into Deposit and Funding Agree me nt
2008 —WangerDecision reduced SWP re lia b ility

» Agencyreserved all BV-RRBwaterforin service area use
2012 — 3000 AFmade available to Iegacy and Tesoro Annexations

2014 —Thpia undernew ownership appmached Agency re
annexation

2016 — 2015 UWMP Adopted
2017 —Deposit and Funding Agreement Executed forThpia Canyon

2018 —WaterResourcesand Watershed Committee reviewed BVRRB
watersupply availability




WaterDemand Detemmima tion

» Appmach

» Single-family home demand based on lot size and demand factors from
adjacent new construc tion

» Commonlandscape areasbased ondeveloperslandscape plansand
currentlandscaping ordinances

» Iong-term estimated waterdemand of 489 AF Yr




Annexation Demands Included m

2015 SCV UWMP

Annexing Development| 2015 UWMP
Po te ntially Using BV- RRB Estim a te
Supplies (AFY)

Iegacy

Te soro

Tapia
Total




2015 SCV UWMP - 2050 WaterBalance

Supply Source Average/ Sing le 4-Year 3-Year
pply Nomal Dry-Year | Drought | Drought

Demand w/ Active
Conservation

31,545
450
70,707

10,230
9,604

122,536
93,900

28,636

40,215
450
22,087
7,950
20,335
9,604
22,000
122,641
103,300

19,342

36,175
450
45,177
7,950
21,875
9,604
22,000
143,231
103,300

39,931

35,875
450
33,167
7,950
21,325
9,604
22,000
130,371
103,300

27,071




2015 UWMP - Demand and Supples

2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050




WaterSupply Re abihity Ana lysis

» Altemative WaterSupply Scenaroscanbe explored by re vie wing
the 2017 WaterSupply Reliability Report Update

» Diffe rs from UWMP Ana lysis
» Employsa study period of2017-2050
» Demandsincrease throughout study perod
» Iocaland imported suppliesvary with hydrmology

» Waterbanking/exchange programsare operated through 86
hydmlogic sequences

» Providesprobabiltiesofmeeting waterdemands




WaterSupply Relhability Plan
Scenarnos Evaluated

BASE SCENARIO:
Based on 2015 UWMPdemand, supply, and
storage program assumptions

SC ENARIO A SC ENARIO B SCENARIO C

Base scenario with: Base scenario with: Base scenaro with:
e SWPsuppliesvia CA e Moderate supply e [arge supply reduc tions
Wa te rFix re duc tions * Iarge reduction in SWP
e Reduced SWPsupply sup p ly re lia b ility
re lia b ility « Additionallimits on
[essincrease in Saugus groundwatersupplies
pumping capacity and and recycled wateruse
recycled wateruse




Initial Rehability of Scenano s

I Base Scenario Scenario A ScenarioB M Scenario C




2050 Base Case vs. Scenano C

Base Case Scenario C Base Case Scenario C Difference
SWP Table A 60,000 42,800 7,600 7,600
Rosedale Bank N/ A N/ A 20,000 10,000 10,000

Newhall Semitropic N/A N/A 4,950 Notin 4,950
Bank Sc e nario

New Bank N/A N/A 5,000 Not in 5,000

Sc enario

Alluvium 31,100 (Max) 31,100 (Max) 27,400 20,600 6,800
29,000 (50% Prob.) 27,400 (50%Prob.)

Saugus 10,700 10,700 33,200 10,700 22,500
Total 49,250




Sc enarno C: Mitigation Ac tions

» Conclusions:
> Storage programsratherthan additionalsupplies
» Additionalwithdrawalcapacity from storage programs

» Can achieve 95% reliability goalthrough varous programs and/or
combinationsofprograms

» Potentialactionsused in reliability e valuation:
» Existing Rights Rosedale-Rio Bravo Banking Program
» Increased take capacity to 20 TAFY by 2035
» Accessto Five Point Rights in Se mitro pic (Part of NR Spec ific Plan)
» Create Saugus Formation Water Bank

» Otherprogramscould achieve similarre lability re sults




Relhability of Scenarnos with Scenaro C
Potential Ac tions Evaluated

2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050

80

70

Percent Reliability (%)

60 -

F O I -

Year
I Base Scenario Scenario A ScenarioB M ScenarioC

Note: Additional supplies, included in Scenario C only, include: Rosedale-Rio Bravo Bank
take capacity of 20,000 AFY in 2035, and Saugus Formation ASR of 30,000 AF in 2046.




Tapia Canyon Payment for Past
Acquisition and Canymg Co sts

Ac quisition Co st 706,109
Camrying Cost (2007-2018) 3,399,083
WaterSales Credits 330,075
Total 3,775,117




Conc lusion

» Sufficient BV-RRBwatersupplyisavaiable under2015 UWMP
planning assump tions

» Underlessoptimistic planning assumptions, the Agency hag
sufficient average watersuppliesand dry-yeardemandscanbe
met through investmentsin storage programs




Recommendations

» The WaterResourcesand Watershed Committee recommedds that
the Board of Directors approve a resolution determining that 489
acre-feetperyearofBuena Vista-Rosedale Rio Bravo WaterSupply
isavailable forpossible use forthe proposed Thpia Anne xation.




