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ES-1

���Æ�����µ�Ÿ�À�����^�µ�u�u���Œ�Ç

This annual water report, which is the twenty-second in a series that began to describe water supply 
���}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���í�õ�õ�ô�U���‰�Œ�}�À�]�����•�����µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�������}�µ�š���š�Z�����Á���š���Œ���Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•�����v�����Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���}�(���š�Z����
Santa Clarita Valley (Valley). Historically, this report has been prepared for the Valley’s water purveyors, 
currently the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (SCV Water) and Los Angeles County Waterworks District 36 
(LACWD 36).  

�d�Z�]�•���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š���‰�Œ�}�À�]�����•���]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�������}�µ�š���o�}�����o���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���Œ���•�}�µ�Œ�����•�U���^�š���š�����t���š���Œ���W�Œ�}�i�����š���~�^�t�W�•�����v�����}�š�Z���Œ��
�]�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�U���š�Œ�����š���������v�����Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ�U�����v�����Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�X���/�š�����o�•�}���]�v���o�µ�����•�����]�•���µ�•�•�]�}�v��
�����}�µ�š���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�[�•���'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���~�î�ì�ì�õ�•�U���š�Z�����h�Œ�����v���t���š���Œ���D���v���P���u���v�š���W�o���v���~�î�ì�í�ñ�•�U�����v����
the development of a Groundwater Sustainability Plan in accordance with the Sustainable Groundwater 
�D���v���P���u���v�š�������š���}�(���î�ì�í�ð�X���d�Z�����Œ���‰�}�Œ�š���Œ���À�]���Á�•���š�Z�����•�µ�8���]���v���Ç�����v�����Œ���o�]�����]�o�]�š�Ç���}�(���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���]�v���š�Z�������}�v�š���Æ�š���}�(��
���Æ�]�•�Ÿ�v�P���Á���š���Œ�������u���v���U���Á�]�š�Z���(�}���µ�•���}�v�������š�µ���o�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���î�ì�í�õ�U�����v�����]�š���‰�Œ�}�À�]�����•�������•�Z�}�Œ�š�r�š���Œ�u���}�µ�š�o�}�}�l���}�(��
water supply and demand for 2020.

���^�X�í�� �î�ì�í�õ���t���š���Œ���Z���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•��
���v�����^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•��

Municipal
Imported Supplies 42,072

Groundwater (Total) 17,547

Recycled Water 458

Subtotal 60,077
Agriculture/Miscellaneous

Groundwater (Total) 12,510

Subtotal 12,510
Total 72,587

�d�����o�������^�r�í�W���^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç���^�µ�u�u���Œ�Ç���}�(���î�ì�í�õ��
�t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�����v�����h�•���•���~���(�•

�î�ì�í�õ���Á���•�����Z���Œ�����š���Œ�]�Ì���������Ç�������}�À�������À���Œ���P����
�‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���o�}�����o�o�Ç�����v�����•�š���š���Á�]�����U���]�v���Œ�����•������
imported water supplies, and a slight decrease in 
demand from the prior year. In 2019, total water 
requirements in the Valley were approximately 
72,600 acre-feet (af), of which approximately 
60,100 af were for municipal use and the 
remainder (12,500 af) was for agricultural and 
other (miscellaneous) uses, including individual 
���}�u���•�Ÿ�����µ�•���•�X���d�}�š���o�������u���v�����]�v���î�ì�í�õ���Á���•���•���À���v��
percent lower than in 2018, and approximately 
�v�]�v�����‰���Œ�����v�š���o�}�Á���Œ���š�Z���v���š�Z�����‰�Œ�}�i�����Ÿ�}�v���]�v���š�Z����
2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP). 
Total water requirements in 2019 were met by 
�������}�u���]�v���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�����‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���ï�ì�U�ì�ì�ì�����(���(�Œ�}�u��
local groundwater resources (approximately 
17,500 af for municipal and approximately 12,500 
af for agricultural and other uses), approximately 
42,100 af of SWP and other imported water, and 
approximately 500 af of recycled water. Water uses 
���v�����•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���]�v���î�ì�í�õ�����Œ�����•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�������]�v��Table ES-1.

�����^�X�î���'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ
�K�µ�š���}�(���ï�ì�U�ì�ì�ì�����(���}�(���š�}�š���o���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P��

in the Valley in 2019, approximately 21,000 af 
were pumped from the Alluvium and 9,000 af 
�Á���Œ�����‰�µ�u�‰�������(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�X�������•������
on the groundwater basin yield, the groundwater 
�}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���‰�o���v���]�v���š�Z�����î�ì�í�ñ���h�t�D�W���]�v���o�µ�����•��
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in groundwater quality, typically associated 
�Á�]�š�Z���À���Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����•�š�Œ�����u�G�}�Á�X��
However, like groundwater levels, there has 
been no long-term trend toward groundwater 
�‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç�������P�Œ�������Ÿ�}�v�V���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���‰�Œ�}���µ���������(�Œ�}�u��
the Alluvium remains a viable municipal and 
agricultural water supply.

�d�Z�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���‰�o���v���]�v���š�Z�����î�ì�í�ñ��
UWMP includes pumping from the Saugus 
�&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���ó�U�ñ�ì�ì���š�}���í�ñ�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�Ç���]�v��
�v�}�Œ�u���o���Ç�����Œ�•�V���]�š�����o�•�}���]�v���o�µ�����•���‰�o���v�v���������Œ�Ç�r�Ç�����Œ��
pumping from the Saugus of 15,000 to 35,000 afy 
�(�}�Œ���}�v�����š�}���š�Z�Œ���������}�v�•�����µ�Ÿ�À�������Œ�Ç���Ç�����Œ�•�X���^�]�u�]�o���Œ���š�}��
�š�Z�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���‰�o���v���(�}�Œ���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�U���š�Z�����Œ���v�P���•���}�(��
�‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�����Œ���������•�������}�v��
�š�Z�������À���o�µ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�������•�]�v���Ç�]���o���U���Á�Z�]���Z��
found those ranges of pumping to be sustainable 
on a long-term basis.

�W�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Á���•��
���‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���õ�U�ì�ì�ì�����(���]�v���î�ì�í�õ�V���š�Z�]�•���]�v���o�µ��������
approximately 2,900 af that were pumped from 
the Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 Wells as part of the 
�‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š�����‰�µ�u�‰�����v�����š�Œ�����š���‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�X���K�v�����À���Œ���P���U��
�‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Z���•���������v��
approximately 7,400 afy since 1980. Both the 2019 
amount and the long-term average rates remain 
near the mid to lower end of the ranges included in 
�š�Z�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���‰�o���v�X���K�v�������•�Z�}�Œ�š�r�š���Œ�u��
�Ÿ�u���(�Œ���u���U���š�Z���Œ�����Z���À�����������v���������o�]�v�]�v�P���š�Œ���v���•���]�v��
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v��
�•�]�v�������î�ì�ì�ò���š�Z���š���o�]�l���o�Ç���Œ���G�����š���š�Z�����P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç�����Œ�Ç��
���o�]�u���Ÿ�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����v�����]�v���Œ�����•�������‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u��
�•�š�}�Œ���P�����š�Z���š���Z���À�������Æ�]�•�š���������µ�Œ�]�v�P���š�Z���š���Ÿ�u���X��

�^���s���t���š���Œ���‰�Œ�]�}�Œ�]�Ÿ�Ì���•���š�Z���������o�]�À���Œ�Ç���}�(�����o�����v��
water that meets all state and federal health 
�•�š���v�����Œ���•�X���d�Z���Ç�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�����š�}���������Œ���•�•���}�v�P�}�]�v�P���Á���š���Œ��
�‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç���]�•�•�µ���•�����v�����v���Á�o�Ç�����u���Œ�P�]�v�P�����}�v�•�Ÿ�š�µ���v�š�•���}�(��
���}�v�����Œ�v�X���>�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���Á�}�Œ�l���š�}�Á���Œ�����š�Z�����Œ���u�����]���Ÿ�}�v��
�}�(���‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š�������}�v�š���u�]�v���Ÿ�}�v�U���.�Œ�•�š�����]�•���}�À���Œ�������]�v��
�í�õ�õ�ó���]�v���•���À���Œ���o���^���µ�P�µ�•���Á���o�o�•�U�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������]�v���î�ì�í�õ�X��
�d�Z�����}���i�����Ÿ�À�����}�(���š�Z�����‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š�����Œ���•�š�}�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�����v����
���}�v�š���]�v�u���v�š���‰�o���v���Z���•���������v���š�}���•�š�}�‰���š�Z�����u�]�P�Œ���Ÿ�}�v��
of the contaminant plume and restore the lost 

pumping from the Alluvium in the range of 30,000 
to 40,000 acre-feet per year (afy) following wet/
normal years, and slightly reduced pumping 
(30,000 to 35,000 afy) following dry years. 
Pumping from the Alluvium in 2019 was below the 
�}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���‰�o���v���Œ���v�P�����(�}�Œ���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���(�}�o�o�}�Á�]�v�P�����Œ�Ç��
�Ç�����Œ�•���Œ���G�����Ÿ�v�P�������u���v���P���u���v�š���������]�•�]�}�v���š�}���]�v���Œ�����•����
the use of imported supplies in those years when 
���À���]�o�����o���U�����•���Á���•���š�Z�����•�]�š�µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���î�ì�í�õ�X���d�Z���Œ����
�Á���Œ�����v�}�������À���Œ�•�������+�����š�•���}�v���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•��
and storage in the basin that have not normally 
occurred during previous dry periods in the basin. 
�K�v�����À���Œ���P���U���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���Z���•���������v��
approximately 32,400 afy since supplemental 
imported water became available in 1980. That 
average annual amount remains near the lower 
���v�����}�(���š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���Ç�]���o�����(�}�Œ�������Á���š�l
normal year and approximately mid-range for a dry 
period. 

In general, throughout a large part of the 
basin, groundwater levels in the Alluvium have 
generally varied within predictable ranges that are 
���•�•�}���]���š�������Á�]�š�Z�����o�]�u���Ÿ�����G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•�����µ�Œ�]�v�P���š�Z����
last 35 years with short-term declines during dry 
periods followed by recoveries during wet periods. 
�����}�À���r���À���Œ���P�����‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���o���š�����î�ì�ì�ð�����v�����î�ì�ì�ñ�U��
and more recently in 2010 and early-2011, resulted 
�]�v���•�]�P�v�]�.�����v�š���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o���Œ�����}�À���Œ�Ç���]�v���š�Z���������•�š���Œ�v��
�‰���Œ�š���}�(���š�Z���������•�]�v�������•�‰�]�š�����š�Z�����Œ�������v�š���u�µ�o�Ÿ�r�Ç�����Œ��
dry periods (2006-2009, 2011-2018), when water 
levels declined to the low end of the historic range. 
In 2019, water levels generally rose through the 
�Á���©���Œ�r�š�Z���v�r���À���Œ���P�����Á�]�v�š���Œ�X���d�Z�]�•�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���•���š�Z����
�}�À���Œ���o�o���š�Œ���v�����}�(���G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�v�P���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•��
within a generally constant range over the last 
35 years. These ongoing data indicate that the 
���o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���Œ���u���]�v�•���]�v���P�}�}�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�����v����
�����v�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�����š�}���•�µ�‰�‰�}�Œ�š���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���]�v���š�Z�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P��
range included in the 2015 UWMP, or slightly 
higher, without adverse results (e.g., long-term 
�Á���š���Œ���o���À���o���������o�]�v�����}�Œ�������P�Œ�������Ÿ�}�v���}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
�‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç�•�X�������•�������}�v�����v���]�v�š���P�Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Á���š���Œ���‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç��
�Œ�����}�Œ���•���(�Œ�}�u���u�µ�o�Ÿ�‰�o�����Á���o�o�•�����}�u�‰�o���š�������]�v���š�Z����
���o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�U���š�Z���Œ�����Z���À�����������v���Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o���G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
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well capacity through a pump and treat method. 
SCV Water’s Saugus Perchlorate Treatment Facility 
(SPTF) has been online since 2011, and a second 
Perchlorate Treatment Facility came online in 2017, 
���v�����š�}�P���š�Z���Œ���š�Z���•�����(�����]�o�]�Ÿ���•���Z���À�����v�}�Á���š�Œ�����š����������
combined amount of almost 32,000 af.  

In 2019, the California Water Board Division of 
���Œ�]�v�l�]�v�P���t���š���Œ�����v�����š�������v���Á���š���•�Ÿ�v�P���Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•��
�(�}�Œ���W���Œ�r�����v�����‰�}�o�Ç�G�µ�}�Œ�}���o�l�Ç�o���•�µ���•�š���v�����•���~�W�&���^�•��
���v�������•�š�����o�]�•�Z�������v�}�Ÿ�.�����Ÿ�}�v���o���À���o�•�����v���������Z�����o�š�Z��
advisory level for these man-made chemicals 
that had been commonly used in industry and 
���}�v�•�µ�u���Œ���‰�Œ�}���µ���š�•���µ�v�Ÿ�o���Œ�������v�š�o�Ç�X���h�‰�}�v���š���•�Ÿ�v�P�U��
�^���s���t���š���Œ���]�����v�Ÿ�.�������•���À���Œ���o���}�(���š�Z���]�Œ���Á���o�o�•���š�Z���š��
exceeded these new limits and immediately began 
�š�}���]�v�À���•�Ÿ�P���š�������v�����]�u�‰�o���u���v�š���š�Œ�����š�u���v�š���}�‰�Ÿ�}�v�•�X��
���}�v�•�š�Œ�µ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�������v���Á���Á���š���Œ���š�Œ�����š�u���v�š���‰�o���v�š��
began in early 2020.

���^�X�ï�� �/�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•
�,�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o�o�Ç�����}�v�•�]�•�Ÿ�v�P���}�(���}�v�o�Ç���]�š�•���^�t�W���d�����o��������

Amount, SCV Water’s imported water supply now 
���}�u�‰�Œ�]�•���•���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���•�}�µ�Œ�����•���}�(���Á���š���Œ�������‹�µ�]�Œ������
from the SWP, the Buena Vista Water Storage 
District (BVWSD) and Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water 
Storage District (RRBWSD) in Kern County, and 
other sources outside of the Valley. SCV Water’s 
contractual Table A amount is 95,200 af of water 

from the SWP with a SCV Water receives 11,000 
���(�Ç���µ�v�����Œ���š�Z�����î�ì�ì�ó���t���š���Œ�������‹�µ�]�•�]�Ÿ�}�v�����P�Œ�����u���v�š��
with BVWSD and the RRBWSD.  

SCV Water has entered into six long-term 
groundwater banking and water exchange 
programs and has, in aggregate, more than 
164,000 af of recoverable water outside the local 
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�������•�]�v�����š���š�Z�������v�����}�(���î�ì�í�õ�X���d�Z�����.�Œ�•�š��
component of SCV Water’s overall groundwater 
banking program is with Semitropic Water Storage 
District, now called the Stored Water Recovery 
Unit (SWRU) whereby, SCV Water can withdraw 
up to 5,000 afy from the current balance of 
45,278 af of water that was stored in the SWRU 
to meet Valley demands when needed in dry 
years. The second component, the Rosedale-Rio 
Bravo Water Banking Program (RRBWBP) in Kern 
County, has a recoverable total of approximately 
100,000 af in storage with a withdrawal capacity 
�}�(���í�ì�U�ñ�ì�ì�����(�Ç�����L���Œ�����}�u�‰�o���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����Z�}�•�������o���r
Rio Bravo Drought Relief Project in 2019. The 
�}�š�Z���Œ�����}�u�‰�}�v���v�š�•�����Œ�����š�Z�����d�Á�}�r�&�}�Œ�r�K�v�������Æ���Z���v�P����
�W�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�•���š�Z���š���^���s���t���š���Œ���]�v�]�Ÿ���š�������Á�]�š�Z���Z�Z���t�^���U��
West Kern Water District (WKWD), Antelope 
Valley-East Kern Water Agency (AVEK), and United 
�t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����]�•�š�Œ�]���š���~�h�t�����•���š�Z���š���v�}�Á��
have a combined amount of almost 19,200 af of 
recoverable water. 

�^���s���t���š���Œ�[�•���.�v���o�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(���^�t�W��
water for 2019 was 75 percent of its 
Table A Amount, or 71,400 af. The 
total imported water supply in 2019 
was 86,758 af, including the Table 
A supply, 11,000 af purchased from 
BVWSD and RRBWSD, 750 af returned 
from the Central Coast Water Authority 
Exchange, and 3,608 af of 2018 SWP 
carryover water available in 2019. SCV 
�t���š���Œ�������o�]�À���Œ�]���•���š�}���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•��
and LACWD 36 were 42,072 af with 
the remaining water banked (5,002 af), 
exchanged in 2-for-1 programs (19,500 

�W�&���^���t���š���Œ���d�Œ�����š�u���v�š���&�����]�o�]�š�Ç���W�Œ�}�i�����š
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af), sold (9,900 af), delivered to Devil’s Den (382 
af), carried over to 2020 (9,013 af), and some loss 
�š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���u���š���Œ���Œ�������]�v�P�����]�+���Œ���v�����•�����v�����µ�•�����š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z��
�}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�X

���^�X�ð�� �î�ì�î�ì���t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���K�µ�š�o�}�}�l
In 2020, total Valley-wide water demand is 

projected to be approximately 82,000 af. It is 
���Æ�‰�����š�������š�Z���š���Á���š���Œ�������u���v���•���]�v���î�ì�î�ì���Á�]�o�o�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ����
to be met with a mix of water supplies that 
primarily includes local groundwater, SWP Table A 
and other imported supplies, and recycled water. 
�K�v�P�}�]�v�P�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�•�����Œ�������Æ�‰�����š�������š�}��
���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�����š�}���Œ�����µ�����������u���v���•���}�v���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•��
in 2020 although some increase in demands is 
���v�Ÿ���]�‰���š�������Á�]�š�Z�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������P�Œ�}�Á�š�Z���Á�]�š�Z�]�v���š�Z����
service area.

Announced on May 22, 2020, the latest 
���o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Á���š���Œ���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^�t�W���(�}�Œ���î�ì�î�ì���Á���•��
20 percent of SCV Water’s Table A Amount, or 
19,040 af. Combined with the total available 
water supplies from local groundwater from 
the two aquifer systems (31,000 af), carryover 
�}�(���^�t�W���d�����o�����������o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���(�Œ�}�u���î�ì�í�õ���~�õ�U�ì�í�ï�����(�•�U��
���v�v�µ���o�������‹�µ�]�•�]�Ÿ�}�v���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���š�Z�������µ���v�����s�]�•�š�����t���š���Œ�l
�Z�}�•�������o�����Z�]�}�r���Œ���À�}���t���š���Œ�������‹�µ�]�•�]�Ÿ�}�v�����P�Œ�����u���v�š��
(11,000 af), withdrawals from the Semitropic 
�^�t�Z�h���~�ñ�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�•�����v�����d�Á�}�r�(�}�Œ�r�K�v�������Æ���Z���v�P����
programs (16,937 af), Yuba Accord Water (403 af), 
and recycled water (500 af), the total available 
water supplies for 2020 is approximately 92,893 

���(�X�����•�������Œ���•�µ�o�š�U���^���s���t���š���Œ�����v�Ÿ���]�‰���š���•���Z���À�]�v�P���u�}�Œ����
than adequate supplies to meet all water demands 
in 2020.

In any given year, SWP supplies may be reduced 
���µ�����š�}�����Œ�Ç���Á�����š�Z���Œ�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���}�Œ���Œ���P�µ�o���š�}�Œ�Ç��
factors. During such an occurrence, the remaining 
water demands are planned to be met by a 
���}�u���]�v���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�����o�š���Œ�v���š�����•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���•�µ���Z�����•���Œ���š�µ�Œ�v�]�v�P��
water from SCV Water’s accounts in the SWRU, the 
RRBWBP, and three Exchange Programs (with total 
banked water at more than 164,000 af), deliveries 
�(�Œ�}�u���^���s���t���š���Œ�[�•���G���Æ�]���o�����•�š�}�Œ���P�����������}�µ�v�š���]�v��
Castaic Lake Reservoir, local groundwater pumping, 
�•�Z�}�Œ�š�r�š���Œ�u���Á���š���Œ�����Æ���Z���v�P���•�U�����v�����‰���Œ�Ÿ���]�‰���Ÿ�}�v���]�v��
DWR dry-year water purchase programs.  

���Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š���‰���Œ�]�}���•���u���Ç�����+�����š�����À���]�o�����o�����Á���š���Œ��
�•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���]�v�����v�Ç���•�]�v�P�o�����Ç�����Œ�����v�������À���v���(�}�Œ���������µ�Œ���Ÿ�}�v��
�š�Z���š���•�‰���v�•���u�µ�o�Ÿ�‰�o�������}�v�•�����µ�Ÿ�À�����Ç�����Œ�•�X���/�š���]�•��
�]�u�‰�}�Œ�š���v�š���š�}���v�}�š�����š�Z���š���Z�Ç���Œ�}�o�}�P�]�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•��
vary from region to region throughout the state. 
���Œ�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���v�}�Œ�š�Z���Œ�v�������o�]�(�}�Œ�v�]�������+�����Ÿ�v�P��
�^�t�W���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���u���Ç���v�}�š�����+�����š���o�}�����o���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
and other supplies in southern California, and 
�š�Z�����Œ���À���Œ�•�����•�]�š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�������v�����o�•�}���}�����µ�Œ���~���•���]�š�����]�����]�v��
2002 and 2003). For this reason, SCV Water has 
���u�‰�Z���•�]�Ì�����������À���o�}�‰�]�v�P�������Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���‰�}�Œ�ž�}�o�]�}��
that is diverse, especially in dry years along with 
�Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�•�X�����]�À���Œ�•�]�š�Ç���}�(���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç��
is considered a key element of reliability, giving the 
���P���v���Ç���š�Z���������]�o�]�š�Ç���š�}�����Œ���Á���}�v���u�µ�o�Ÿ�‰�o�����•�}�µ�Œ�����•���}�(��
supply to ensure reliable service during dry years, 
as well as during normal and wet years.
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���^�X�ñ�� �t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v
�^���s���t���š���Œ���]�•�����}�u�u�]�©�������š�}�������Á���š���Œ��

���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u���š�Z���š���]�•�����}�u�‰�}�•�������}�(���•���À���Œ���o��
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���u�����•�µ�Œ���•���š�Z���š���Á�]�o�o���o�}�Á���Œ���‰�Œ�}�i�����š������
per capita demand by 2020, building on what 
has already been implemented over the past two 
�������������•�X���d�Z�������}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���u�����•�µ�Œ���•���]�v���}�Œ�‰�}�Œ���š����
�����µ�����Ÿ�}�v�U���]�v�����v�Ÿ�À���•�U�����v�������}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���u���v�����š���•��
among all the various customers present in the 
Valley. As a member of the California Water 
���8���]���v���Ç���W���Œ�š�v���Œ�•�Z�]�‰���~�����o�t���W�•�U���^���s���t���š���Œ��
�‰�Œ�]�}�Œ�]�Ÿ�Ì���•���µ�Œ�����v���Á���š���Œ���µ�•�������8���]���v���Ç�����v����
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���š�Z���]�Œ���u���v���P���u���v�š���•�š�Œ���š���P�Ç�����v����
public messaging. 

As described in the 2015 UWMP, the Agency 
must demonstrate SB X7-7 compliance by an 
Interim Daily Per Capita Water Use Target, and SCV 
Water has met that Interim Water Use Target and 
their 2020 Target every year through 2019. And 
�Á�Z�]�o�����î�ì�í�õ���•���Á�����v�����v�����š�}�����]�P�Z�š�����}�v�•�����µ�Ÿ�À�����Ç�����Œ�•��
�}�(�����Œ�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�U���š�Z�����Œ���•�]�����v�š�•�U��
businesses, and city and county government 
���P���v���]���•���Z���À�������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������š�}���Œ���•�‰�}�v�����š�}���š�Z���������o�o�•��
�(�}�Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���î�ì�í�õ���Á�]�š�Z�������š�}�š���o���Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v��
water use from 2013 of almost 26,800 af.
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�í���r���/�v�š�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v

This report was prepared for SCV Water and 
�>�����t�����ï�ò���š�}���‰�Œ�}�À�]�������]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Œ���P���Œ���]�v�P��
water uses and the availability of water supplies 
on an annual basis, along with a brief summary 
�}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�X It is intended to be a 
helpful resource for use by water planners and 
local land use planning agencies. This report is 
complemented by the 2015 UWMP for the area, 
which provides longer-term water supply planning 
over a 35-year period, and by several other 
�š�����Z�v�]�����o���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š�•�U���•�}�u�����}�(���Á�Z�]���Z�����Œ�����•�‰�����]�.�����o�o�Ç��
referenced herein.

For more than 35 years, the Santa Clarita Valley 
Water Agency, formerly the Castaic Lake Water 
Agency (CLWA) and the four retail water purveyors, 
have reviewed and reported on the availability of 
water supplies to meet all water requirements in 
the Santa Clarita Valley. Those reports have also 
addressed local water resources, most notably 
groundwater, in the region. Past studies have 
���•�•���•�•�������š�Z�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���o�}�����o���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
���‹�µ�]�(���Œ�•�U���š�Z���]�Œ���Z�Ç���Œ�}�P���}�o�}�P�]�������Z���Œ�����š���Œ�]�•�Ÿ���•�U��
���‹�µ�]�(���Œ���•�š�}�Œ���P���������‰�����]�š�Ç�U���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���Ç�]���o����
and recharge rate, groundwater quality and 
���}�v�š���u�]�v���Ÿ�}�v�U�����v�����š�Z�����}�v�P�}�]�v�P�����}�v�i�µ�v���Ÿ�À�����µ�•�����}�(��
groundwater and imported water resources.

�í�X�í���� �������l�P�Œ�}�µ�v��
For most residents of the Santa Clarita 

�s���o�o���Ç�U�����}�u���•�Ÿ�����Á���š���Œ���•���Œ�À�]�������]�•���‰�Œ�}�À�]�����������Ç��
the Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency and the 
Los Angeles County Waterworks District 36. SCV 
Water comprises three divisions (with separate 
���]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v���•�Ç�•�š���u�•�•�W���^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����t���š���Œ��
Division (SCWD), Newhall Water Division (NWD), 

and Valencia Water Division (VWD). Together, 
SCV Water and LACWD 36 provide water to 
���‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���ó�ï�U�î�ì�ì���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�X SCV 
Water contracts for State Water Project and other 
sources of imported water, which are delivered 
�(�Œ�}�u�������•�š���]�����>���l���U�����L���Œ���Á�Z�]���Z���]�š���]�•���š�Œ�����š�����U���.�o�š���Œ�����U��
and disinfected at two SCV Water treatment plants 
�����(�}�Œ�������]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v���š�}���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�����v����
LACWD 36. SCV Water also contracts with the 
�^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç���^���v�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�����]�•�š�Œ�]���š���(�}�Œ���Œ�����Ç���o������
water, which is currently delivered to VWD. The 
SCV Water and Division service areas are shown in 
Figure 1-1. 

While municipal water supply has grown to 
become the largest category of water use in 
the Valley, there remains agricultural and small 
private water demands that are dependent on 
local groundwater supplies. Accordingly, ongoing 
agricultural water requirements and the use of 
local groundwater to meet those requirements are 
considered in analyses of water requirements and 
supplies as reported herein. �d�Z�����]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���}�v��
�š�Z�����o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����}�v�•�š�Œ�µ���Ÿ�}�v�������š���]�o�•�U�����v�v�µ���o���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P��
���v�����}�š�Z���Œ���]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����•�u���o�o���(�Œ�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
Valley residents reliant on private wells for water 
supply approximately are not collected by any 
agency. ���/�v���š�Z���������•���v�������}�(�������š���]�o�������]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v��
on private wells and associated water use, 
�‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�����•���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š�������Z���Œ���]�v���]�v���o�µ�����•�����v�����•�Ÿ�u���š����
of groundwater pumped from private wells. The 
���•�Ÿ�u���š�����}�(���‰�Œ�]�À���š�����‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š�������Z���Œ���]�v���Á�]�o�o��
�������Œ���.�v���������•���‰���Œ�š���}�(���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�[�•�����}�u�‰�o�]���v�������Á�]�š�Z��
the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act 
(SGMA).
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In 2009 an updated analysis of groundwater 
basin yield was completed to guide the ongoing 
�µ�•�����}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����v�����š�Z�������•�•�}���]���š���������]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v��
of pumping to maintain sustainable groundwater 
�µ�•�������v�����������Œ���•�•���o�}�����o�]�Ì�������]�•�•�µ���•���•�µ���Z�����•��
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����}�v�š���u�]�v���Ÿ�}�v���š�Z���š���Z�������]�u�‰�����š������
local groundwater supplies since 1997. The results 
of the updated groundwater basin analysis are 
�•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�������]�v���š�Z�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�������•�]�v���Ç�]���o����
���]�•���µ�•�•�]�}�v���~�^�����Ÿ�}�v���ï�X�í�•���}�(���š�Z�]�•���t���š���Œ���Z���‰�}�Œ�š�X

�í�X�î���� �W�µ�Œ�‰�}�•�������v�����^���}�‰�����}�(���š�Z����
�Z���‰�}�Œ�š

The purpose of this report, which is the 22nd 
in a series of annual water reports that began 
�š�}�������•���Œ�]�������Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���í�õ�õ�ô�U��
�]�•���š�}���‰�Œ�}�À�]���������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�������}�µ�š���Á���š���Œ��
requirements and available water supplies to 
meet the needs of the Santa Clarita Valley. The 
�‰�Œ���‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�]�•���•���Œ�]���•���}�(���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š�•���]�•���]�v���Œ���•�‰�}�v�•����
�š�}���š�Z���•���������Ÿ�}�v�•�W��

 �Áa request made by the Los Angeles County 
���}���Œ�����}�(���^�µ�‰���Œ�À�]�•�}�Œ�•���]�v���í�õ�õ�ô�V��

 �Á�����D���u�}�Œ���v���µ�u���}�(���h�v�����Œ�•�š���v���]�v�P���~�D�K�h�•��
between the upper basin water purveyors 
(including LACWD 36 and former Castaic Lake 
Water Agency, Newhall County Water District 
and Valencia Water Company) and the United 
�t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����]�•�š�Œ�]���š���~�h�t�����•���]�v���î�ì�ì�í�V

 �Áthe Santa Clarita Valley GWMP in 2003.  

�t�]�š�Z���š�Z�����]�u�‰�o���u���v�š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����^�'�D���U������
Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) will replace 
the GWMP and the role that this annual report 
�(�µ�o�.�o�o�•���]�v���š�Z�����'�t�D�W�X �,�}�Á���À���Œ�U���š�Z�]�•���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š���•�Ÿ�o�o��
serves the requirements requested by the LA 
���}�µ�v�š�Ç�����}���Œ�������v�����š�Z�����D�K�h���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�����h�t�����X 
�d�Z�����‰�µ�Œ�‰�}�•�����}�(���š�Z�����D�K�h���Á���•���š�}�����•�š�����o�]�•�Z�������i�}�]�v�š��
�u�}�v�]�š�}�Œ�]�v�P���‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�������š�Á�����v���š�Z�����š�Á�}���‰���Œ�Ÿ���•��
�š�}�����v�•�µ�Œ�����š�Z���š���š�Z���Œ�����]�•���������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������Œ���P�]�}�v���o��
understanding of water resources along the 
Santa Clara River. This joint monitoring program 
�]�v���o�µ�������������š�������•�����u���v���P���u���v�š�U���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���G�}�Á��

�u�}�����o�]�v�P�U�������•�]�v���Ç�]���o�������•�Ÿ�u���š���•�U�����v�������v�����Æ�‰���v�•�]�}�v��
�}�v���š�Z�������v�v�µ���o���Œ���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�v�P���Á�Z�]���Z�������P���v���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����h�‰�‰���Œ��
�^���v�š�������o���Œ�����Z�]�À���Œ�������•�]�v���]�v���í�õ�õ�ô�X���/�v���K���š�}�����Œ���î�ì�í�ô�U������
new Memorandum of Understanding was entered 
into by SCV Water and UWCD to build upon and 
���}�u�‰�o�]�u���v�š���š�Z�����î�ì�ì�í���D�K�h�U���Á�Z���Œ�����Ç�����}�š�Z���‰���Œ�Ÿ���•��
���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�����š�}�����v�Z���v���������v�����u���]�v�š���]�v�������‰�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�À����
���v�������}�o�o�����}�Œ���Ÿ�À�����Œ���o���Ÿ�}�v�•�Z�]�‰���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�����‰�µ�Œ�‰�}�•�����}�(��
���Æ�‰�o�}�Œ�]�v�P�����}�}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�À�����Á���š���Œ���Œ���•�}�µ�Œ�������u���v���P���u���v�š��
�•�š�Œ���š���P�]���•���š�}�����v�Z���v�������š�Z�������}�v�i�µ�v���Ÿ�À�����µ�•�����}�(��
imported water, groundwater, recycled water, and 
surface water within the region.

�í�X�ï���� �^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç���t���š���Œ��
���]�À�]�•�]�}�v�•�����v�����>�����t�����ï�ò

As introduced above, SCV Water along with 
LACWD 36 provide water service to most residents 
of the Santa Clarita Valley. Figure 1-1 shows the 
�^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����t���š���Œ�����]�À�]�•�]�}�v���š�Z���š���]�v���o�µ�����•�������‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v��
of the City of Santa Clarita and unincorporated 
�‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���>�}�•�����v�P���o���•�����}�µ�v�š�Ç���]�v���š�Z�������}�u�u�µ�v�]�Ÿ���•��
of Saugus, Canyon Country, and Newhall with 
���‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���ï�í�U�ô�ñ�ì���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�U���š�Z����
�E���Á�Z���o�o���t���š���Œ�����]�À�]�•�]�}�v���]�v���o�µ�����•���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���š�Z����
���]�š�Ç���}�(���^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�������v�����µ�v�]�v���}�Œ�‰�}�Œ���š�������‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v�•��
�}�(���>�}�•�����v�P���o���•�����}�µ�v�š�Ç���]�v���š�Z�������}�u�u�µ�v�]�Ÿ���•���}�(��
Newhall, Canyon Country, Valencia, Tesoro 
and Castaic with approximately 9,700 service 
���}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����v�����š�Z�����s���o���v���]�����t���š���Œ�����]�À�]�•�]�}�v��
with a service area which serves approximately 
�ï�ì�U�î�ñ�ì���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v�������‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z����
City of Santa Clarita and in the unincorporated 
���}�u�u�µ�v�]�Ÿ���•���}�(�������•�š���]���U���E���Á�Z���o�o�U���^���µ�P�µ�•�U��
Stevenson Ranch, Mission Village, and Valencia. 
Los Angeles County Waterworks District 36 has a 
service area that encompasses the Hasley Canyon 
area and the unincorporated community of Val 
Verde. LACWD 36 has approximately 1,350 service 
���}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�X  
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�í�X�ð���� �d�Z�����h�‰�‰���Œ���^���v�š�������o���Œ����
�Z�]�À���Œ���,�Ç���Œ�}�o�}�P�]�������Œ���������v���������•�š��
�'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���^�µ�������•�]�v

The Upper Santa Clara River Hydrologic Area 
�~�,���•�U�����•�������.�v���������Ç���š�Z�������t�Z�U���]�•���o�}�����š���������o�u�}�•�š��
���v�Ÿ�Œ���o�Ç���]�v���v�}�Œ�š�Z�Á���•�š���Œ�v���>�}�•�����v�P���o���•�����}�µ�v�š�Ç��
(Figure 1-2). The area encompasses approximately 
�ò�ñ�ð���•�‹�µ���Œ�����u�]�o���•���}�(���G���š���À���o�o���Ç���o���v�����~���‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç��
6 percent of the total area) and hills and mountains 
(approximately 94 percent of the total area) that 
border the valley area. The mountains include 
the Santa Susana and San Gabriel Mountains 
to the south, and the Sierra Pelona and Leibre-
Sawmill Mountains to the north. ���o���À���Ÿ�}�v�•���Œ���v�P����
�(�Œ�}�u�����‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���ô�ì�ì���(�����š���}�v���š�Z�����À���o�o���Ç���G�}�}�Œ��
to approximately 6,500 feet in the San Gabriel 
Mountains. The headwaters of the Santa Clara 
�Z�]�À���Œ�����Œ�������š�����v�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�����‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���ï�U�î�ì�ì��
�(�����š�����š���š�Z�������]�À�]�������•���‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���š�Z�����,�����(�Œ�}�u���š�Z����
Mojave Desert. The HA comprises four subareas 
as shown on Figure 1-2. �K�(���š�Z�����(�}�µ�Œ�U���š�Z���������•�š���Œ�v��
Hydrologic Subarea has been the study area of 
�‰�Œ�]�}�Œ���]�v�À���•�Ÿ�P���Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����v�����]�š���Á�]�o�o���Œ���u���]�v���š�Z�����(�}���µ�•���}�(��
this report.

�d�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�����Z�]�À���Œ�����v�����]�š�•���š�Œ�]���µ�š���Œ�]���•���G�}�Á��
�]�v�š���Œ�u�]�©���v�š�o�Ç���(�Œ�}�u���>���v�P���^�š���Ÿ�}�v���Á���•�š�Á���Œ����
approximately 35 miles to just west of the Los 
Angeles-Ventura County line, where the River is 
the outlet from the HA. The principal tributaries 
of the Santa Clara River in the Santa Clarita Valley 
are Castaic Creek, San Francisquito Creek, Bouquet 
Creek, and the South Fork of the Santa Clara River. 
�/�v���������]�Ÿ�}�v���š�}���]�v�š���Œ�u�]�©���v�š���v���š�µ�Œ���o���š�Œ�]���µ�š���Œ�Ç���]�v�G�}�Á�U��
the Santa Clara River receives treated wastewater 
discharge from the Saugus and Valencia Water 
�Z�����o���u���Ÿ�}�v���W�o���v�š�•�U���Á�Z�]���Z�����Œ�����}�‰���Œ���š���������Ç���š�Z����
�^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç���^���v�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�����]�•�š�Œ�]���š���}�(���>�}�•��
Angeles County. �/�v���������]�Ÿ�}�v�U�������u�]�v�}�Œ�����u�}�µ�v�š���}�(��
groundwater treated for perchlorate removal from 
the Whitaker-Bermite site is also discharged into 
the river upstream of the WRPs. The Santa Clara 
�Z�]�À���Œ���G�}�Á�•���Á���•�š�Á���Œ�����š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���s���v�š�µ�Œ�������}�µ�v�š�Ç��
�v�����Œ���K�Æ�v���Œ���X Along that route, the River traverses 

all subbasins of the Santa Clara River Valley 
Groundwater Basin (Basin). There are six subbasins 
that compose the Basin and they span across Los 
���v�P���o���•�����v�����s���v�š�µ�Œ�������}�µ�v�Ÿ���•�X From east to west 
the subbasins are the Santa Clara River Valley East, 
�W�]�Œ�µ�U���&�]�o�o�u�}�Œ���U���^���v�š�����W���µ�o���U���D�}�µ�v���U�����v�����K�Æ�v���Œ����
as shown in Figure 1-3. The Santa Clara River 
Valley East Subbasin (Subbasin), beneath the Santa 
���o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç�U���]�•���š�Z�����•�}�µ�Œ�������}�(�����•�•���v�Ÿ���o�o�Ç�����o�o���o�}�����o��
groundwater used for water supply in the Santa 
Clarita Valley and the focus of this report.

�d�Z���Œ�������Œ�����(�}�µ�Œ�������Ÿ�À�����‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���P���P���•���]�v���š�Z����
Subbasin. Two gages have long-term records, the 
�E���Á�Z���o�o���&�]�Œ�����^�š���Ÿ�}�v���·�ó�ï���P���P�������v�����š�Z�����^���s�t���r
�W�]�v�����^�š�Œ�����š���P���P���U���Á�Z�]�o�����š�Z�����}�š�Z���Œ���š�Á�}�U���·�î�ì�ð���^���v�š����
Clarita (established in 2006) and Canyon Country 
(established in 2010), have shorter-term records 
�š�Z���š�������v���������µ�•�������(�}�Œ�����}�u�‰���Œ���Ÿ�À�����‰�µ�Œ�‰�}�•���•���~Figure 
1-4). The Los Angeles County Department of Public 
Works (LADPW) has maintained records for the 
�E���Á�Z���o�o���&�]�Œ�����^�š���Ÿ�}�v���·�ó�ï���P���P���U���Á�Z�]�o�����Œ�����}�Œ���]�v�P��
�}�(���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�������P���v�����š���š�Z�����^���s�t���r�W�]�v�����^�š�Œ�����š��
gage in 1979 when it was part of Newhall County 
Water District. �d�Z�������µ�u�µ�o���Ÿ�À�����Œ�����}�Œ���•���(�Œ�}�u��
these two gages correlate closely, although the 
SCVWA-Pine Street gage has historically recorded 
a higher amount (approximately 30 percent) 
�š�Z���v���š�Z�����E���Á�Z���o�o���&�]�Œ�����^�š���Ÿ�}�v���·�ó�ï���P���P�����}�À���Œ���š�Z����
���v�Ÿ�Œ�����^���s�t���r�W�]�v�����^�š�Œ�����š���P���P�����‰���Œ�]�}�����}�(���Œ�����}�Œ����
(1979-2019). �d�Z�����}�À���Œ���o�o���}�+�•���š���]�•���o�]�l���o�Ç�����µ�����š�}��
�š�Z�������]�+���Œ���v�����•���]�v���o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�������š�Á�����v���š�Z�����š�Á�}��
gages, with the SCVWA-Pine Street gage situated 
farther south in the hills rimming the southern 
�����P�����}�(���š�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç�����š�����v�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v��
of approximately 1,390 feet, while the Newhall 
�&�]�Œ�����^�š���Ÿ�}�v���·�ó�ï���P���P�����]�•���o�}�����š�������v�}�Œ�š�Z�Á���•�š���}�(���š�Z����
SCVWA-Pine Street gage and further away from 
�š�Z�����Z�]�o�o�•�����š�����v�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�����‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���í�U�ï�ï�ì��
feet.

�d�Z�����š�Z�]�Œ�����P���P���U���·�î�ì�ð���^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š���U���Á���•��
established in December 2006 near the Rio Vista 
�d�Œ�����š�u���v�š���W�o���v�š���~���o���À���Ÿ�}�v���í�U�ð�í�ì���(�����š�•���v�����Œ���š�Z����
main Santa Clara River channel and on the north 
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Figure 1-4
Precipitation Gage Locations
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side of the Valley (Figure 1-4). This gage is operated 
���Ç���^���s���t���š���Œ�����v�����]�•���‰���Œ�š���}�(���š�Z���������o�]�(�}�Œ�v�]�����/�Œ�Œ�]�P���Ÿ�}�v��
�D���v���P���u���v�š���/�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���^�Ç�•�š���u���~���/�D�/�^�•���u���v���P������
by DWR. �����]�o�Ç���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�������š�������š���š�Z�]�•���o�}�����Ÿ�}�v��
are available beginning in January 2008. These data 
���}�Œ�Œ���o���š�����Á���o�o���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�����}�š�Z���Œ���š�Á�}���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v��
gages in the Valley over the period of 2008 through 
�î�ì�í�õ�U���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�������Æ�����‰�Ÿ�}�v���}�(�������š�����(�}�Œ���š�Z�����u�}�v�š�Z���}�(��
December 2010 and January 2017. The fourth gage, 
�����v�Ç�}�v�����}�µ�v�š�Œ�Ç�U���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š���������Ç���E���Ÿ�}�v���o�������v�š���Œ�•��
�(�}�Œ�����v�À�]�Œ�}�v�u���v�š���o���/�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���~�E�����/�•�U���]�•���o�}�����š������
farther east in the Valley near Sand Canyon Road 
and the Santa Clara River. �����]�o�Ç���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v��
�����š�������š���š�Z�]�•���o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�����Œ�������À���]�o�����o���������P�]�v�v�]�v�P���]�v��
January 2010, and these data also correlate well 
�Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�����}�š�Z���Œ���š�Á�}���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���P���P���•��
in the Valley and the CIMIS gage over the period 
of record (2010-2019) except for November and 
December 2019 where some daily data were not 
reported. Comparison of historical data collected 
from all four gages between 2010 through 2019 
indicates the SCVWA-Pine Street gage receives 
�š�Z�����u�}�•�š���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���(�}�o�o�}�Á���������Ç���š�Z�����E���Á�Z���o�o��
�&�]�Œ�����^�š���Ÿ�}�v���'���P�����·�ó�ï�U�������v�Ç�}�v�����}�µ�v�š�Œ�Ç�U�����v�������/�D�/�^��
�^�š���Ÿ�}�v���·�î�ì�ð�X��

�d�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç���]�•�����Z���Œ�����š���Œ�]�Ì���������•��
having an arid climate. �,�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o�o�Ç�U���]�v�š���Œ�u�]�©���v�š��
�‰���Œ�]�}���•���}�(�������o�}�Á�r���À���Œ���P�����‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���Z���À����
typically been followed by periods of above-
���À���Œ���P�����‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���������Ç���o�]�����o���‰���©���Œ�v�U���Á�]�š�Z��
each above average or below average period 
�š�Ç�‰�]�����o�o�Ç���o���•�Ÿ�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���}�v�����š�}���.�À�����Ç�����Œ�•�X The 
�o�}�v�P���Œ�r�š���Œ�u���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���Œ�����}�Œ���•���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����E���Á�Z���o�o��
�&�]�Œ�����^�š���Ÿ�}�v���·�ó�ï���P���P�������Œ�����]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���š�������]�v��Figure 
1-5. Long-term annual (calendar year) average 
�‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�����š���š�Z���š���P���P�����]�•���í�ó�X�ñ���]�v���Z���•�������o���µ�o���š������
for the 1931 through 2019 period. Figure 1-5 
���o�•�}���•�Z�}�Á�•���š�Z�������µ�u�µ�o���Ÿ�À���������‰���Œ�š�µ�Œ�����(�Œ�}�u���u�����v��
���v�v�µ���o���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���Á�Z�]���Z���•�Z�}�Á�•���‰���Œ�]�}���•���}�(��
above average rainfall (increasing slope or trend 
�Á�]�š�Z���Ÿ�u���•�����v���������o�}�Á�����À���Œ���P�����Œ���]�v�(���o�o���~�������o�]�v�]�v�P��
�š�Œ���v�����}�Œ���•�o�}�‰�����Á�]�š�Z���Ÿ�u���•�X In general, periods of 
�����o�}�Á�r���À���Œ���P�����‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���Z���À�����������v���o�}�v�P���Œ�����v����
more moderate than periods of above average 

�‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�X Historically, the periods from 1947 
to 1964, 1971 to 1976, 1984 to 1991 and 1999 to 
�î�ì�ì�ï���Z���À�����P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç���������v�����Œ�]���Œ���š�Z���v�����À���Œ���P���V���š�Z����
periods from 1938 to 1946, 1965 to 1970, 1977 to 
1983, 1992 to 1996, and 2004 to 2005 have been 
�Á���©���Œ���š�Z���v�����À���Œ���P���X Recently, the dry or below 
average period that began in 2006, had generally 
persisted through 2018 with all but two of those 
years (2008 and 2010) having below average 
rainfall totals. �î�ì�í�î�����v�����î�ì�í�ï���Á���Œ�����•�]�P�v�]�.�����v�š�o�Ç��
below average with approximately 9.0 and 3.7 
�]�v���Z���•�U���Œ���•�‰�����Ÿ�À���o�Ç�U�����v�����î�ì�í�ï�����Æ�‰���Œ�]���v���������š�Z����
�o�}�Á���•�š�����u�}�µ�v�š���}�(���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���š�Z���š���Z���•���������v��
recorded since 1931. Generally, the 2006 through 
2018 period has experienced the longest and 
most severe dry period since the 1947 to 1964 
�‰���Œ�]�}���X���W�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���š�Z�����î�ì�í�õ�������o���v�����Œ���Ç�����Œ���Á���•��
above the long-term average at 23.8 inches. Early 
2020 has seen below average rainfall in the Santa 
Clarita Valley, while year-to-date demand has been 
greater than 2019 early year (January through 
April) demand. �d�Z���•�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����}�u���]�v�������Á�]�š�Z��
�Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����}�v�•�]�����Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����v�Ÿ���]�‰���š�������P�Œ�}�Á�š�Z���]�v��
�š�Z�����•���Œ�À�]���������Œ�����U�����v�������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v��
measures, discussed in Chapters 3, 4, and 5 are 
expected to result in 2020 water requirements 
being more than the water requirements in 2019.
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�î���r���î�ì�í�õ���t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�����v�����h�•��
�t���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���]�v���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�����Œ�����µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì�������(�}�Œ��

�u�µ�v�]���]�‰���o�U�����P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o�U���‰�Œ�]�À���š�������}�u���•�Ÿ���U�����v����
miscellaneous purposes. The sources of water are 
varied and include imported water from the SWP 
and other sources, along with local supplies from 
groundwater, and recycled water. 

Municipal
Imported Water 42,072

Groundwater 17,547

Recycled Water 458

Subtotal 60,077

Agriculture and Miscellaneous
Groundwater 12,510

Subtotal 12,510

Total 72,587
 

2.1 �î�ì�í�õ���t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•
Total water use in the Santa Clarita Valley was 

72,600 af in 2019. �K�(���š�Z�����š�}�š���o�U���ò�ì�U�í�ì�ì�����(���Á���Œ�����(�}�Œ��
municipal use and the remaining 12,500 af were 
for agricultural and other (miscellaneous) uses, 
�]�v���o�µ���]�v�P�����•�Ÿ�u���š�������]�v���]�À�]���µ���o�����}�u���•�Ÿ�����µ�•���•���~Table 
2-1) and (Figure 2-1). Total water use was met by a 
���}�u���]�v���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�����‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���ï�ì�U�ì�ì�ì�����(���(�Œ�}�u���o�}�����o��
groundwater resources (approximately 17,500 af 
for municipal supply and 12,500 af for agricultural 
and other uses), 42,100 af from SWP and other 
imported water sources, and approximately 450 af 
from recycled water (Figure 2-2).

Compared to 2018, total water use in the Santa 
Clarita Valley in 2019 was seven percent lower, 
and it was below the short-term projected water 
�Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•�����•�Ÿ�u���š�������]�v���š�Z�����î�ì�í�ñ���h�t�D�W�����v����
the 2018 Water Report. 

Table 2-1: �^�µ�u�u���Œ�Ç���}�(���î�ì�í�õ���t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�����v����
�h�•���•���~���(�•

Recycled 
Water
458 af

1%Groundwater
30,057 af

41%

Agriculture/Misc
12,510 af

17%

Municipal
60,077 af

83%

Imported Water
42,072%

�&�]�P�µ�Œ�����î�r�í�W���t���š���Œ���h�•�������Ç���^�����š�}�Œ

�&�]�P�µ�Œ�����î�r�î�W���t���š���Œ���h�•�������Ç���^�}�µ�Œ����



2 - 11

�î�X�î���� �,�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o���t���š���Œ���h�•�����d�Œ���v���•
�t���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���(�}�Œ�����o�o���µ�•���•���]�v���š�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����‰���Œ�]�}�����î�ì�í�ì���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���î�ì�í�õ�U���]�•��

�•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�������]�v��Table 2-2. 

Table 2-2�W���d�}�š���o���t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���h�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���~���(�•

Year �/�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������t���š���Œ �'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ �Z�����Ç���o�������t���š���Œ�d�K�d���>

2010 30,578 49,251 336 80,165

2011 30,808 49,063 373 80,244

2012 35,558 49,420 428 85,406

2013 43,281 45,930 400 89,611

2014 33,092 47,497 474 81,063

2015 24,148 41,972 450 66,570

2016 31,130 40,688 507 72,325

2017 46,651 29,841 501 76,993

2018 41,999 35,940 352 78,291

2019 42,072 30,057 458 72,587

�d�Z�������v�v�µ���o���µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���o�}�����o���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����v�����]�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������Á���š���Œ���•�]�v�������í�õ�ô�ì�U�����}�u�‰�o���u���v�š���������Ç���š�Z����
�������]�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ�U�����Œ�����P�Œ���‰�Z�]�����o�o�Ç���]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���š�������]�v��Figure 2-3. Detailed summary tables of water 
�µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v�����Ç���u�µ�v�]���]�‰���o�����v�������P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o�����v�Ÿ�Ÿ���•���}�À���Œ���š�Z�������}�u�‰�o���š�����Œ�����}�Œ���������P�]�v�v�]�v�P���]�v���í�õ�ô�ì�����Œ�����‰�Œ�}�À�]��������
in ���‰�‰���v���]�Æ����. As depicted in Figure 2-3, total water use in the Valley was nearly linearly increasing from 
�š�Z���������Œ�o�Ç���í�õ�ô�ì�•���~���‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���ï�ñ�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�•���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���î�ì�ì�ó���~�õ�î�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�•�U���Á�]�š�Z���•�}�u�������o�]�u���Ÿ���r�Œ���o���š�������G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
in certain years. Since 2007, total water use has declined back to levels last seen in the late 1990s (73,000 
af in 2019). The increasing trend between 1980 and 2007 followed by a decreasing trend since then is also 
seen in the trend line in Figure 2-3�X���d�Z�����Œ�������v�š�����v�������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������������o�]�v�����]�v�������u���v�����Z�������������v�����š���o�����•�š���‰���Œ�Ÿ���o�o�Ç��
���©�Œ�]���µ�š�������š�}���š�Z���������}�v�}�u�]�����•�o�}�Á���}�Á�v���š�Z���š�������P���v���]�v���î�ì�ì�ô�U���Z�}�Á���À���Œ�U���]�v���Œ�����•�]�v�P�����Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š�����Á���Œ���v���•�•�����v����
�]�v���Œ�����•���������}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����+�}�Œ�š�•���•�]�v�������š�Z���v�����Œ�������Œ�����]�š�������Á�]�š�Z���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v�������u���v�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š�o�Ç�����š��
those levels of the late 1990s.

���•�������v�����o�•�}���������•�����v�����Ç���]�v�•�‰�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(��Figure 2-3, most of the historical increase in water demand from 
�í�õ�ô�ì���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���î�ì�í�õ���Z���•���������v���u���š���Á�]�š�Z���P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç���P�Œ�����š���Œ���‰�Œ�}�‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���]�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������Á���š���Œ�X Total groundwater 
use has generally remained constant through 2014. Since then, groundwater use has been gradually 
declining at a rate of about 1,500 afy and in 2019 was at the lowest level (30,000 af) of the last 30 years 
(1989-2019).



Total Water Supply Utilization
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�î�X�ï���� �D�µ�v�]���]�‰���o���t���š���Œ���h�•��
�Z�������v�š���u�µ�v�]���]�‰���o���Á���š���Œ���µ�•�������v�����•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�����Œ�����•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�������]�v��Table 2-3�V�������š���]�o�������µ�•�������Ç���^���s��

Water and LACWD36 over the longer-term period (1980-2019) is provided in ���‰�‰���v���]�Æ����. 

Table 2-3�W���D�µ�v�]���]�‰���o���t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���h�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����^���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•

Year
�D�µ�v�]���]�‰���o���t���š���Œ  

�h�•�����~���(�•
�^���Œ�À�]������

���}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•
�h�•�����‰���Œ���^���Œ�À�]������

���}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•��

2010 64,066 69,953 0.9

2011 64,805 70,313 0.9

2012 69,712 70,799 1.0

2013 73,460 71,561 1.0

2014 68,178 72,385 0.9

2015 54,491 73,115 0.7

2016 57,966 73,821 0.8

2017 63,555 74,034 0.9

2018 65,220 72,953�� 0.9

2019 60,077 73,161 0.8

�^�]�v�������î�ì�ì�õ�U���š�Z�������v�v�µ���o���]�v���Œ�����•�����]�v���š�Z�����v�µ�u�����Œ���}�(���v���Á���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•���Z���•���Œ���v�P�������(�Œ�}�u���î�ì�ì���š�}���ô�ì�ì�X 
�d�Z�����v�µ�u�����Œ���}�(���v���Á���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���Œ�������v�š���Ç�����Œ�•���]�•���•�u���o�o�����}�u�‰���Œ�������š�}���š�Z�����v�µ�u�����Œ���������������������Z���Ç�����Œ��
�}�À���Œ���š�Z�����î�ì�ì�í���š�}���î�ì�ì�õ���‰���Œ�]�}�����Á�Z���v���š�Z�����v�µ�u�����Œ���}�(���v���Á���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•���Œ���v�P�������(�Œ�}�u���í�U�ì�ì�ì���š�}���ò�U�ì�ì�ì�X In 
�î�ì�ì�í�U���ñ�î�U�ï�ì�ì���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•���µ�•�������ò�ì�U�ó�ì�ì�����(�U�����v�����]�v���î�ì�í�ô�U���ó�ï�U�ì�ì�ì���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•���µ�•�������ò�ñ�U�î�ì�ì�����(��
(Figure 2-4�•�X���/�v���î�ì�ì�í�U���š�Z�������u�}�µ�v�š���}�(���Á���š���Œ���‰���Œ���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v���Á���•���u�}�Œ�����š�Z���v���í�����(�U���Á�Z�]�o�����Á���š���Œ���µ�•�����Z���•��
�������o�]�v�������Œ�������v�š�o�Ç���š�}���o���À���o�•���š�Z���š�����À���Œ���P�����o���•�•���š�Z���v���í�����(���‰���Œ���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�X

�����d�Z�����������Œ�����•�����]�v���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����š�]�}�v�•���]�v��� �����&���]�•�����µ�����]�v���}�Œ�‰�}�Œ���š�]�v�P�������•�]�u�]�o���Œ���u���š�Z�}���}�o�}�P�Ç�������Œ�}�•�•�����o�o�����]�À�]�•�]�}�v�•���]�v��
not counting service connections for fire service and vacant construction locations.
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�&�]�P�µ�Œ�����î�r�ð�W���^���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�����v�����D�µ�v�]���]�‰���o���t���š���Œ���h�•��
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Year Five Point
�W�]�š���Z���•�•��

�����š���v�•�]�}�v�������v�š���Œ
�^�u���o�o���W�Œ�]�À���š�������}�u���•�Ÿ���U��

�/�Œ�Œ�]�P���Ÿ�}�v�U�����v�����'�}�o�(�����}�µ�Œ�•���•��
���o�o�����P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o��

�h�•���Œ�•

2010 11,138 3,446 1,515 16,099

2011 10,667 3,226 1,546 15,439

2012 11,296 2,722 1,676 15,694

2013 12,091 2,309 1,751 16,151

2014 9,262 2,082 1,541 12,885

2015 8,868 1,768 1,443 12,079

2016 11,276 1,616 1,467 14,359

2017 10,348 1,630 1,460 13,438

2018 10,231 1,611 1,229 13,071

2019 9,790 1,560 1,160 12,510

Table 2-4�W���t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���h�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v�����Ç�����P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o�����v�����K�š�Z���Œ���h�•���Œ�•

�î�X�ð���� ���P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o�����v�����K�š�Z���Œ���t���š���Œ���h�•���•
�t���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���(�}�Œ�����P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o�����v�����}�š�Z���Œ���v�}�v�r�u�µ�v�]���]�‰���o���µ�•���•�����Œ�����•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�������]�v��Table 2-4. 

�d�Z���������š���P�}�Œ�Ç���}�(���^�u���o�o���W�Œ�]�À���š�������}�u���•�Ÿ���U���/�Œ�Œ�]�P���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����'�}�o�(�����}�µ�Œ�•�����h�•���•���]�v���o�µ�����•�����v�����•�Ÿ�u���š�������ñ�ì�ì�����(�Ç���}�(��
individual private pumping from the Alluvium. ���v�v�µ���o���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���(�}�Œ�����o�o�����P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o�����v�����}�š�Z���Œ��
non-municipal uses has generally remained stable and has averaged approximately 15,000 af since the mid-
1990s and was approximately 12,500 af in 2019.
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�ï���r�� �t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•
�W�Œ�]�}�Œ���š�}���í�õ�ô�ì�U���o�}�����o���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����Æ�š�Œ�����š�������(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�����v�����š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Á���•���š�Z����

sole source of water supply in the Santa Clarita Valley. Since 1980, local groundwater supplies have 
�������v���•�µ�‰�‰�o���u���v�š�������Á�]�š�Z���]�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������^�t�W���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�U�����µ�P�u���v�š�������]�v���î�ì�ì�ó�����Ç�������‹�µ�]�•�]�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o��
supplemental water imported from the Buena Vista Water Storage District and Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water 
Storage District, and Yuba Accord water in 2008. Those water supplies have also been slightly augmented by 
deliveries from the recycled water program since 2003. �d�Z�]�•���•�����Ÿ�}�v�������•���Œ�]�����•���š�Z�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���Œ���•�}�µ�Œ�����•���}�(��
the Santa Clarita Valley, SWP and other imported water supplies, and the recycled water program. 

�ï�X�í���� �'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�������•�]�v���z�]���o����
The groundwater basin beneath the Santa 

���o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç�U���]�����v�Ÿ�.�������]�v���š�Z�������t�Z�[�•���]�v�š���Œ�]�u��
�µ�‰�����š�����š�}�����µ�o�o���Ÿ�v���í�í�ô���~���t�Z�U���î�ì�í�ò�•�����•���š�Z�����^���v�š����
Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin, East 
Subbasin (Basin No. 4-4.07), comprises two 
���‹�µ�]�(���Œ�•�U���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�����v�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�X 
The Alluvium generally underlies the Santa Clara 
River and its several tributaries, and the Saugus 
�&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���µ�v�����Œ�o�]���•���‰�Œ�����Ÿ�����o�o�Ç���š�Z�������v�Ÿ�Œ�����h�‰�‰���Œ��
Santa Clara River area. The mapped extent of 
the Santa Clara River Valley East Groundwater 
�^�µ�������•�]�v���]�v�����t�Z�����µ�o�o���Ÿ�v���í�í�ô�����v�����]�š�•���Œ���o���Ÿ�}�v�•�Z�]�‰��
to the extent of the SCV Water service area are 
illustrated in Figure 3-1. The mapped subbasin 
boundary approximately coincides with the outer 
���Æ�š���v�š���}�(���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�����v�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�X

�ï�X�í�X�í���� �,�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o���/�v�À���•�Ÿ�P���Ÿ�}�v�•
�^�]�v�������í�õ�ô�ò�U���š�Z���Œ�����Z���À�����������v���•���À���Œ���o�����+�}�Œ�š�•��

which have evaluated and reported on the 
���o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�����v�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�•�U���]�v�š���Œ�‰�Œ���š������
�Z�Ç���Œ�}�o�}�P�]�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����v�������•�Ÿ�u���š�������•�µ�•�š���]�v�����o����
�Ç�]���o���•���(�Œ�}�u�����}�š�Z���(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�•���~�^�o�������U���í�õ�ô�ò�V���^�o�������U��
�í�õ�ô�ô�V���^�o���������˜�����•�•�}���]���š���•�U���î�ì�ì�î�V�����>�t���U���î�ì�ì�ï�V��
���,�î�D���,�]�o�o�U���î�ì�ì�ð�V�����,�î�D���,�/�>�>�U���î�ì�ì�ñ�V�����,�î�D���,�/�>�>��
���v�����>�^�����U���î�ì�ì�ñ�V�����>�t���U���î�ì�ì�ñ�V�����v�����>�^���������v�����'�^�/�U��
2009). ���'���v���Œ���o�o�Ç�U���š�Z���•�����]�v�À���•�Ÿ�P���Ÿ�}�v�•���Z���À�����•�]�u�]�o���Œ��
���}�v���o�µ�•�]�}�v�•���(�}�Œ�������•�]�v�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����v�����Ç�]���o���W

 �Á���v���o�Ç�•�]�•���}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•�����v�����‰�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v��
�]�v���]�����š���•���š�Z���š���š�Z���Œ�����Z���À�����������v���v�}�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•��
�š�Z���š���Á�}�µ�o�����������]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���Ÿ�À�����}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
�}�À���Œ���Œ���L�X

 �Á�d�Z�����µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���Ç�]���o�����~���•��
opposed to perennial yield) as a basis for 
�u���v���P�]�v�P���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���‰�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v���Á�}�µ�o����
�������u�}�Œ�������‰�‰�o�]�������o�����]�v���š�Z�]�•�������•�]�v���š�}���Œ���G�����š��
�š�Z�����G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�v�P���µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���]�v��
���}�v�i�µ�v���Ÿ�}�v���Á�]�š�Z���]�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������^�t�W���Á���š���Œ�X

 �Á�d�Z�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���Ç�]���o�����}�(���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���Á�}�µ�o����
typically be 30,000 to 40,000 afy for wet 
and normal rainfall years, with an expected 
�Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v�š�}���š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���ï�ì�U�ì�ì�ì���š�}���ï�ñ�U�ì�ì�ì��
afy in dry years.

 �Á�d�Z�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���Ç�]���o�����}�(���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v��
would typically be in the range of 7,500 to 
15,000 afy on a long-term basis, with possible 
short-term increases during dry periods into a 
range of 15,000 to 25,000 afy, and to 35,000 
���(�Ç���]�(�����Œ�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���X



Figure 3-1
Alluvium and Saugus Formation
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�d�Z���•�������}�v���o�µ�•�]�}�v�•�����������u�����š�Z�����(�}�µ�v�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����]�v�]�Ÿ���o���'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���~�]�v�]�Ÿ���o���W�o���v�•���.�Œ�•�š��
�����À���o�}�‰�������]�v���î�ì�ì�ð�����L���Œ���š�Z���������}�‰�Ÿ�}�v���}�(�������(�}�Œ�u���o���'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���D���v���P���u���v�š���W�o���v���~�'�t�D�W�•���]�v���î�ì�ì�ï���~���>�t���U��
2003). �d�Z�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����}�u�‰�}�v���v�š���}�(���}�À���Œ���o�o���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���]�v���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç���Á���•�������Œ�]�À�������(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�]�•���]�v�]�Ÿ���o���W�o���v���š�}��
�u�����š���Á���š���Œ���Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•���~�u�µ�v�]���]�‰���o�U�����P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o�����v�����}�š�Z���Œ���v�}�v�r�u�µ�v�]���]�‰���o�U�����v�����•�u���o�o���]�v���]�À�]���µ���o�����}�u���•�Ÿ���•��
�Á�Z�]�o�����u���]�v�š���]�v�]�v�P���š�Z���������•�]�v���]�v�������•�µ�•�š���]�v�����o�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v���~�]�X���X�U���v�}���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�������‰�o���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���}�Œ��
interrelated surface water). �d�Z�]�•���]�v�]�Ÿ���o���W�o���v�����o�•�}���������Œ���•�•�������P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����}�v�š���u�]�v���Ÿ�}�v���]�•�•�µ���•���]�v���š�Z���������•�]�v�U��
all consistent with the GWMP. �d�Z�����]�v�]�Ÿ���o���W�o���v���Á���•�������•�������}�v���š�Z�������}�v�����‰�š���š�Z���š���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�������v���À���Œ�Ç���(�Œ�}�u���Ç�����Œ��
to year to generally rely on increased groundwater use in dry periods and increased recharge during locally 
�Á���š���‰���Œ�]�}���•�U�����v�����š�}�����}�o�o�����Ÿ�À���o�Ç�����•�•�µ�Œ�����š�Z���š���š�Z�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�������•�]�v���]�•���������‹�µ���š���o�Ç���Œ���‰�o���v�]�•�Z�������š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���À���Œ�]�}�µ�•��
wet/dry cycles.

�ï�X�í�X�î���� ���µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v
�d�Z�����]�v�]�Ÿ���o���W�o���v���Á���•���µ�‰�����š�������]�v���î�ì�ì�ô���š�}�����À���o�µ���š�����š�Z�����Ç�]���o�����}�(���š�Z���������•�]�v�����v�����‰�Œ���•���v�š�������•�µ�•�š���]�v�����o�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P��

�‰�o���v���(�}�Œ���µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì�]�v�P���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���Œ���•�}�µ�Œ�����•���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�����v�����š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���µ�v�����Œ���Á���š�U���v�}�Œ�u���o�U��
���v�������Œ�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���~�>�^���������v�����'�^�/�U���î�ì�ì�õ�•�X���d�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�������]�v��Table 3-1 is the result 
�}�(�����v���µ�‰�����š���������v���o�Ç�•�]�•���š�Z���š���(�µ�Œ�š�Z���Œ�����•�•���•�•�������P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�������À���o�}�‰�u���v�š���‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o�U�����+�����š�•���}�(�����o�]�u���š�������Z���v�P���U��
���v�����‰�}�•�•�]���o�������µ�P�u���v�š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����]�v�]�Ÿ���o���W�o���v�X 

Table 3-1�W���'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç

The updated basin yield analysis (LSCE and GSI, 2009), completed in August 2009, had the following 
conclusions:

 �Á�d�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�U���Á�]�š�Z�����µ�Œ�Œ���v�š�o�Ç�����v�À�]�•�]�}�v�������‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���Œ���š���•�����v�������]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v���Á�]�o�o���v�}�š�������µ�•����
�����š�Œ�]�u���v�š���o���•�Z�}�Œ�š�r���}�Œ���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�����+�����š�•���š�}���š�Z�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����v�����•�µ�Œ�(���������Á���š���Œ���Œ���•�}�µ�Œ�����•���]�v���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç��
and is, therefore, sustainable (Table 3-1)� . �&�µ�Œ�š�Z���Œ�U���o�}�����o�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���]�v���š�Z���������•�š���Œ�v��
end of the basin can be expected to repeat historical groundwater level declines during dry periods, 
�v�������•�•�]�š���Ÿ�v�P�������Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v�������•�]�Œ�������‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�����µ�����š�}���������Œ�����•�������Á���o�o���Ç�]���o���X���,�}�Á���À���Œ�U��
�š�Z�}�•�����Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�������v���������u���������µ�‰�����Ç�����v�����‹�µ�]�À���o���v�š�����u�}�µ�v�š���}�(���]�v���Œ�����•������
�‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���}�v�������•�Z�}�Œ�š�r�š���Œ�u�������•�]�•���]�v���}�š�Z���Œ���‰���Œ�š�•���}�(���š�Z���������•�]�v���Á�]�š�Z�}�µ�š�����]�•�Œ�µ�‰�Ÿ�v�P�������•�]�v�r�Á�]�������•�µ�•�š���]�v�����]�o�]�š�Ç���}�Œ��
�o�}�����o���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�������‰�����]�š�Ç���]�v���š�Z�}�•�����}�š�Z���Œ�����Œ�����•�X���&�}�Œ���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�U���š�Z�����u�}�����o�]�v�P�����v���o�Ç�•�]�•���]�v���]�����š������
�š�Z���š���]�š�������v���•�µ�•�š���]�v���š�Z�����‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���š�Z���š���]�•�����u���������������]�v���š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�X 

� �������W�}�š���v�Ÿ���o���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���~�‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�������š�Á�����v���ð�í�U�ñ�ì�ì�����v�����ð�ó�U�ñ�ì�ì�����(�Ç���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�•���Á�}�µ�o�����Œ���•�µ�o�š���]�v���o�}�Á���Œ���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•�U���(���]�o�µ�Œ�����}�(���š�Z����
basin to fully recover (during wet hydrologic cycles) from depressed storage that would occur during dry periods, and generally declining trends 
in groundwater levels and storage. �>�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���o�}�Á���Œ�]�v�P���}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•���Á�}�µ�o�������o�•�}���}�����µ�Œ���]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���~�‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�������š�Á�����v��
���‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���í�ò�U�ì�ì�ì�����v�����v�����Œ�o�Ç���ð�ì�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�Ç�•���Á�]�š�Z���}�v�o�Ç���‰���Œ�Ÿ���o���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o���Œ�����}�À���Œ�Ç���}�����µ�Œ�Œ�]�v�P���]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�X���d�Z�µ�•�U���š�Z�����W�}�š���v�Ÿ���o��
�K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���Á�}�µ�o�����v�}�š���������•�µ�•�š���]�v�����o�����}�À���Œ�������o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���‰���Œ�]�}���X

Aquifer
�'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���W�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v���~���(�•

�E�}�Œ�u���o���z�����Œ�• ���Œ�Ç���z�����Œ���í ���Œ�Ç���z�����Œ���î ���Œ�Ç���z�����Œ���ï

Alluvium 30,000 to 40,000 30,000 to 35,000 30,000 to 35,000 30,000 to 35,000

Saugus 7,500 to 15,000 15,000 to 25,000 21,000 to 25,000 21,000 to 35,000

Total 37,500 to 55,000 45,000 to 60,000 51,000 to 60,000 51,000 to 70,000
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 �ÁSeveral climate change models were examined 
�š�}�����•�Ÿ�u���š�����š�Z�����‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o���]�u�‰�����š�•���}�v���o�}�����o��
hydrology in the Santa Clarita Valley. The 
�Œ���v�P�����}�(���‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o�����o�]�u���š�������Z���v�P�����]�u�‰�����š�•��
extends from a possible wet trend to a possible 
dry trend over the long term (from 2010 
through 2095). The trends that range from 
���v�����‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š�������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o��
���À���Œ���P�����‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�U���š�}���•�}�u���š�Z�]�v�P���Á���©���Œ��
�š�Z���v���š�Z���š�U���Á�}�µ�o�������‰�‰�����Œ���š�}���Œ���•�µ�o�š���]�v�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ������
�•�µ�•�š���]�v�����]�o�]�š�Ç���}�(���š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�U��
���P���]�v���Á�]�š�Z���]�v�š���Œ�u�]�©���v�š�����}�v�•�š�Œ���]�v�š�•���}�v���(�µ�o�o��
pumping in the eastern part of the basin. The 
�‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�����Œ�Ç���š�Œ���v�������Œ�]�•�]�v�P���}�µ�š���}�(��
climate change would be expected to decrease 
local recharge to the point that lower and 
declining groundwater levels would render 
�š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���µ�v�•�µ�•�š���]�v�����o���X 
�h�o�Ÿ�u���š���o�Ç���]�š���Á���•���Œ�����}�P�v�]�Ì�������š�Z���š�������Á�]�������Œ���v�P����
�}�(���‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o�����o�]�u���š�������Z���v�P�����•�����v���Œ�]�}�•���‰�Œ�}���µ������
a range of non-unique results with respect 
�š�}���o�}�����o���Z�Ç���Œ�}�o�}�P�]�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����v�������•�•�}���]���š������
sustainable groundwater supply. Notable in 
�š�Z�����Á�]�������Œ���v�P�����}�(���‰�}�•�•�]���]�o�]�Ÿ���•�U���Z�}�Á���À���Œ�U���Á���•��
�š�Z�����}�µ�š�‰�µ�š���š�Z���š�U���}�À���Œ���š�Z�����‰�o���v�v�]�v�P���Z�}�Œ�]�Ì�}�v���}�(��
the 2010 and 2015 UWMP (through 2050), 
�š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���Œ���o���Ÿ�À���o�Ç���Á���š���š�}���Œ���o���Ÿ�À���o�Ç�����Œ�Ç��
�Z�Ç���Œ�}�o�}�P�]�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���Á�}�µ�o�������������Æ�‰�����š�������š�}��
�‰�Œ�}���µ�������•�µ�•�š���]�v�����o�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•��
�µ�v�����Œ���š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�X

Based on the preceding conclusions, 
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç���Z���•�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������]�v��
�������}�Œ�����v�������Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�X

3.1.3  Sustainable Groundwater 
Management Act (SGMA)

The Sustainable Groundwater Management 
Act (SGMA) was passed by the State in 2014, 
which provided a state-wide framework for 
“management and use of groundwater in a manner 
that can be maintained during the planning 
���v�����]�u�‰�o���u���v�š���Ÿ�}�v���Z�}�Œ�]�Ì�}�v���Á�]�š�Z�}�µ�š�������µ�•�]�v�P��
undesirable results”. SGMA requires local water 
agencies to sustainable manage groundwater 
resources. By January 2022, the Santa Clarita Valley 

Groundwater Sustainability Agency (SCV-GSA) will 
develop a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) 
�š�Z���š�������•���Œ�]�����•�������•�]�v�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����v�����Z�}�Á���^���s�r�'�^����
will sustainably manage the groundwater resources 
�]�v���š�Z���������•�]�v���Á�]�š�Z�}�µ�š�������µ�•�]�v�P���•�]�P�v�]�.�����v�š�����v����
unreasonable undesirable results. 

Sustainable groundwater management provides 
�������µ�+���Œ�����P���]�v�•�š�����Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š�����v�������o�]�u���š�������Z���v�P�������v����
contributes to reliable water supplies regardless 
�}�(���Á�����š�Z���Œ���‰���©���Œ�v�•�X Santa Clarita depends on 
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���(�}�Œ�������‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���]�š�•�����v�v�µ���o���Á���š���Œ��
supply and sustainable groundwater management 
�]�•�����•�•���v�Ÿ���o���š�}�������Œ���o�]�����o�������v�����Œ���•�]�o�]���v�š���Á���š���Œ���•�Ç�•�š���u�X

The SCV-GSA’s GSP will cover the East Subbasin 
of the Santa Clara River Groundwater Basin 
(Figure 3-1). Its western limit is near the Los 
Angeles-Ventura County Line and its eastern 
limit is generally along Highway 14. It includes 
the neighborhoods of Castaic, Stevenson Ranch, 
Valencia, Newhall, Saugus, and Canyon Country.

�&�}�Œ���]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���}�v���š�Z�����^�'�D�������+�}�Œ�š�•���]�v���š�Z����
Subbasin, please refer to the homepage for SCV-
�'�^�������š���Z�©�‰�•�W�l�l�•���À�P�•���X�}�Œ�P�X��

�ï�X�î���� ���o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���t���'���v���Œ���o
�d�Z�����•�‰���Ÿ���o�����Æ�š���v�š���}�(���š�Z�������‹�µ�]�(���Œ�•���µ�•�������(�}�Œ��

groundwater supply in the Valley, the Alluvium and 
�š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�U�����Œ�����]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���š�������]�v��Figure 3-1. 
�'���}�o�}�P�]���������•���Œ�]�‰�Ÿ�}�v�•�����v�����Z�Ç���Œ�}�P���}�o�}�P�]���������š���]�o�•��
related to both aquifers are included in several 
technical reports including Slade (1986, 1988, and 
2002), CH2M Hill (2005) and LSCE (2005), the 2005 
UWMP (CLWA, 2005), the 2010 UWMP (CLWA, 
2011), and the 2015 UWMP.

Consistent with the 2001 Update Report (Slade, 
2002), the 2005 Basin Yield Report (CH2M Hill and 
LSCE, 2005), the 2009 Updated Basin Yield Report 
(LSCE and GSI, 2009), and the UWMPs (2005, 2010, 
���v�����î�ì�í�ñ�•�U���š�Z�����u���v���P���u���v�š���‰�Œ�����Ÿ�������}�(���š�Z�������P���v���Ç��
���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���•���š�}���������Œ���o�]���v�������}�v���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z����
Alluvium for part of the overall municipal water 
supply, whereby total pumping from the Alluvium 
(by municipal, agricultural, and private pumpers) 
�]�•���]�v���������}�Œ�����v�������Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�U��
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30,000 to 40,000 afy in wet and normal years, with 
�‰�}�•�•�]���o�����Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���š�}���ï�ì�U�ì�ì�ì���š�}���ï�ñ�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�Ç�����µ�Œ�]�v�P��
�u�µ�o�Ÿ�‰�o�������Œ�Ç���Ç�����Œ�•�X �^�µ���Z���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Á�]�o�o���u���Æ�]�u�]�Ì����
use of the Alluvium because of the aquifer’s ability 
to store and produce good quality water on a 
sustainable basis, and because the Alluvium is 
capable of rapid recovery of groundwater storage 
in wet periods. As with many groundwater basins, 
�]�š���]�•���‰�}�•�•�]���o�����š�}���]�v�š���Œ�u�]�©���v�š�o�Ç�����Æ���������������o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u��
average yield for one or more years without 
�o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�������À���Œ�•�������+�����š�•�X Higher pumping for 
short periods may temporarily lower groundwater 
storage and related water levels, as has been the 
�����•�����]�v���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���•���À���Œ���o���Ÿ�u���•���•�]�v�������š�Z�����í�õ�ï�ì�–�•�X 
However, subsequent decreases in pumping limit 
the amount of water level decline. Normal to 
wet-period recharge results in a rapid return of 
groundwater levels to historic highs. Historical 
groundwater level data collected from the 
���o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���}�À���Œ���v�µ�u���Œ�}�µ�•���Z�Ç���Œ�}�o�}�P�]�������Ç���o���•�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ����
�š�}���‰�Œ�}�À�]���������•�•�µ�Œ���v�������š�Z���š���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v�•�U��
if locally lowered during dry periods, recover in 
subsequent average or wet years. Such water level 
�Œ���•�‰�}�v�•�����š�}���Œ���]�v�(���o�o���]�•�������•�]�P�v�]�.�����v�š�����Z���Œ�����š���Œ�]�•�Ÿ�����}�(��
permeable, porous, alluvial aquifer systems that 
occur within large watersheds. In light of these 
�Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o���}���•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����}�u�‰�o���u���v�š���������Ç���š�Z����
long-term sustainability analysis using a numerical 
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���G�}�Á���u�}�����o���]�v���î�ì�ì�ô�U���š�Z���Œ�����]�•���}�v�P�}�]�v�P��
���}�v�.�����v�������š�Z���š���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���Á�]�o�o�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�����š�}������������
sustainable source of water supply at the rates of 
pumping as described in the 2009 Updated Basin 
Yield Report, and incorporated in the Valley’s 
recent UWMPs.

Long-term adverse impacts to the Alluvium 
could occur if the amount of water extracted 
from the aquifer were to exceed the amount of 
water that recharges the aquifer over an extended 
period. �,�}�Á���À���Œ�U���š�Z�����‹�µ���v�Ÿ�š�Ç�����v�����‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç���}�(���Á���š���Œ��
�]�v���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�����v�������o�o���•�]�P�v�]�.�����v�š���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u��
�š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�����Œ�����Œ�}�µ�Ÿ�v���o�Ç���u�}�v�]�š�}�Œ�����U�����v�����v�}��
long-term adverse impacts have ever been evident. 
�h�o�Ÿ�u���š���o�Ç�U���^���s���t���š���Œ���Z���•���]�����v�Ÿ�.���������}�}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�À����
measures to be taken, if needed, to ensure 

sustainable use of the aquifer’s groundwater 
resources. Such measures include, but are not 
�o�]�u�]�š�������š�}�U���š�Z�������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�����}�v�i�µ�v���Ÿ�À�����µ�•�����}�(��
SWP and other imported supplemental water with 
�o�}�����o���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�U�����Œ�Ÿ�.���]���o���Œ�����Z���Œ�P�����}�(���š�Z�������‹�µ�]�(���Œ��
�Á�]�š�Z���o�}�����o���Œ�µ�v�}�+���}�Œ���}�š�Z���Œ���•�µ�Œ�(���������Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�U��
expanded use of other water supplies such as 
�Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ�U�����v�������Æ�‰���v���������]�u�‰�o���u���v�š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
�����u���v���r�•�]�������u���v���P���u���v�š�U���]�v���o�µ���]�v�P�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�X

3.2.1  Alluvium – 2019 Pumpage
Total pumping from the Alluvium in 2019 was 

approximately 21,000 af, approximately 5,450 
af less than was pumped in 2018 and below the 
���µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���Œ���v�P�����(�}�Œ���������Œ�Ç���Ç�����Œ�X �K�(���š�Z����
total Alluvial pumping in 2019, approximately 9,050 
af (43 percent) was for municipal water supply, and 
the balance, approximately 11,950 af (57 percent), 
was for agriculture and other private uses, 
�]�v���o�µ���]�v�P���]�v���]�À�]���µ���o�����}�u���•�Ÿ�����µ�•���•�X The decrease in 
groundwater pumping from the Alluvium in 2019 
�(�Œ�}�u���î�ì�í�ô���Á���•���š�Z�����Œ���•�µ�o�š���}�(�������Z�]�P�Z���Œ���‰�Œ�}�‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v��
of water demands being met by imported water 
supplies.

3.2.2  Alluvium – Hydrogeologic 
���}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•

�/�v�š���Œ�‰�Œ���š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���o�}�v�P���Œ���š���Œ�u�U���Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o��
groundwater levels and pumping indicate that 
the amount of groundwater pumping in 2019 
was at the lower end of historically observed 
���}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U���Á�Z�]�o�����Œ�������v�š���š�Œ���v���•���]�v���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
levels are consistent with dry period declines or 
�•�š�����o�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�X Since 1980, when SWP deliveries 
began, there has been a change in municipal/
���P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�����]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v���š�}�Á���Œ��������
�Z�]�P�Z���Œ���(�Œ�����Ÿ�}�v���(�}�Œ���u�µ�v�]���]�‰���o���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���(�Œ�}�u��
approximately 50 percent to more than 65 percent 
�}�(�����o�o�µ�À�]���o���‰�µ�u�‰���P���U���Œ���G�����Ÿ�v�P���P���v���Œ���o���o���v�����µ�•����
changes in the Valley. �d�Z�����Œ�������v�š���•�Z�]�L���������l���š�}��
a 50 percent municipal/agricultural pumping 
���]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v���}�À���Œ���š�Z�����o���•�š���(���Á���Ç�����Œ�•���]�•���Œ���o���š�������š�}��
an increase in imported municipal water use and 
not due to changes in land use. �h�o�Ÿ�u���š���o�Ç�U���}�v������
�o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�����À���Œ���P�������v�v�µ���o�������•�]�•���•�]�v�������š�Z�����]�v�]�Ÿ���Ÿ�}�v��
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of SWP deliveries in 1980, total Alluvial pumping 
has been approximately 32,400 afy, which is at the 
�o�}�Á���Œ�����v�����}�(���š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���Ç�]���o�����}�(���š�Z����
Alluvium during normal years and in the middle 
of the range for dry years. That annual average 
has been about the same over the last ten years, 
approximately 32,500 afy, which remains within 
�š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���Ç�]���o�����}�(���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���}�v��
�����o�}�v�P���š���Œ�u�����v�v�µ���o�����À���Œ���P���������•�]�•���Œ���‰�Œ���•���v�Ÿ�v�P��
�v�}�Œ�u���o���Z�Ç���Œ�}�o�}�P�]�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����v�������o�•�}���Á�]�š�Z�]�v���š�Z����
�Œ���v�P�����(�}�Œ���u�µ�o�Ÿ�‰�o�������Œ�Ç���Ç�����Œ�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�X The overall 
historic record of Alluvial pumping is shown in 
���‰�‰���v���]�Æ���� and illustrated in Figure 3-2.

Groundwater levels in various parts of the basin 
�Z���À�����Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o�o�Ç�����Æ�Z�]���]�š���������]�+���Œ���v�š���Œ���•�‰�}�v�•���•���š�}��
���}�š�Z���‰�µ�u�‰���P�������v�������o�]�u���Ÿ�����G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•�X Since the 
�í�õ�ò�ì�[�•�U�������‰���v���]�v�P���}�v���o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�U���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•��
in the Alluvium have remained fairly stable with 
�•�u���o�o���•�����•�}�v���o���À���Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v�•���~�P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç���š�}�Á���Œ�����š�Z����
western end in the main part of the Valley), or have 
�G�µ���š�µ���š�������(�Œ�}�u���v�����Œ���š�Z�����P�Œ�}�µ�v�����•�µ�Œ�(���������Á�Z���v��
the subbasin is full in wet periods, to as much as 
�í�ì�ì���(�����š���o�}�Á���Œ�����µ�Œ�]�v�P���]�v�š���Œ�u�]�©���v�š�����Œ�Ç���‰���Œ�]�}���•���}�(��
reduced recharge (generally toward the eastern 
end of the subbasin). When water levels are low, 
�Á���o�o���Ç�]���o���•�����v�����‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�������‰�����]�Ÿ���•���]�v���š�Z���������•�š���Œ�v��
���Œ�����•�����Œ�����]�u�‰�����š���������µ�����š�}�������Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���š�Z����
saturated thickness of the Alluvium which impacts 
�Á���o�o���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�X SCV Water typically responds by 
decreasing or ceasing pumping from the Alluvium 
and increasing the use of groundwater from the 
�^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����]�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������~�^�t�W�����v�����}�š�Z���Œ�•��
supplies, as shown in ���‰�‰���v���]�Æ����. The Agency 
���o�•�}���•�Z�]�L�•�������(�Œ�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]���o���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���š�Z���š��
would normally be supplied by the eastern areas to 
areas further west, where well yields and pumping 
�����‰�����]�Ÿ���•���Œ���u���]�v���P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç�����}�v�•�š���v�š�����������µ�•�����}�(��
�•�u���o�o���Œ���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o���G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���Œ���•�‰�}�v�•����
to wet and dry hydrologic periods. 

�&�}�Œ���]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����À���Œ�]�}�µ�•���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
�o���À���o�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�U���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]���o���Á���o�o�•��
have been grouped into areas with similar 
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o���‰���©���Œ�v�•�U�����•���•�Z�}�Á�v���]�v��Figure 

3-3. The groundwater level records from many 
�u�}�v�]�š�}�Œ�������Á���o�o�•���]�v���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç���Z���À�����������v�����v���o�Ç�Ì������
���v���������Œ���‰�Œ���•���v�š���Ÿ�À�����v�µ�u�����Œ���}�(���Á���o�o�•���Z���À�����������v��
�•���o�����š�������š�}���]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���š�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v��
�š�Z�������]�+���Œ���v�š�����Œ�����•���}�(���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�X The data from 
�š�Z�����Œ���‰�Œ���•���v�š���Ÿ�À�����Á���o�o�•���Z���À�����������v���}�Œ�P���v�]�Ì�������]�v�š�}��
�Z�Ç���Œ�}�P�Œ���‰�Z���(�}�Œ�u���•�Z�}�Á�]�v�P���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v��
�}�v�������Ÿ�u�����•���Œ�]���•�������•�]�•�����•���]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���š�������]�v��Figures 3-4 
and 3-5.  Also shown on these plots is a marker 
�]�v���]�����Ÿ�v�P���Á�Z���š�Z���Œ�����v�Ç�������o���v�����Œ���Ç�����Œ���Z�����������o�}�Á�r
average rainfall. ���•���•�Z�}�Á�v���}�v���š�Z�����.�P�µ�Œ���•�U���š�Z����
Valley has experienced a long-term dry period for 
the most part since 2006. The plots show the range 
�}�(���À���o�µ���•���}�À���Œ���Ÿ�u�����š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���������Z�����Œ���������v�������}�v�š���]�v��
�����•�µ�8���]���v�š�o�Ç���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���Œ�����}�Œ�����š�}���]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���š�����š�Œ���v���•��
�}�À���Œ���Ÿ�u�����š�Z���š�����Œ�����š�Ç�‰�]�����o�o�Ç���}���•���Œ�À�������]�v���������Z�����Œ�����X 

Situated along the upstream end of the Santa 
Clara River, the Mint Canyon area, located at 
the far eastern end of the Valley, and the nearby 
�����}�À�����^���µ�P�µ�•���t���š���Œ���Z�����o���u���Ÿ�}�v���W�o���v�š���~�t�Z�W�•��
area generally exhibit similar groundwater level 
responses (Figure 3-4) to hydrologic (local climate) 
���v�����‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�X �'�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v�•��
in wells located in the Mint Canyon area generally 
show more pronounced water level recoveries 
during wet periods as compared to groundwater 
levels in the Above Saugus WRP area. These 
eastern parts of the Valley have historically 
���Æ�‰���Œ�]���v�������������v�µ�u�����Œ���}�(�����o�š���Œ�v���Ÿ�v�P���Á���š�����v�������Œ�Ç��
�Z�Ç���Œ�}�o�}�P�]�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����µ�Œ�]�v�P���Á�Z�]���Z���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
level declines have been followed by returns 
to high or mid-range historic levels. Long-term 
pumping in the Mint Canyon area has averaged 
approximately 6,800 afy (1985-2019). However, 
since a high of over 12,000 afy in 2006, pumping 
in the Mint Canyon area has since generally 
declined, and in 2019 pumping was approximately 
2,100 af. Historical wet and dry periods illustrate 
the groundwater level response to managed 
Alluvial pumping. The period from 2006 through 
2010 saw water level declines on the order of 
�ñ�ì���š�}���ò�ì���(�����š�V���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���Á���•���P�Œ�����µ���o�o�Ç���Œ�����µ�������U��
and water levels stopped declining (Figure 3-6 
and 3-4). ���^�µ���•���‹�µ���v�š���Á���š�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���o���š����
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Figure 3-3
Alluvial Well Locations By Area
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Figure 3-4

Groundwater Elevations in
Eastern Santa Clarita Valley Alluvial Wells
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Figure 3-5

Groundwater Elevations in
Western Santa Clarita Valley Alluvial Wells
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Figure 3-6
Annual Groundwater Production from Alluvium by Area (Acre-feet)
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�î�ì�í�ì�U�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�]�v�P���]�v�š�}���î�ì�í�í�U���Œ���•�µ�o�š�������]�v�������v�����Œ�o�Ç��
full recovery of groundwater levels and aquifer 
�•�š�}�Œ���P�������Œ�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���•�]�v�������î�ì�í�î�����}�µ�‰�o�������Á�]�š�Z���š�Z����
sustained decrease in pumping have resulted in 
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•���•�š�����]�o�]�Ì�]�v�P�����v�����•�Z�}�Á�]�v�P���•�o�]�P�Z�š��
increases in groundwater levels since 2013 in the 
Mint Canyon area (Figure 3-4). It is expected that 
aquifer storage and groundwater levels in the Mint 
Canyon area will recover once normal and/or wet 
���}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���Œ���•�µ�u�����]�v���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�X��

Just west of the Mint Canyon area, the Above 
Saugus WRP area has shown similar hydrologic 
trends. Pumping trends are historically similar 
to the Mint Canyon area, with the pumping 
�G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�v�P���]�v���Œ���•�‰�}�v�•�����š�}���Á���š�����v�������Œ�Ç���‰���Œ�]�}���•�X 
However, long-term average annual pumping in 
the Above Saugus WRP area has been less than 
half the pumping rate in Mint Canyon, as shown in 
Figure 3-6, at approximately 3,300 afy (1985-2019). 
Since the most recent high pumping rate of almost 
6,000 af in 2010, pumping in this area has steadily 
declined, and in 2019 was 700 af, a slight decrease 
from 2018.  Groundwater level response is similar 
to the Mint Canyon area in that groundwater levels 
���Œ�����•���v�•�]�Ÿ�À�����š�}���À���Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���Œ���]�v�(���o�o�����v�����‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�X 
Groundwater levels have exhibited a decline on the 
order of since 2005/2006 (except for a moderate 
rise in 2010/2011 in response to the above normal 
rainfall in that period) through 2014. Groundwater 
levels in the Above Saugus WRP area rose 40 to 60 
feet from 2015 through 2019.

In the Bouquet Canyon area, groundwater 
levels, as represented by the Guida and Clark 
wells in Figure 3-4�U�����Œ�����]�v�G�µ���v�����������Ç�������v�µ�u�����Œ��
of factors, including groundwater pumping and 
�Œ�����Z���Œ�P�����(�Œ�}�u���Œ���]�v�(���o�o�U���v���š�µ�Œ���o���•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á���]�v��

Bouquet Canyon Creek and releases from Bouquet 
Reservoir into Bouquet Canyon Creek. Long-
term annual groundwater pumping has averaged 
1,600 afy (1985-2019) and has steadily declined 
since 2006 from a high of approximately 2,400 
af to approximately 900 af in 2019 (similar to the 
pumping rates of the late 1980s).  Groundwater 
���o���À���Ÿ�}�v�•���Z�������]�v���Œ�����•�������]�v���Œ���•�‰�}�v�•�����š�}�������Á���š��
rainfall year in 2005 and to resumed ‘normal’ 
releases of water from Bouquet Reservoir to 
Bouquet Canyon Creek that occurred in 2009 
through 2011�!. �,�}�Á���À���Œ�U���š�Z�������Œ�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����v��������
���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v�����}�µ�‹�µ���š���Z���•���Œ�À�}�]�Œ���Œ���o�����•���•��
(related to streambed issues – not drought related) 
from 2012 through 2018 resulted in groundwater 
���o���À���Ÿ�}�v�•���������o�]�v�]�v�P�������š�}�š���o���}�(���ï�ì���š�}���ð�ñ���(�����š�X���/�v��
�î�ì�í�õ�U���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v���Œ�}�•�������‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç��
10 feet, but generally remained near historic lows. 

Wells located in the San Francisquito Canyon 
area and presented in Figure 3-5 (W5, W9 
and W11 wells) generally exhibit similar long-
term groundwater level trends that respond to 
�À���Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���Œ���]�v�(���o�o�����v�����‰�µ�u�‰���P�����Á�]�š�Z���•�����•�}�v���o��
�������o�]�v���•�����v�����‰���Œ�Ÿ���o���Œ�����}�À���Œ�Ç���]�v�����Œ�Ç���Ç�����Œ�•���}�Œ���(�µ�o�o��
recovery to historical highs in wet years, similar in 
nature to other eastern areas of the Valley. In this 
area, groundwater levels declined approximately 
50 feet from historic highs between 2011 and 2016 
and have since recovered between 30 to 40 feet. 
The long-term average annual pumping rate has 
been approximately 1,800 afy (1985-2019) with a 
peak of approximately 3,900 af in 2005 and 2015 
(and generally a higher sustained level of annual 
pumping through that ten-year period). Since 
2015, annual pumping has gradually declined to 
approximately 2,300 afy, with 2,200 af pumped in 
2019.  

�!�&�o�}�Á���]�v�����}�µ�‹�µ���š�������v�Ç�}�v�����Œ�����l���]�•���Œ���P�µ�o���š���������Ç���Œ���o�����•���•���(�Œ�}�u�����}�µ�‹�µ���š���Z���•���Œ�À�}�]�Œ�U���Á�Z�]���Z���]�•���}�‰���Œ���š���������Ç���>�}�•�����v�P���o���•�������‰���Œ�š�u���v�š���}�(���t���š���Œ�����v�����W�}�Á���Œ�X 
Per an agreement with United Water Conservation District, minimum releases from Bouquet Reservoir are specified. These releases had been 
�u���]�v�š���]�v�������µ�v�š�]�o�������•���Œ�]���•���}�(���•�š�}�Œ�u�•�������P�]�v�v�]�v�P���]�v��� �����#�����Œ�����š�������•�µ���•�š���v�š�]���o���Œ�µ�v�}�(�(�����v�����•�����]�u���v�š�������‰�}�•�]�š�]�}�v���š�Z���š�����o�š���Œ�������š�Z�����•�š�Œ�����u���������•�}���š�Z���š�����À���v���•�u���o�o��
amounts of flow overflows onto Bouquet Canyon Road. The flow carrying capacity of the creek was also impacted by an increase in sedimentation 
from runoff from areas burned by wildfires. Efforts to prevent flow onto the road while maintaining specified releases, restoring habitat and 
recharging domestic wells have not been completely successful, and therefore releases from Bouquet Reservoir have continued to be reduced during 
�D���Œ���Z���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���K���š�}�����Œ���•�]�v������2006 (except for 2009-2011).  Currently, the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works is overseeing the Bouquet 
Canyon Creek Restoration Project with the primary objective to restore in-stream and riparian habitat by re-establishing creek flows. This project is 
still in the planning and implementation phases. (http://dpw.lacounty.gov/wrd/Projects/BouquetCanyonCreek/index.cfm). 
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�/�v���š�Z�����Á���•�š���Œ�v���‰���Œ�š�����v�����o�}�Á���Œ�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v��
�‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����•�µ�������•�]�v�U���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•���]�v���š�Z����
���o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���Œ���•�‰�}�v�����š�}���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P�����v�����‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v���]�v��
�����•�]�u�]�o���Œ���u���v�v���Œ�U�����µ�š���š�}�����v�����©���v�µ���š�������}�Œ���o�]�u�]�š������
extent compared to those situated in the eastern, 
�Z�]�P�Z���Œ�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v�����Œ�����•�X As shown in the group of 
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v���Z�Ç���Œ�}�P�Œ���‰�Z�•���]�v��Figure 3-5 
�š�Z�����u���P�v�]�š�µ�������}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o���G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
in the Below Saugus WRP area are less than those 
observed in the eastern areas of the Valley.  

Wells located in the Below Saugus WRP area in 
Figure 3-5 (VWD’s I and Q2 wells), along the Santa 
Clara River immediately downstream of the Saugus 
�t���š���Œ���Z�����o���u���Ÿ�}�v���W�o���v�š���P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç���•�Z�}�Á���������o�]�v�]�v�P��
groundwater levels between 20-60 feet from 2006 
through 2017, followed by a 10 to 15 foot recovery 
over 2018/2019. The long-term annual pumping 
rate in area has been about 5,500 afy (1985-
2019). Pumping in this area had been sustained at 
approximately 6,000 afy from the mid-1990s to the 
early 2000s, followed by more variable (and overall 
increasing) annual pumping that reached a peak of 
10,500 af in 2014. Since then, pumping has steadily 
decreased every year (except for 2018) to 2,400 af 
in 2019.  

Groundwater levels in the Castaic Valley area, 
located along Castaic Creek below Castaic Lake, 
�Z���À�����������v���Œ���o���Ÿ�À���o�Ç���•�š�����o�����•�]�v�������š�Z�����í�õ�ñ�ì�•���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z��
approximately 2011. Between 2011 and 2017, 
groundwater levels declined approximately 30 feet 
(Figure 3-5). The long-term annual pumping rate of 
wells in this area has been approximately 4,900 afy 
(1985-2019) (Figure 3-6). �K�À���Œ���u�}�•�š���}�(���š�Z�����Œ�����}�Œ���U��
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���Z�������������v���Œ���o���Ÿ�À���o�Ç���•�š�����o����
at about 5,300 afy through 2011 (except for a brief 
drop in the early 2000s). A subsequent steady 
decline occurred between 2011 and 2015. And 
�š�Z�����o���•�š���(�}�µ�Œ���Ç�����Œ�•�U���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���Z���•���•�š�����]�o�]�Ì���������P���]�v��
at approximately 3,000 afy. Groundwater levels 
in 2017 increased by 20 to 30 feet in the Castaic 
Valley Area and had nearly returned to historic 
highs. Groundwater levels decreased by about 10 
feet in 2018 and subsequently rose by about 10 
feet in 2019.

In the area downstream of the Valencia Water 
�Z�����o���u���Ÿ�}�v���W�o���v�š���~�t�Z�W�•�U���Á�Z�]���Z�����]�•���Z���Œ�P���•���š�Œ�����š������
���K�µ���v�š���š�}���š�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�����Z�]�À���Œ�U���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
pumping has averaged 9,300 afy (1985-2019). It 
increased from below 5,000 afy in the 1980s to 
above 13,300 afy in 2002. Since then, pumping 
�Z���•���������v���Œ���o���Ÿ�À���o�Ç�����}�v�•�š���v�š�����š�����‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç��
11,100 afy and was approximately 10,000 af 
in 2019 (Figure 3-6). Long-term groundwater 
levels in this area have generally been stable 
and have exhibited slight response to pumping 
���v�������o�]�u���Ÿ�����G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����o�š�Z�}�µ�P�Z���(�Œ�}�u���î�ì�ì�ô���š�}��
2016, a slight decline of approximately 10 feet 
has been observed in some wells in this area due 
�š�}���P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç�����Œ�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�X���/�v���î�ì�í�ó�U���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
levels increased slightly (5-10 feet) and were 
subsequently stable through 2019 (Figure 3-5).

In summary, groundwater levels over the last 
35 years in the Alluvium have exhibited historic 
highs as recent as 2011. �/�v���•�}�u�����o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�•�U���š�Z���Œ����
���Œ�������Œ�Ç�r�‰���Œ�]�}�����������o�]�v���•���~�Œ���•�µ�o�Ÿ�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���µ�•�����}�(���•�}�u����
groundwater from storage) followed by wet-period 
recoveries of groundwater levels and storage. 
�^�]�v�������]�u�‰�}�Œ�š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���•�µ�‰�‰�o���u���v�š���o���^�t�W���Á���š���Œ��
beginning in 1980, or over the last 50 to 60 years 
(since the 1950s - 60s), groundwater levels in the 
Alluvium show no chronic trend toward decreasing 
�Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•�����v�����•�š�}�Œ���P�����~�}�À���Œ���Œ���L�•�U�����o�š�Z�}�µ�P�Z���š�Z����
�Œ�������v�š���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�����Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š���Z���•���Z���������v���]�v�G�µ���v�������}�v��
groundwater levels in many areas of the subbasin. 
Consequently, pumping from the Alluvium has 
�������v�����v�������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���•���š�}���������•�µ�•�š���]�v�����o���U���Á���o�o���Á�]�š�Z�]�v��
�š�Z�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���Ç�]���o�����}�(���š�Z���š�����‹�µ�]�(���Œ���}�v�������o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u��
annual average basis. In 2019, groundwater levels 
were higher as compared to the previous year. 
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�ï�X�ï���� �^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���t���'���v���Œ���o
�t���o�o�•�����}�v�•�š�Œ�µ���š�������]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�����Œ����

operated by SCV Water in a manner consistent 
�Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�����v�����Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o��
�]�v�À���•�Ÿ�P���Ÿ�}�v�•���š�Z���š���]�v���o�µ�������š�Z�����î�ì�ì�í���h�‰�����š����
Report (Slade, 2002), the 2005 Basin Yield Report 
(CH2M Hill and LSCE, 2005), and the 2009 Updated 
Basin Yield Report (LSCE and GSI, 2009). These 
wells are primarily located in the southern and 
�Á���•�š���Œ�v���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���š�Z���������•�]�v���~Figure 3-7). The 
���µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���š���Œ�P���š�•���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z����
�^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���ó�U�ñ�ì�ì���š�}���í�ñ�U�ì�ì�ì��
afy in average/normal years, with planned dry-
year pumping of 15,000 to 35,000 afy for one 
�š�}���š�Z�Œ���������}�v�•�����µ�Ÿ�À�������Œ�Ç���Ç�����Œ�•�U���Á�Z���v���•�Z�}�Œ�š���P���•��
to SWP water supplies could occur. The Current 
�K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�����v�À�]�•�]�}�v�������š�Z���š���Z�]�P�Z���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P��
during dry periods would be followed by periods 
of lower pumping in order to allow recovery of 
�Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•�����v�����•�š�}�Œ���P�����]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�X 
�D���]�v�š���]�v�]�v�P���š�Z�����•�µ���•�š���v�Ÿ���o���À�}�o�µ�u�����}�(���Á���š���Œ��
�]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Œ���u���]�v�•�����v���]�u�‰�}�Œ�š���v�š��
strategy to help maintain water supplies in the 
Santa Clarita Valley during drought periods. The 
�����]�o�]�š�Ç���š�}���‰�µ�u�‰���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�����š�����Œ�Ç�r
year levels has been historically impaired due to 
�‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š�������}�v�š���u�]�v���Ÿ�}�v���]�•�•�µ���•�����v�����Œ���•�µ�o�š���v�š��
�Œ�����µ���������‰�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v�������‰�����]�š�Ç�X Both of these issues 
���Œ�������Æ�‰�����š�������š�}���������Œ���•�}�o�À�������š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���]�v�•�š���o�o���Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
treatment and achieving containment.

�ï�X�ï�X�í���� �^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���t���î�ì�í�õ��
Pumpage

�d�}�š���o���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���]�v��
2019 was approximately 9,000 af, or approximately 
400 af less than in the preceding year. This 
included approximately 3,200 af that were pumped 
from SCV Water’s Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 wells as 
part of the perchlorate pump and treat program 
as described herein. �d�Z�������µ�o�l���}�(���^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v��
pumping in 2019 (approximately 8,500 af) was for 
municipal water supply, and the balance (550 af) 
was for agricultural and other uses. 

�ï�X�ï�X�î���� �^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���t��
�,�Ç���Œ�}�P���}�o�}�P�]�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•

�^�]�v�������š�Z�����]�u�‰�}�Œ�š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���^�t�W���Á���š���Œ�������P�]�v�v�]�v�P��
�]�v���í�õ�ô�ì�U���š�}�š���o���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v��
has ranged between 3,700 afy in 1999 to a high of 
nearly 15,000 af in 1991. Average annual pumping 
from 1980 through 2019 has been approximately 
7,400 af. These pumping rates remain well within, 
and generally at the lower end of the range of the 
���µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�X 
The overall historic record of pumping from the 
�^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���]�•���]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���š�������]�v��Figure 3-8. 

Since the early 1990s, when groundwater 
�‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���‰�����l�����U���š�Z���Œ����
had been a steady decline in pumping through 
the remainder of that decade. Since then, Saugus 
�&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���Á���•���š�Œ���v���]�v�P���µ�‰�Á���Œ�����(�Œ�}�u��
approximately 4,000 af in the early 2000s to more 
than 11,800 af in 2016. Pumping in the Saugus was 
9,050 af in 2019, with the recent 5-year average at 
approximately 9,900 afy. 

Unlike the Alluvium, which has an abundance of 
wells with extensive water level records, the water 
�o���À���o�������š�����(�}�Œ���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�����Œ�����o�]�u�]�š������
���Ç�����}�š�Z���š�Z�����P���}�P�Œ���‰�Z�]�������]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����Á���o�o�•��
�]�v���š�Z���š���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����š�Z�����‰���Œ�]�}�����}�(���Œ�����}�Œ���X The 
number of wells has changed over the last several 
�Ç�����Œ�•���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�����������]�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���u�}�v�]�š�}�Œ�]�v�P���Á���o�o�•���Á���•�š��
�}�(���š�Z�����t�Z�]�š�š���l���Œ�������Œ�u�]�š�����(�����]�o�]�š�Ç���]�v���š�Z�����À�]���]�v�]�š�Ç��
of wells VWD-201�U���s�t���r�î�ì�ñ�U and VWD-160. 
However, the wells that do have a historical water 
level record �š�Z���š�����Æ�]�•�š�•���‰�Œ�]�}�Œ���š�}���š�Z�����]�v�]�š�]���š�]�}�v���}�(��
�^�t�W�������o�]�À���Œ�]���•��in 1980, indicate that groundwater 
levels in the �^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���š�]�}�v���Á���Œ�����Œ���o���š�]�À���o�Ç���o�}�Á��
�]�v���š�Z����1960s and experienced a gradual increase 
by the mid-1980s, followed by a decline that 
ended in the early 1990s. Since then, groundwater 
levels increased over the next 10 to 15 years and 
over the past 8 or 9 years have experienced a 
decline (Figure 3-9). The most recent downward 
trend has been experienced since 2006 through 
2016 (and as seen in some wells through 2018) 
which also ���}�Œ�Œ���•�‰�}�v���•���š�}�������o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�����o�]�u���š�]�������Œ�Ç��
�‰���Œ�]�}���X 
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Groundwater Production - Saugus Formation

Santa Clarita Valley Water Report
Santa Clarita Valley, Los Angeles County, California

Figure 3-8
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Figure 3-9

Groundwater Elevations in
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�/�v���š�Z�����•�}�µ�š�Z���Œ�v�r�u�}�•�š���^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Á���o�o�•��
(South Fork Area plot), groundwater level declines 
during this dry period have ranged from 50 to 100 
�(�����š�X�����Z���v�P���•���]�v���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����o���À���Ÿ�}�v�•���À���Œ�]������
in 2019 for the Southern Saugus area. Water 
levels either rose by 10 feet or less, or at NWD-12 
declined by 30 feet (probably due to returning to 
�•���Œ�À�]���������L���Œ�����o�u�}�•�š�������Ç�����Œ���}�(�������]�v�P���•�Z�µ�š���}�+���(�}�Œ��
maintenance work). In the central and western 
�^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Á���o�o�•���~�����v�š�Œ���o�l�t���•�š�����Œ�������‰�o�}�š�•�U��
declines have ranged from 10 to 80 feet from 2006 
to 2019 with the greatest declines seen at VWD-
201 which is at the level of the historic low seen 
in 1992. At VWD-160, also near its historic low, 
recorded about 10 feet of recovery in 2019 (also 
at VWD-206). �d�Z���Œ�������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���•���š�}���������G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
�]�v���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•�����©�Œ�]���µ�š�������š�}���•�����•�}�v���o�����v����
���o�]�u���Ÿ�����G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•�����o�}�v�P���Á�]�š�Z���‰�µ�u�‰���P���U�����µ�š��
�š�Z�����‰�Œ���À���o���v�š���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���š�Œ���v���U���Á�Z���v�����À���o�µ���Ÿ�v�P��
groundwater levels back to the 1960s is one of 
general stability.

Consistent with the 2001 Update Report (Slade, 
2002), the 2005 Basin Yield Report (CH2M Hill and 
LSCE, 2005), the 2005 UWMP, the 2009 Updated 
Basin Yield Report (LSCE and GSI, 2009), and the 
�î�ì�í�ñ���h�t�D�W�U���^���s���t���š���Œ�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���•���š�}���u���]�v�š���]�v��
groundwater storage and associated water levels 
�]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���•�}���š�Z���š���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���]�•�����À���]�o�����o����
during drought periods, when supplies from the 
Alluvium, the SWP, and/or other supplemental 
supplies may be reduced. The current period of 
increased pumping and during the early 1990s 
are examples of this management strategy. Most 
notably, in 1991, when SWP deliveries were 
�•�µ���•�š���v�Ÿ���o�o�Ç���Œ�����µ�������U���]�v���Œ�����•�������‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u��
�š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���u���������µ�‰�����o�u�}�•�š���Z���o�(���}�(��
the decrease in SWP deliveries. The increased 
�‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���}�À���Œ���•���À���Œ���o�����}�v�•�����µ�Ÿ�À�������Œ�Ç���Ç�����Œ�•���~�í�õ�õ�í�r
1994) resulted in short-term groundwater level 
�������o�]�v���•�U���Œ���G�����Ÿ�v�P���š�Z�����µ�•�����}�(���Á���š���Œ���(�Œ�}�u���•�š�}�Œ���P���X 
However, groundwater levels subsequently 
�Œ�����}�À���Œ�������]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Á�Z���v���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P��
declined in the late 1990s to early 2000s and 
�Œ�����Z���Œ�P�����(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���]�v���Œ�����•�����U���Œ���G�����Ÿ�v�P��

recovery of groundwater storage. It is expected 
�š�Z���š���}�v�����������v�}�Œ�u���o���š�}���Á���š�����o�]�u���Ÿ�����š�Œ���v�����}�����µ�Œ�•��
�]�v���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç���Œ���•�µ�o�Ÿ�v�P���]�v�����v���]�v���Œ�����•�����]�v���Œ�����Z���Œ�P����
�(�}�Œ�u���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���š�}���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���š�Z���š��
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���o���À���o�•���]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Á�]�o�o��
recover.  

�ï�X�ð���/�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•
SCV Water obtains the majority of its imported 

water supplies from the SWP, which is owned and 
operated by the DWR. SCV Water is one of 29 
contractors holding long-term SWP contracts with 
DWR. SWP water originates as rainfall and snow-
melt in the Sacramento and Feather watersheds 
�Á�Z���Œ�����š�Z�����^�t�W�[�•���o���Œ�P���•�š���Œ���•���Œ�À�}�]�Œ�U���>���l�����K�Œ�}�À�]�o�o���U��
is located. �d�Z�����Á���š���Œ���Œ���o�����•�������(�Œ�}�u���>���l�����K�Œ�}�À�]�o�o����
�G�}�Á�•�����}�Á�v���š�Z�����&�����š�Z���Œ���Z�]�À���Œ�U���i�}�]�v�•���G�}�Á�•���]�v���š�Z����
Sacramento River and enters the Sacramento-San 
Joaquin Delta. Water is diverted from the Delta 
�]�v�š�}���š�Z�������o�]�L�}�v�����}�µ�Œ�š���&�}�Œ�������Ç�U�����v�����š�Z���v���‰�µ�u�‰������
into the 444-mile long California Aqueduct. A 
�‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���^�t�W���Á���š���Œ�������o�]�À���Œ�������š�}���•�}�µ�š�Z���Œ�v��
California may temporarily be stored in San Luis 
Reservoir, which is jointly operated by DWR and 
�š�Z�����h�X�^�X�����µ�Œ�����µ���}�(���Z�����o���u���Ÿ�}�v�X Prior to delivery 
to SCV Water, SWP supplies are stored in Castaic 
Lake, a terminal reservoir located at the end of the 
West Branch of the California Aqueduct. 

SCV Water’s service area covers approximately 
195 square miles (124,800 acres), including the City 
of Santa Clarita and surrounding unincorporated 
���}�u�u�µ�v�]�Ÿ���•�X Water from the SWP and other 
sources located outside the Valley is treated, 
�.�o�š���Œ���������v�������]�•�]�v�(�����š���������š���^���s���t���š���Œ�[�•�������Œ�o��
�^���Z�u�]���š���&�]�o�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v���W�o���v�š�����v�����Z�]�}���s�]�•�š�����t���š���Œ��
Treatment Plant, which have a combined treatment 
capacity of 122 million gallons per day. This 
water is delivered from the treatment plants to 
�^���s���t���š���Œ�����v�����>�����t�����ï�ò���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���������]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v��
network of pipelines and turnouts. At present, SCV 
Water delivers water through 26 potable turnouts 
���•���•���Z���u���Ÿ�����o�o�Ç���]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���š�������]�v��Figure 3-10. 



Figure 3-10
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�/�v���î�ì�í�õ�U���^���s���t���š���Œ���(�µ�o�.�o�o�������š�Z�����(�}�o�o�}�Á�]�v�P���u���i�}�Œ��
accomplishments in order to enhance, preserve, 
and strengthen the quality and reliability of 
���Æ�]�•�Ÿ�v�P�����v�����(�µ�š�µ�Œ�����•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�W

 �Á���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������‰���Œ�Ÿ���]�‰���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���Á���š���Œ��
banking programs with RRBWSD and 
Semitropic, 

 �Á���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������š�}���‰���Œ�Ÿ���]�‰���š�����]�v���š�Á�}�r�(�}�Œ�r�}�v����
exchange programs with RRBWSD and WKWD, 
���v�����]�v�]�Ÿ���š�������v���Á���d�Á�}�r�(�}�Œ�r�K�v�������Æ���Z���v�P����
programs with Antelope Valley East Kern 
�t���š���Œ�����P���v���Ç�����v�����h�v�]�š�������t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v��
District,

 �Á���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���������+�}�Œ�š�•���]�v���š�Z���������À���o�}�‰�u���v�š���}�(������
groundwater sustainability plan (GSP) under 
the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act 
(SGMA),

 �Á�•�µ���u�]�©�����������P�Œ���v�š�����‰�‰�o�]�����Ÿ�}�v���(�}�Œ���š�Z����
�W�Œ�}�‰�}�•�]�Ÿ�}�v���ò�ô���(�µ�v���������Z�}�µ�v�����ï���^�µ�•�š���]�v�����o����
Groundwater Management Program,

 �Á���}�u�‰�o���š�������‰�Œ���o�]�u�]�v���Œ�Ç���v���P�}�Ÿ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Á�]�š�Z�����t�Z��
and other State Water Project Contractors 
to eventually implement a Delta Conveyance 
Project,

 �Á���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������Á�]�š�Z�������•�]�P�v�����v�������}�v�•�š�Œ�µ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
�u�µ�o�Ÿ�‰�o�����]�v�(�Œ���•�š�Œ�µ���š�µ�Œ�����‰�Œ�}�i�����š�•���]�v���o�µ���]�v�P���š�Z����
Magic Mountain Reservoir and pipeline,

 �Ácompleted Rosedale Rio Bravo Water Storage 
���]�•�š�Œ�]���š�����Æ�š�Œ�����Ÿ�}�v���/�u�‰�Œ�}�À���u���v�š���W�Œ�}�i�����š�U

 �Ábegan design of water treatment facility at N 
wells to remove PFAS, and

 �Á���Æ�����µ�š���������v�����P�Œ�����u���v�š���š�}���‰���Œ�Ÿ���]�‰���š�����]�v���W�Z���•����
2 of Sites Reservoir planning studies.

3.4.1  State Water Project Table A and 
�K�š�Z���Œ���/�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•

�������Z���^�t�W�����}�v�š�Œ�����š�}�Œ���Z���•�������•�‰�����]�.�������Á���š���Œ��
supply amount shown in Table A of its contract 
that currently totals approximately 4.1 million 
af. SCV Water’s contractual Table A Amount is 

95,200 afy of water from the SWP. The term of 
the SCV Water contract is through 2038. DWR 
�Œ���o�����•�������š�Z�����.�v���o�����v�À�]�Œ�}�v�u���v�š���o���/�u�‰�����š���Z���‰�}�Œ�š��
(EIR) for the proposed extension in November 
2018, and in January 2019, the Agency executed an 
amendment to extend the contract term through 
2085, however, the amendment will not become 
���+�����Ÿ�À�����µ�v�Ÿ�o�������Œ�š���]�v���‰�Œ�����������v�š�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����Œ����
met. 

�/�v���������]�Ÿ�}�v���š�}���d�����o���������•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�U���š�Z�����^�t�W��
���}�v�š�Œ�����š���‰�Œ�}�À�]�����•���(�}�Œ���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���š�Ç�‰���•���}�(��
water that may periodically be available, from 
� �̂��Œ�Ÿ���o�����î�í�_���Á���š���Œ�����v�����š�Z�����d�µ�Œ�v�r�������l���t���š���Œ���W�}�}�o��
Program. ���Œ�Ÿ���o�����î�í���Á���š���Œ���]�•���u�����������À���]�o�����o�����}�v�����v��
�µ�v�•���Z�����µ�o���������v�����]�v�š���Œ�Œ�µ�‰�Ÿ���o���������•�]�•�����v�����]�•���š�Ç�‰�]�����o�o�Ç��
available only in average to wet years, generally 
�}�v�o�Ç���(�}�Œ�������o�]�u�]�š�������Ÿ�u�����]�v���š�Z�����o���š�����Á�]�v�š���Œ�X Turn-Back 
Water Pool is for SWP contractors that will not 
�µ�•�����š�Z���]�Œ�����o�o�}�����š���������v�v�µ���o�����v�Ÿ�š�o���u���v�š�����v�����Á�]�•�Z��
to sell their project water to another contractor. 
�^�}�u���Ÿ�u���•���Á���š���Œ���������}�u���•�����À���]�o�����o�����]�v�����]�š�Z���Œ���}�(��
these programs that SCV Water may decide to 
�µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���X

�/�v�������Œ�o�Ç���î�ì�ì�ó�U���^���s���t���š���Œ���.�v���o�]�Ì�����������t���š���Œ��
�����‹�µ�]�•�]�Ÿ�}�v�����P�Œ�����u���v�š���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�������s�t�^�������v�����š�Z����
RRBWSD in Kern County. Under this Program, 
���µ���v�����s�]�•�š���[�•���Z�]�P�Z���G�}�Á���<���Œ�v���Z�]�À���Œ�����v�Ÿ�š�o���u���v�š�•��
(and other acquired waters that may become 
available) are captured and recharged within 
Rosedale-Rio Bravo’s service area on an ongoing 
basis. SCV Water receives 11,000 af of these 
supplies annually through either exchange of 
Buena Vista’s and Rosedale-Rio Bravo’s SWP 
supplies or through direct delivery of water to 
the California Aqueduct via the Cross Valley 
Canal. �K�š�Z���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���š�Z���š���Z���À�����������v���µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì�������]�v��
previous years include water from the Turn-Back 
�t���š���Œ���W�}�}�o���W�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�U��� �̂��Œ�Ÿ���o�����î�í�_���Á���š���Œ�U���š�Z�����z�µ������
�������}�Œ�������P�Œ�����u���v�š�U���^�G���Æ�]���o�����•�š�}�Œ���P���_���]�v�������•�š���]����
Lake (up to 6,060 afy), and Nickel water (1,607 
afy) as described in Chapter 4 and previous Water 
Reports. In 2008, SCV Water entered into the Yuba 
Accord Agreement, which allows for the purchase 
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of water from the Yuba County Water Agency through the Department of Water Resources to 21 State 
Water Project contractors (including SCV Water) and the San Luis and Delta-Mendota Water Authority. This 
non-SWP supply is available to SCV Water in certain years depending on hydrology. Under certain hydrologic 
���}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���Á���š���Œ���u���Ç�����������À���]�o�����o�����š�}���^���s���t���š���Œ���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�]�•���‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�X 

�����&�]�v���o���î�ì�í�õ�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���Á���•���ó�ñ�9���}�(�����}�v�š�Œ�����š�µ���o���d�����o�����������u�}�µ�v�š���}�(���õ�ñ�U�î�ì�ì�����(�U���Á�Z�]���Z���‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���•�•���������•���(�}�o�o�}�Á�•�W��
�� �/�v�]�Ÿ���o�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�U���E�}�À���u�����Œ���ï�ì�U���î�ì�í�ô�� �í�ì�9�� �õ�U�ñ�î�ì�����(
�� ���o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���]�v���Œ�����•���U���:���v�µ���Œ�Ç���î�ñ�U���î�ì�í�õ�� �í�ñ�9�� �í�ð�U�î�ð�ì�����(
�� ���o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���]�v���Œ�����•���U���&�����Œ�µ���Œ�Ç���î�ì�U���î�ì�í�õ�� �ï�ñ�9�� �ï�ï�U�ï�î�ì�����(
�� ���o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���]�v���Œ�����•���U���D���Œ���Z���î�ì�U���î�ì�í�õ�� �ó�ì�9�� �ò�ò�U�ò�ð�ì�����(
�� �&�]�v���o�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�U���:�µ�v�����í�õ�U���î�ì�í�õ���� �� �ó�ñ�9�� �ó�í�U�ð�ì�ì�����(

�  Total carryover from 2018 available in 2019 was 39,211 af. �K�(���š�Z���š�����u�}�µ�v�š�U���ï�U�ò�ì�ô�����(���Á���Œ���������o�]�À���Œ�����������š�Á�����v���:���v�µ���Œ�Ç�����v�����D���Œ���Z���î�ì�í�õ�U���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z����

remaining “spilling” back into the DWR SWP system. 

�! Return of 2016 exchange in August 2019. 

�"���Z���G�����š�•���Á���š���Œ���o�}�•�•�U���µ�•�������Ç���š�Z�����Z�]�}���s�]�•�š�����t���š���Œ���d�Œ�����š�u���v�š���W�o���v�š���~�]�v���o�µ���]�v�P���ï�î�ï�����(���]�v���î�ì�í�õ���(�}�Œ���t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���'���Œ�����v�•�U�����v�����u���š���Œ���Œ�������]�v�P��
���]�+���Œ���v�����•�X

�# Total Table A carryover from 2019 available in 2020. 

�ï�X�ð�X�î���� �î�ì�í�õ���/�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����v�������]�•�‰�}�•�]�Ÿ�}�v
���•���u���v�Ÿ�}�v�����������}�À���U���^���s���t���š���Œ���Z���•���������}�v�š�Œ�����š�µ���o���d�����o�����������u�}�µ�v�š���}�(���õ�ñ�U�î�ì�ì�����(�Ç���}�(���Á���š���Œ���(�Œ�}�u���^�t�W�X 

As shown in Table 3-2�U���š�Z�������o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���‰�Œ�}�����•�•���‰�Œ�}�����������������•���(�}�o�o�}�Á�•�W���š�Z�����]�v�]�Ÿ���o�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���(�}�Œ���î�ì�í�õ���Á���•��
���v�v�}�µ�v�����������•���í�ì���‰���Œ�����v�š���}�v���E�}�À���u�����Œ���ï�ì�U���î�ì�í�ô�X�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���]�v���Œ�����•���•���}�����µ�Œ�Œ�������}�v���:���v�µ���Œ�Ç���î�ñ�U���&�����Œ�µ���Œ�Ç���î�ì�U��
�D���Œ���Z���î�ì�U�����v�����š�Z�����.�v���o�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���Á���•�����v�v�}�µ�v���������}�v���:�µ�v�����í�õ�U���î�ì�í�õ�X �^���s���t���š���Œ�[�•���.�v���o�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(���d�����o��������
Amount for 2019 was 75 percent, or 71,400 af. �������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���]�v���î�ì�í�õ���]�v���o�µ���������ï�U�ò�ì�ô�����(���}�(���^�t�W�������Œ�Œ�Ç�}�À���Œ��
from 2018, the return of 750 af from the Central Coast Water Authority Exchange, and 11,000 af from Buena 
Vista/Rosedale-Rio Bravo. SCV Water’s total available imported supply in 2019 was 86,758 af.
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�d�Z�������]�•�‰�}�•�]�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Á���š���Œ�����Ç���^���s���t���š���Œ���]�v���î�ì�í�õ��
�š�}���À���Œ�]�}�µ�•�����v�Ÿ�Ÿ���•���]�v���o�µ�������������o�]�À���Œ�Ç���š�}���^���s���t���š���Œ��
customers and LACWD 36 and sales of water to 
�}�š�Z���Œ�����v�Ÿ�Ÿ���•���]�•���•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�������]�v��Table 3-2. The 
�o���Œ�P���•�š���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���Á���Œ���������o�]�À���Œ�������š�}���^���s��
Water customers and LACWD 36 (42,072 af), 
�í�õ�U�ñ�ì�ì�����(���Á���Œ�������Æ���Z���v�P�������š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���d�Á�}�r�(�}�Œ�r�K�v����
programs, including Antelope Valley East Kern 
�~�ó�U�ñ�ì�ì�����(�•�U���h�v�]�š�������t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����]�•�š�Œ�]���š��
(1,000 af), and Rosedale-Rio Bravo (11,000 af). 
9,900 af were sold to Kern County Water Agency’s 
westside member units, 5,002 af were banked in 
the Semitropic SWRU Bank, 382 af were delivered 
�š�}�������À�]�o�[�•�������v�U�����v�����ô�ô�õ�����(���Œ���G�����š���Á���š���Œ���o�}�•�•��
(323 af by the Rio Vista Treatment Plant for the 
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���P���Œ�����v�����v�����š�Z�����Œ���u���]�v�����Œ���(�Œ�}�u��
�u���š���Œ���Œ�������]�v�P�����]�+���Œ���v�����•�•�X The remaining 9,013 af 
�Á���Œ���������Œ�Œ�]�������}�À���Œ���]�v���^�t�W���•�š�}�Œ���P�����(�}�Œ���‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o���µ�•����

in 2020.  

3.4.3  Water Banking and Exchange 
Supplies

SCV Water maintains supply in various banking 
programs in the Kern Basin, and thereby has 
���]�À���Œ�•�����•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���}�‰�Ÿ�}�v�•���Á�Z���v���v�����������X In 2005, 
���>�t�������}�u�‰�o���š���������v�����P�Œ�����u���v�š���š�}���‰���Œ�Ÿ���]�‰���š�����]�v������
long-term water banking program with RRBWSD 
in Kern County. This long-term program allows 

�•�š�}�Œ���P�����}�(���µ�‰���š�}���í�ì�ì�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�����š�����v�Ç���}�v�����Ÿ�u���U�����v����
with subsequent withdrawals and banking over 
the last 15 years, the balance at the end of 2019 is 
100,000 af. Prior to 2019, SCV Water’s withdrawal 
capacity was limited to 3,000 afy. In 2019, 
�������]�Ÿ�}�v���o�����Æ�š�Œ�����Ÿ�}�v���(�����]�o�]�Ÿ���•���Á���•�����}�u�‰�o���š������
to increase that capacity by 7,500 afy for a total 
withdrawal capacity of approximately 10,500 afy.

In 2011, SCV Water (formerly CLWA) executed 
�����d�Á�}�r�(�}�Œ�r�K�v�������Æ���Z���v�P�����W�Œ�}�P�Œ���u���Á�]�š�Z���Z�Z���t�^����
whereby SCV Water can recover one acre-foot of 
water for each two acre-feet delivered (less losses). 
���L���Œ�����Æ���Z���v�P�]�v�P���Á���š���Œ���]�v���î�ì�í�í�U���î�ì�í�î�����v�����î�ì�í�õ�U��
SCV Water has almost 14,500 af of recoverable 
water. �^���‰���Œ���š���o�Ç�U���^���s���t���š���Œ�����o�•�}���Z���•���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o��
���Œ�Ç���Ç�����Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���]�v���d�Á�}�r�(�}�Œ�r�K�v�������Æ���Z���v�P�����W�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�•��
with the West Kern Water District (500 af), 
Antelope Valley East Kern (3,750 af), and United 
�t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����]�•�š�Œ�]���š���~�ñ�ì�ì�����(�•�X��

�K�š�Z���Œ�����}�u�‰�}�v���v�š�•���}�(���^���s���t���š���Œ�[�•���]�u�‰�}�Œ�š������
water supply reliability program include its banking 
agreements with Semitropic originally composed 
of two agreements with Semitropic whereby SCV 
Water’s predecessor, CLWA, banked surplus Table 
A water supply in 2002 and 2003 (24,000 af and 
�ï�î�U�ñ�î�î�����(�U���Œ���•�‰�����Ÿ�À���o�Ç�•�X Semitropic had recently 
expanded its groundwater banking program to 

incorporate its Stored 
Water Recovery Unit 
(SWRU). The term 
of the Semitropic 
Banking Program 
extends through 2035 
�Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�����}�‰�Ÿ�}�v���}�(������
10-year renewal. SCV 
Water may withdraw 
up to 5,000 afy from 
its account. The 
recoverable balance in 
this account at the end 
of 2019 stands at 45,278 
af. 

�Z�}�•�������o���r���Z�]�}�����Œ���À�}�����Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š���Z���o�]���(���W�Œ�}�i�����š
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���o�•�}�U���]�v���î�ì�í�ò�U�����v���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���í�U�ñ�ì�ì�����(���Á���Œ����
transferred to Central Coast Water Authority, and 
the last 750 af were returned to SCV Water in 
2019.

�ï�X�ñ���� �K�š�Z���Œ���t���š���Œ���^�}�µ�Œ�����•��
3.5.1  Recycled Water

Recycled water is an important and reliable 
�•�}�µ�Œ�������}�(���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���Á���š���Œ�V���š�Z�����µ�•�������v�����‰�o���v�v������
���Æ�‰���v�•�]�}�v���}�(�����Æ�]�•�Ÿ�v�P���(�����]�o�]�Ÿ���•�����v�Z���v�����•���Á���š���Œ��
�•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���Œ���o�]�����]�o�]�š�Ç���]�v���š�Z���š���]�š���‰�Œ�}�À�]�����•�����v���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o��
�•�}�µ�Œ�������}�(���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����v�������o�o�}�Á�•���(�}�Œ���u�}�Œ�������8���]���v�š��
�µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����v�����]�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������Á���š���Œ��
supplies. Deliveries of recycled water in the Valley 
�����P���v���]�v���î�ì�ì�ï���(�}�Œ���]�Œ�Œ�]�P���Ÿ�}�v���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����š������
golf course and in roadway median strips and has 
expanded somewhat since then, with recent uses 
�š�Z���š���]�v���o�µ�������������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���]�Œ�Œ�]�P���Ÿ�}�v���•�]�š���•�����v�����•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç��
�(�}�Œ���P�Œ�����]�v�P���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���À�]�����Á���š���Œ���š�Œ�µ���l�•�X Recycled 
�Á���š���Œ���µ�•�����Z���•���Œ���u���]�v�������o�}�Á�U���Ç���š���Œ���o���Ÿ�À���o�Ç�����}�v�•�š���v�š��
over the last sixteen years at approximately 400 
afy, and in 2019, recycled water deliveries were 
approximately 460 af. 

Recycled water is currently produced at two 
�Á���š���Œ���Œ�����o���u���Ÿ�}�v���‰�o���v�š�•���~�t�Z�W�•�•���}�‰���Œ���š���������Ç��
�š�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç���^���v�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�����]�•�š�Œ�]���š���}�(��
Los Angeles County (SCVSD): the Valencia WRP 
���v�����š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���t�Z�W���Á�]�š�Z���Œ���•�‰�����Ÿ�À�������À���Œ���P����
���v�v�µ���o���‰�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���í�ñ�U�ñ�ì�ì�����(�Ç�����v�����ò�U�í�ì�ì�����(�Ç�U��
�Œ���•�‰�����Ÿ�À���o�Ç�X �D�}�•�š���}�(���š�Z�����š�Œ�����š���������K�µ���v�š���(�Œ�}�u��
these two plants is discharged to the Santa Clara 
River. 

SCV Water is working with SCVSD and other SCV 
stakeholders on the best path forward to expand 
the Valley’s recycled water resources. �/�v���������]�Ÿ�}�v�U��
�s�]�•�š���������v�Ç�}�v���t���š���Œ���&�����š�}�Œ�Ç���]�•�����v�Ÿ���]�‰���š�������š�}�����}�u����
online in 2020 and eventually produce up to 440 
���(�Ç���}�(���Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ���(�}�Œ���v���Á�����v�������Æ�]�•�Ÿ�v�P���µ�•���Œ�•��
in the SCWD service area. The proposed Newhall 
�Z���v���Z���t�Z�W���]�•�����v�Ÿ���]�‰���š�������š�}���‰�Œ�}���µ�������ð�U�î�ì�ì�����(�Ç�����š��
���µ�]�o���}�µ�š�U���u�����Ÿ�v�P���u�}�Œ�����š�Z���v���Z���o�(���}�(���š�Z�������v�Ÿ���]�‰���š������
non-potable demands for the development.

An update to the 2002 Recycled Water Master 

Plan (RWMP) was conducted in 2016 (Kennedy/
Jenks Consultants, 2016). The updated RWMP 
included near-term, mid-term, and long-term 
�}���i�����Ÿ�À���•���(�}�Œ���]�v���Œ�����•�]�v�P���š�Z�����µ�•�����}�(���Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ��
where it was economically feasible. The previous 
and current master plans considered various 
�(�����š�}�Œ�•�����+�����Ÿ�v�P���Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ���•�}�µ�Œ�����•�U���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�U��
users and demands so that CLWA (now SCV Water) 
���}�µ�o���������À���o�}�‰���������}�•�š�r���+�����Ÿ�À�����Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ��
system within its service area. The 2016 update 
�Œ���u���]�v�������������Œ���L���‰���v���]�v�P�����}�u�‰�o���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�����������Y����
document.

�K�v�����}�(���š�Z�����š�Ç�‰���•���}�(���Á���š���Œ���Œ���µ�•�����š�Z���š��
was considered in the updated RWMP was 
groundwater replenishment, which represents an 
opportunity to recharge the underlying aquifer. 
Two recharge feasibility studies were recently 
completed for �^���s���t���š���Œ�����•���]�š�������À���v�����•�����+�}�Œ�š�•��
�š�}���µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì�����Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ�X���d�Z���•�����•�š�µ���]���•���o�}�}�l�������š�}��
���À���o�µ���š�����š�Z�����u���Æ�]�u�µ�u���‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o���Œ�����Z���Œ�P�����Á�]�š�Z��
a source of approximately 5,000 afy of recycled 
water from Valencia WRP. �d�Z�����.�Œ�•�š���•�š�µ���Ç���o�}�}�l������
���š�������Œ�����Z���Œ�P�������Œ�������]�v���š�Z�����v�}�Œ�š�Z�Á���•�š���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z����
subbasin near Castaic Lake (Geosyntec, 2016) and 
recommended further geotechnical, geochemical, 
and modeling analysis of the proposed site as the 
�]�v�]�Ÿ���o�����v���o�Ç�•�]�•�����}�v���o�µ���������š�Z���š���š�Z�����Œ���š���v�Ÿ�}�v���Ÿ�u����
of recharged recycled water was less than the 
regulatory requirements. 

The second study was conducted in the eastern 
part of the subbasin and recommended pilot 
studies at the proposed recharge sites to improve 
�Z�Ç���Œ�}�P���}�o�}�P�]�����µ�v�����Œ�•�š���v���]�v�P�����v�������À���o�µ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
�������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���•�}�µ�Œ�����•���}�(�����]�o�µ���v�š���~�d�Œ�µ�•�•���o�o�����v�����'�^�/�U��
2017).

3.5.2  Perchlorate - Treated Water
���•���‰���Œ�š���}�(���š�Z�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���^���s���t���š���Œ�[�•���^���µ�P�µ�•��

Perchlorate Treatment Facility (SPTF), numerous 
�u�}�v�]�š�}�Œ�]�v�P���š���•�š�•�����Œ�����‰���Œ�(�}�Œ�u�������}�v���������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�}�µ�•��
basis in order to ensure the safety of the treated 
water leaving the SPTF. Groundwater samples 
���Œ�������}�o�o�����š�������•���u�]�r�Á�����l�o�Ç�����š���•���À���Œ���o���o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�•�U��
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including at the Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 wells, both 
���š���š�Z�����]�v�G�µ���v�š�����v�������K�µ���v�š���Á���š���Œ���‰�}�]�v�š�•�U�����š���š�Z����
�o�����������v�����o���P���À���•�•���o�•�U�����v�������š���•���À���Œ���o�����]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v��
�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�•�X �d�Z�����•���u�‰�o���•�����Œ�������v���o�Ç�Ì���������š�����]�+���Œ���v�š��
�(�Œ���‹�µ���v���]���•���(�}�Œ���v�µ�u���Œ�}�µ�•�����}�v�•�Ÿ�š�µ���v�š�•�U���]�v���o�µ���]�v�P��
chlorate, perchlorate, chloride, nitrate, nitrite 
and sulfate. �/�v���������]�Ÿ�}�v�U���•���u�‰�o���•�����Œ�������v���o�Ç�Ì������
for microbiological growth, radiological and 
�À�}�o���Ÿ�o�����}�Œ�P���v�]�������}�u�‰�}�µ�v���•�X In 2019, 3,186 af 
of groundwater were pumped from Saugus 1 
and Saugus 2. ���L���Œ���š�Œ�����š�u���v�š���(�}�Œ���‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š����
removal, the groundwater was blended with 
treated imported water and delivered to 
the Water Divisions through the SCV Water 
���]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v���•�Ç�•�š���u�X To date, more than 28,600 af 
of groundwater have been extracted and treated 
from Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 in this manner, of 
which 26,800 af have been used for water supply. 

In 2017, a Perchlorate Treatment Facility (PTF) 
was constructed at VWD-201. In November 
2017, the VWD-201 PTF came online to 
remove perchlorate from the well and provide 
containment. The water being pumped through 
the PTF is being discharged in accordance with a 
�E���Ÿ�}�v���o���W�}�o�o�µ�š���v�š�����]�•���Z���Œ�P�������o�]�u�]�v���Ÿ�}�v���^�Ç�•�š���u��
�‰���Œ�u�]�š���µ�v�Ÿ�o���š�Z�����W�d�&���]�•���‰���Œ�u�]�©�������š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z�������t���(�}�Œ��
drinking water. Since treatment began at VWD-
201, 3,087 af have been pumped and treated and 
discharged to the river through 2019. 

The Saugus Aquifer Treatment Plant (SATP) 
�}�v���š�Z�����(�}�Œ�u���Œ���t�Z�]�©���l���Œ�������Œ�u�]�š�����&�����]�o�]�š�Ç���Á���•��
completed in June 2017 near the northern 
���}�µ�v�����Œ�Ç���}�(���š�Z�����&�����]�o�]�š�Ç�����v���������P���v���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���]�v��
August 2017. �d�Z�����•�Ç�•�š���u���]�v���o�µ�����•���ô�����Æ�š�Œ�����Ÿ�}�v���Á���o�o��
clusters along the western border of the Facility 
where groundwater is pumped from the Saugus 
and treated to remove perchlorate whereupon 
the water is discharged to the River (DTSC, 2019). 
�d�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���‰���Œ�u�]�©���������]�•���Z���Œ�P�����Œ���š�����(�Œ�}�u���š�Z����
SATP to the River is up to 1,000,000 gallons per 
day or 1,100 afy. The pump-and-treat system 
currently treats about 300 gallons of groundwater 
per minute, and as of the end of 2019, 732 af have 

�������v�����Æ�š�Œ�����š���������v�����š�Œ�����š�������~�������K�D�U���î�ì�î�ì�•�X  

�ï�X�ò�� �t���š���Œ���Y�µ���o�]�š�Ç
Water delivered by SCV Water consistently 

meets drinking water standards set by the United 
�^�š���š���•�����v�À�]�Œ�}�v�u���v�š���o���W�Œ�}�š�����Ÿ�}�v�����P���v���Ç���~�h�^���W���•��
and the State Water Resources Control Board 
(SWRCB) Division of Drinking Water (DDW). An 
annual Water Quality Report is provided prior 
to July 1st to all Santa Clarita Valley residents 
who receive water from the Water Divisions or 
LACWD 36. �d�Z���Œ�����]�•�������š���]�o�������]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���š�Z���š��
�Œ���‰�}�Œ�š���•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�]�v�P���š�Z�����Œ���•�µ�o�š�•���}�(���Á���š���Œ���‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç��
�š���•�Ÿ�v�P���}�(���š�Z�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����v�����š�Œ�����š�������^�t�W���Á���š���Œ��
supplied to the residents of the Santa Clarita 
Valley. The report can be accessed at the following 
�o�]�v�l�W���Z�©�‰�•�W�l�l�Ç�}�µ�Œ�•���À�Á���š���Œ�X���}�u�l�]�v�����Æ�X�‰�Z�‰�l�Á���š���Œ�r
�‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç�l�·�Á���š���Œ�‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç�Œ���‰�}�Œ�š�•

3.6.1 Water Quality – General
3.6.1.1      Perchlorate

Perchlorate is a regulated chemical in drinking 
water. �/�v���K���š�}�����Œ���î�ì�ì�ó�U���š�Z���������o�]�(�}�Œ�v�]���������‰���Œ�š�u���v�š��
of Public Health (CDPH), which currently is the 
State Water Resources Control Board Division of 
Drinking Water (DDW), established a maximum 
contaminant level (MCL) for perchlorate of 6 
�u�]���Œ�}�P�Œ���u�•���‰���Œ���o�]�š���Œ���~�…�P�l�>�•�X Perchlorate has been 
a water quality concern in the Valley since 1997 
when it was originally detected in four wells 
operated by the purveyors in the eastern part of 
�š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�U���v�����Œ���š�Z�����(�}�Œ�u���Œ���t�Z�]�©���l���Œ�r
Bermite facility. In late 2002, perchlorate was 
�����š�����š�������]�v�������.�L�Z���u�µ�v�]���]�‰���o���Á���o�o�U���]�v���š�Z�]�•�������•�������v��
Alluvial well (SCWD’s Stadium Well), also located 
�v�����Œ���š�Z�����(�}�Œ�u���Œ���t�Z�]�©���l���Œ�r�����Œ�u�]�š�����•�]�š���X Two of 
those wells (VWD’s Well 157 and SCWD’s Stadium 
Well) were sealed and replaced by new wells, and 
two wells (Saugus 1 and 2 Wells) were returned 
to service with treatment in January 2011. NWD’s 
Well NC-11 has remained out of service with a 
�‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���]�š�•�������‰�����]�š�Ç���Œ���‰�o�������������Ç���������}�u���]�v���Ÿ�}�v��
of imported water and treated water from the 
Saugus Perchlorate Treatment Facility (described 
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further below) through a SWP turnout. In early 
2005, perchlorate was detected in a second Alluvial 
�Á���o�o���~�s�t���[�•���t���o�o���Y�î�•���v�����Œ���š�Z�����(�}�Œ�u���Œ���t�Z�]�©���l���Œ�r
Bermite site. �&�}�o�o�}�Á�]�v�P���š�Z�����]�v�•�š���o�o���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Á���o�o�Z��������
treatment for the removal of perchlorate in the 
same year, the well was returned to regular water 
supply service. ���L���Œ���š�Á�}���Ç�����Œ�•���}�(���•�µ���•���‹�µ���v�š��
�}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���Á�]�š�Z���v�}�������š�����Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š���U���š�Z����
wellhead treatment was removed and the well 
�Z���•���•�]�v�������Œ���u���]�v�������]�v�������Ÿ�À�����Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���•���Œ�À�]�����X 
In 2019, perchlorate was again detected in Q2 at 
the MCL. It was taken out of service, and plans are 
underway for treatment to be in place with the 
well back in service by Fall 2020.

In 2006, perchlorate was detected in low 
���}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�������o�}�Á���š�Z�����D���>���}�(���ò���…�P�l�>�����v����
�š�Z�������v���o�Ç�Ÿ�����o���o�����}�Œ���š�}�Œ�Ç�[�•�������š�����Ÿ�}�v���>�]�u�]�š���(�}�Œ��
�Z���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�v�P���~�o���•�•���š�Z���v���ð�X�ì���…�P�l�o�•���]�v�����v�}�š�Z���Œ���^���µ�P�µ�•��
well (NWD’s Well 13), near one of the originally 
impacted wells. NWD-13 has remained in service 
with regular sampling per the DDW requirements 
���v�����v�}���•�µ���•���‹�µ���v�š�������š�����Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š���X In 
August 2010, perchlorate was detected further 
down gradient in an eighth well, VWD’s Well 
�î�ì�í���š�Z���š���]�•�����}�u�‰�o���š�������]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�X 
�t�Z�]�o�����š�Z�����]�v�]�Ÿ���o�������š�����Ÿ�}�v���Á���•�������o�}�Á���š�Z�����D���>�U��
�š�Z�����Á���o�o���Á���•���]�u�u�����]���š���o�Ç���š���l���v���}�µ�š���}�(�������Ÿ�À����
supply service. Since then, VWD (now SCV Water) 
�Z���•���������v���‰�µ�Œ�•�µ�]�v�P���Œ���•�š�}�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�����o�š���Œ�v���Ÿ�À���•�����š��
VWD-201. Currently, SCV Water is revising the 
97-005 Document for VWD-201 following DDW’s 
���}�u�u���v�š�•���(�Œ�}�u���u�]���r�î�ì�í�ô�X���/�š���]�•�����v�Ÿ���]�‰���š�������š�Z���š��
DDW will issue a permit to return VWD-201 to 
�����Ÿ�À�����•���Œ�À�]�������]�v���î�ì�î�ì�X �&�}�o�o�}�Á�]�v�P���š�Z���������š�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
perchlorate in VWD Well 201 in 2010, VWD elected 
�š�}���u�]�v�]�u�]�Ì�����‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���t���o�o���î�ì�ñ���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z��
2011. And the well was taken out of service in 
April 2012 when perchlorate was detected at 6 
�…�P�l�o�X���d�Œ�����š�u���v�š���‰�o���v�•���(�}�Œ���s�t���r�î�ì�ñ�����Œ�����µ�v�����Œ��
���}�v�•�]�����Œ���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����Á�]�o�o���u�}�•�š�o�Ç���o�]�l���o�Ç���������•�]�u�]�o���Œ���š�}��
those employed at VWD-201. As described in the 
�î�ì�í�ñ���h�t�D�W�U���š�Z�����Œ���‰�o�������u���v�š�����v�����Œ�������Ÿ�À���Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
the impacted wells, augmented by planned and 
funded replacement wells, adds to the overall 

ability to meet the groundwater component of 
total water supply in the Valley.

�d�Z�������o�����v�µ�‰���‰�o���v���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����t�Z�]�©���l���Œ�r�����Œ�u�]�š����
site and the impacted groundwater has been 
���}�}�Œ���]�v���š���������u�}�v�P���^���s���t���š���Œ�U���t�Z�]�©���l���Œ��
���}�Œ�‰�}�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�U���š�Z�����^�š���š�������d�^���U�����v�����h�X�^�X�����Œ�u�Ç�����}�Œ�‰�•��
of Engineers. �d�Z���•�������v�Ÿ�Ÿ���•���Z���À�������o�•�}�����}�}�Œ���]�v���š������
to extend targeted monitoring of the Alluvium 
���v�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���}�+�r�•�]�š�����}�(���š�Z�����(�}�Œ�u���Œ��
�t�Z�]�©���l���Œ�������Œ�u�]�š�����&�����]�o�]�š�Ç�U���]�v���o�µ���]�v�P���š�}���o�}�����Ÿ�}�v�•��
west of Saugus 1 and 2 and VWD’s Well 201 as 
shown in Figure 3-11. �K�+�r�•�]�š�����u�}�v�]�š�}�Œ�]�v�P���Á���o�o�•��
were installed near Saugus 1 and 2 between 2006 
���v�����î�ì�ì�õ�V���š�Á�}���u�}�Œ�����Á���Œ�����]�v�•�š���o�o�������]�v���î�ì�í�î�U�����v����
another two in 2015. Monitoring and sampling 
of these wells occurs on a regular basis, and the 
data are being evaluated to assess groundwater 
���}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���Á���•�š���}�(���t�Z�]�©���l���Œ�r�����Œ�u�]�š�������v����
�š�}���u�}�v�]�š�}�Œ���š�Z�������+�����Ÿ�À���v���•�•���}�(���‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š����
containment. �������]�Ÿ�}�v���o�o�Ç�U���^���s���t���š���Œ�[�•�������•�]�v��
groundwater model that was developed for use in 
���v���o�Ç�Ì�]�v�P���š�Z���������•�]�v���Ç�]���o�������v�����•�µ�•�š���]�v�����]�o�]�š�Ç���}�(���š�Z����
���µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v���Á���•�����o�•�}���µ�‰�����š���������v�����µ�•������
�š�}�����•�•���•�•���}�+�r�•�]�š�����‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š�������}�v�š���]�v�u���v�š�X���K�v�•�]�š����
�•�}�]�o���Œ���u�����]���Ÿ�}�v���Á���•�����}�u�‰�o���š�������]�v���î�ì�í�õ�X 

 

3.6.1.2    ���W���Œ�����v�����W�}�o�Ç�G�µ�}�Œ�}���o�l�Ç�o���^�µ���•�š���v�����•��
�~�W�&���^�•

�W���Œ�r�����v�����‰�}�o�Ç�G�µ�}�Œ�}���o�l�Ç�o���•�µ���•�š���v�����•���~�W�&���^�•��
are a group of man made chemicals found in 
a wide range of products used by consumers 
and industry. These chemicals are known to be 
resistant to grease, oil, water, and heat. There are 
nearly 5,000 types of PFAS that have been used 
�]�v���š�Z�����‰�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���•�š���]�v�r�����v�����Á���š���Œ�r�Œ���•�]�•�š���v�š��
�(�����Œ�]���•�����v���������Œ�‰���Ÿ�v�P�U�����o�����v�]�v�P���‰�Œ�}���µ���š�•�U���‰���]�v�š�•�U��
�.�Œ���r�.�P�Z�Ÿ�v�P���(�}���u�•�U�����}�}�l�Á���Œ���U���(�}�}�����‰�����l���P�]�v�P�����v����
processing. The use of these chemicals has been 
reduced in industrial processes since the early 
2000s.

���������µ�u�µ�o���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�������Œ�š���]�v���W�&���^���Z���•���}�����µ�Œ�Œ������
in humans and animals, and toxicological studies 
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�]�v�����v�]�u���o�•���]�v���]�����š�����‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o���Z���Œ�u�(�µ�o�����+�����š�•�U���Ç���š��
�š�Z�����µ�v�����Œ�•�š���v���]�v�P���}�(���š�Z�}�•�������+�����š�•�����Œ�����•�Ÿ�o�o�������]�v�P��
�]�v�À���•�Ÿ�P���š�����X��

�/�v���î�ì�í�ô�U�������t���]�v�]�Ÿ���o�o�Ç�����•�š�����o�]�•�Z���������v���]�v�š���Œ�]�u��
�E�}�Ÿ�.�����Ÿ�}�v���>���À���o�•���~�E�>�•���(�}�Œ���W���Œ�G�µ�}�Œ�}�}���š���v����
�•�µ�o�(�}�v���š�����~�W�&�K�^�•�����v�����W���Œ�G�µ�}�Œ�}�}���š���v�}�]���������]�����~�W�&�K���•��
of 13 nanograms per liter (ng/L) and 14 ng/L, 
and these were lowered to 6.5 ng/L and 5.1 ng/L 
�Œ���•�‰�����Ÿ�À���o�Ç���]�v�����µ�P�µ�•�š���î�ì�í�õ���~�^�t�Z�����U���î�ì�î�ì�•�X The 
�Z���•�‰�}�v�•�����>���À���o���~�Z�>�•���(�}�Œ���W�&���^���~�W�&�K�^���=���W�&�K���•���]�v�]�Ÿ���o�o�Ç��
�Á���•���•���š�����š���ó�ì���v�P�l�>�����v�����Œ���u���]�v���������š���š�Z���š���o���À���o���µ�v�Ÿ�o��
it was lowered in early 2020.  SCV Water began the 
�Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ�������W�&���^���š���•�Ÿ�v�P���]�v���D���Ç���î�ì�í�õ�U���Á�Z���Œ���µ�‰�}�v���ô��
�Á���o�o�•���Á���Œ�����(�}�µ�v�����š�}�����Æ�����������š�Z�����]�v�š���Œ�]�u���E�}�Ÿ�.�����Ÿ�}�v��
�>���À���o�X�����K�v�����Á���o�o���Á���•���(�}�µ�v�����š�}�����Æ�����������š�Z�����Z���•�‰�}�v�•����
Level and was immediately taken out of service.  
�^�µ���•���‹�µ���v�š���•���u�‰�o�]�v�P���]�v���î�ì�í�õ���]�����v�Ÿ�.�������u�}�Œ����
wells that exceeded the NL but no more with RL 
exceedances.

To address these concerns, SCV Water has 
�(�}�Œ�u�����������W�&���^���^�š�Œ�]�l�����d�����u�����}�v�•�]�•�Ÿ�v�P���}�(���l���Ç���^���s��
�t���š���Œ���•�š���+�����v�������Æ�‰���Œ�š�����}�v�•�µ�o�š���v�š�•���š�}�������š���Œ�u�]�v����
next steps for treatment and other strategies. 
���}�v�•�š�Œ�µ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�������Á���š���Œ���š�Œ�����š�u���v�š���(�����]�o�]�š�Ç�����š���š�Z����
N wells site (VWD-N, N7, N8) near the William S. 
�,���Œ�š�������•�������o�o�l�^�}�L�����o�o���>�����P�µ���������o�o�.���o���•�������P���v���]�v��
�&�����Œ�µ���Œ�Ç���î�ì�î�ì���Á�]�š�Z�����}�u�‰�o���Ÿ�}�v�����Æ�‰�����š�������o���š���Œ���š�Z�]�•��
year. The project will provide water treatment at a 
rate of up to 6,250 gpm.

�ï�X�ò�X�í�X�ï���� �s�}�o���Ÿ�o�����K�Œ�P���v�]�������}�u�‰�}�µ�v���•

�K�Œ�P���v�]�������Z���u�]�����o�����}�v�š���u�]�v���v�š�•�U���]�v���o�µ���]�v�P��
�•�Ç�v�š�Z���Ÿ�������v�����À�}�o���Ÿ�o�����}�Œ�P���v�]�������Z���u�]�����o�•���~�^�K�������v����
�s�K���•�•�U�����Œ�������Ç�‰�Œ�}���µ���š�•���}�(���]�v���µ�•�š�Œ�]���o���‰�Œ�}�����•�•���•��
���v�����‰���š�Œ�}�o���µ�u���‰�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v�U�����v���������v�����o�•�}�����}�u����
�(�Œ�}�u���P���•���•�š���Ÿ�}�v�•�U���µ�Œ�����v���•�š�}�Œ�u���Á���š���Œ���Œ�µ�v�}�+�����v����
�•���‰�Ÿ�����•�Ç�•�š���u�•�X���K�Œ�P���v�]�������}�u�‰�}�µ�v���•�����o�•�}���]�v���o�µ������
�‰���•�Ÿ���]�����•�����v�����Z���Œ���]���]�����•�U���Á�Z�]���Z���u���Ç�����}�u�����(�Œ�}�u��
a variety of sources such as agriculture, urban 
�•�š�}�Œ�u���Á���š���Œ���Œ�µ�v�}�+�����v�����Œ���•�]�����v�Ÿ���o���µ�•���•�X Local 
�•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���Á���o�o�•�����Œ�����š���•�š���������š���o�����•�š�����v�v�µ���o�o�Ç���(�}�Œ���s�K���•��
(Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 and VWD-201 are tested 
�Á�����l�o�Ç�•�����v�����‰���Œ�]�}���]�����o�o�Ç���(�}�Œ���^�K���•�U�����v���������•�š���]����

�>���l�����Á���š���Œ���]�•�����Z�����l���������v�v�µ���o�o�Ç���(�}�Œ���s�K���•�����v�����^�K���•�X 
Trichloroethylene (TCE) and Tetrachloroethylene 
(PCE) have been detected in trace amounts in 
some Saugus wells, however there have not been 
���v�Ç���s�K�����}�Œ���^�K���������š�����Ÿ�}�v�•�������}�À�����š�Z�����D���>�•�����v����
therefore, the Valley’s water supply complies with 
state and federal drinking water standards.

Because SCV Water’s Water Supply Permit 
�•���š�•�����v���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���P�}���o���}�(���v�}���s�K���•�������}�À�����š�Z����
�����š�����Ÿ�}�v���o�]�u�]�š���(�}�Œ���Œ���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�v�P���]�v���]�š�•�����]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v��
system and because SCV Water is concerned about 
���v�Ç�������š�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(���s�K���•�U���^���s���t���š���Œ���‰���Œ�(�}�Œ�u����������
�s�K�����•�}�µ�Œ�������]�����v�Ÿ�.�����Ÿ�}�v���•�š�µ���Ç���~���,�î�D�,�]�o�o�U���î�ì�í�ñ�•�X 
This study concluded that the likely source was 
���]�š�Z���Œ���š�Z�����t�Z�]�©���l���Œ�r�����Œ�u�]�š�����•�]�š�����}�Œ���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•��
�/�v���µ�•�š�Œ�]���o�������v�š���Œ�����v�����������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���u�}�v�]�š�}�Œ�]�v�P���Á�}�µ�o����
�������v�������•�•���Œ�Ç���š�}���]�����v�Ÿ�(�Ç���š�Z�����•�‰�����]�.�����•�}�µ�Œ�����X�����µ�Œ�]�v�P��
start up and discharge of the VWD-201 Perchlorate 
�d�Œ�����š�u���v�š���&�����]�o�]�š�Ç�U���‰�}�•�]�Ÿ�À�����Œ���•�µ�o�š�•���}�(���d�������Á���Œ����
�����š�����š�������•�o�]�P�Z�š�o�Ç�������}�À�����š�Z���������š�����Ÿ�}�v���>�]�u�]�š���(�}�Œ��
�Z���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�v�P���~���>�Z�•�X���d�Z���Œ���(�}�Œ���U���d�������Á�]�o�o���������������Œ���•�•������
���•���‰���Œ�š���}�(���š�Z�������Œ�]�v�l�]�v�P���Á���š���Œ���‰���Œ�u�]�«�v�P���‰�Œ�}�����•�•���}�(��
this well with DDW. 

3.6.2 Groundwater Quality – Alluvium
Groundwater quality is a key factor in assessing 

the Alluvium as a source for municipal and 
agricultural water supply. Groundwater quality 
�����š���]�o�•�����v�����o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����Æ���u�]�v���������Ç��
�]�v�š���P�Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���]�v���]�À�]���µ���o���Œ�����}�Œ���•���(�Œ�}�u���•���À���Œ���o���Á���o�o�•��
completed in the same aquifer materials and in 
close proximity to each other, have been discussed 
in previous annual Water Reports and in the 2015 
UWMP. Historical groundwater quality, including 
available 2019 data, is illustrated in Figures 3-12 
���v�����ï�r�í�ï. �d�Z���•�����.�P�µ�Œ���•���•�Z�}�Á���Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o���š�}�š���o��
���]�•�•�}�o�À�������•�}�o�]���•���~�d���^�•�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�U���Á�Z�]���Z���]�•������
measure of the amount of dissolved minerals and 
salts in water expressed in milligrams per liter 
(mg/L) as a unit of measure.  These plots include 
the historical records for wells with water quality 
�š�Z���š�����Œ�����Œ���‰�Œ���•���v�š���Ÿ�À�����}�(���������Z�����Œ�������}�(���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�U��
�š�Z���������t���^�����}�v�����Œ�Ç���D���>���~�Á�Z�]���Z�����Œ�����š�Z���������•�š�Z���Ÿ����
based standards “Recommended and Upper 
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Figure 3-12

Groundwater Quality in
Eastern Santa Clarita Valley Alluvial Wells

Santa Clarita Valley Water Report
Santa Clarita Valley, Los Angeles County, California
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Figure 3-13

Groundwater Quality in
Western Santa Clarita Valley Alluvial Wells

Santa Clarita Valley Water Report
Santa Clarita Valley, Los Angeles County, California
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Levels”) for reference. ���}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���d���^��
�P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç���Œ���•�‰�}�v�����š�}���Á���š���‰���Œ�]�}���•�����Ç�����Æ�Z�]���]�Ÿ�v�P������
downward trend, followed by an increasing trend 
during dry periods. 

In the Mint Canyon and Above Saugus WRP 
areas (Figure 3-12�•�U���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Z���À����
experienced a long-term stable trend over the 
�‰���•�š���ï�ì���Ç�����Œ�•���Á�]�š�Z���À���Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
during wet and dry periods that range from 300 
to 800 mg/L. Generally, TDS 
���}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�����Œ���������š�Á�����v��
the recommended and 
upper levels of the TDS 
secondary MCL. VWD-U4 
has exhibited short-term increases 
above the secondary MCL upper 
�o���À���o�U�����µ�š�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Z���À����
decreased over the past four years. In 
2019, TDS ranged from 450 to 1,100 
mg/L.  

�/�v�����}�µ�‹�µ���š�������v�Ç�}�v�U���À���Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v��
�Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�����Œ�����u�}�Œ�����P�Œ�����µ���o��
than those in Mint Canyon and may be correlated 
�Á�]�š�Z���‰���Œ�]�}���•���}�(���G�}�Á���]�v�����}�µ�‹�µ���š�������v�Ç�}�v�����Œ�����l��
(Figure 3-12). �d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v�����}�µ�‹�µ���š��
Canyon have ranged from approximately 400 
to almost 900 mg/L historically. In 2019, TDS 
���}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Á���Œ�����Á�]�š�Z�]�v���š�Z�����Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o���Œ���v�P�����(�}�Œ��
both SCWD’s Guida well and Clark well with values 
�}�(���ó�ô�ì���u�P�l�>�����v�����ô�ñ�ì���u�P�l�>�U���Œ���•�‰�����Ÿ�À���o�Ç�X   

�d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���š�Z�����Á���•�š���Œ�v�����Œ�����•���}�(���š�Z����
�s���o�o���Ç�����Æ�Z�]���]�š�������•�]�u�]�o���Œ���‰���©���Œ�v�•�����v�����Œ���•�‰�}�v�•���•��
to wet and dry periods as those observed in the 
�����•�š���Œ�v���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç���~Figure 3-13). TDS 
���}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���^���v���&�Œ���v���]�•�‹�µ�]�š�}�������v�Ç�}�v�����v����
Below Saugus WRP areas historically have ranged 
from approximately 300 to 1,100 mg/L. In 2019, 
�d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Á���Œ�����Á�]�š�Z�]�v���Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o���Œ���v�P���•��
and ranged from approximately 600 to 950 mg/L.  

 In Castaic Valley and Below Valencia WRP 
���Œ�����•�U���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Z���À�����Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o�o�Ç���Œ���v�P������
between 300 to 1,100 mg/L. ���š���Ÿ�u���•�U���À���Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v�•��

�]�v���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�����‰�‰�����Œ���š�}���������Œ���o���š�������š�}���Á���š��
and dry periods along with discharge from Castaic 
Lake. �/�v���î�ì�í�õ�U���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Œ���v�P�����������š�Á�����v��
490 to 860 mg/L, which remain within the historic 
range. 

In summary, water quality in the Alluvium 
exhibits no long-term increasing trends. TDS 
���}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���î�ì�í�õ�����Œ�����Á�]�š�Z�]�v���Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o��
�Œ���v�P���•�X���d�Z���Œ�����Z���À�����������v���‰���Œ�]�}���]�����G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
in some parts of the basin, where groundwater 

quality has generally inversely varied 
�Á�]�š�Z���‰�Œ�����]�‰�]�š���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á�X 

�d�Z�����G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•���}�L���v���}�����µ�Œ�����µ�Œ�]�v�P��
dry and wet periods when 

recharge decreases during 
���Œ�Ç���‰���Œ�]�}���•�U���Œ���•�µ�o�Ÿ�v�P��
in increased salinity 
and higher amounts 
of recharge during 

wet periods which results 
in decreased salinity. In 2019, 

of the 46 sampled alluvial wells 
throughout the Valley, two were 

found to be in exceedance of the DDW Secondary 
MCL upper level for TDS located in the above 
Saugus WRP area. For both of these wells (VWD-U4 
���v�����s�t���r�h�ò�•�U���š�Z�]�•���]�•���š�Z�����•�]�Æ�š�Z�����}�v�•�����µ�Ÿ�À����
year TDS values have been at or exceeded the 
Secondary MCL upper level. Both of these wells are 
located in the above Saugus WRP area. �d���•�Ÿ�v�P�����Ç��
SCV Water in accordance with DDW requirements 
�����u�}�v�•�š�Œ���š���•���š�Z���š���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�������Æ�����‰�Ÿ�}�v��
of occasional variances above the secondary 
MCL for TDS, meets acceptable drinking water 
standards. 

The presence of long-term consistent water 
�‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç���‰���©���Œ�v�•�U�����o�š�Z�}�µ�P�Z���]�v�š���Œ�u�]�©���v�š�o�Ç�����+�����š������
by wet and dry cycles, supports the conclusion that 
the Alluvium remains a viable ongoing water supply 
source in terms of groundwater quality even with 
short-term exceedances in a few of the wells.
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3.6.3 Groundwater Quality – Saugus 
�&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v

As discussed above for the Alluvium, 
groundwater quality is also a key factor in 
���•�•���•�•�]�v�P���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�����•�������•�}�µ�Œ������
for municipal and agricultural water supply. As 
with groundwater level data, long-term Saugus 
�&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç�������š�������Œ�����v�}�š��
�•�µ�8���]���v�š�o�Ç�����Æ�š���v�•�]�À�����š�}���‰���Œ�u�]�š�����v�Ç���•�}�Œ�š���}�(�������•�]�v�r
wide analysis or assessment of pumping-related 
�]�u�‰�����š�•���}�v���‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç�X���,�}�Á���À���Œ�U���]�v�š���P�Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
individual records from several wells has been 
used to examine general water quality trends. 
Based on those records, water quality in the 
�^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Z���•���v�}�š���Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o�o�Ç�����Æ�Z�]���]�š�������š�Z����
�Œ�����Z���Œ�P���r�Œ���o���š�������G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•���•�����v���]�v���š�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u�X 
Based on available data over the last 50 years, 
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç���]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v��
has exhibited stable to slightly increasing trends 
�]�v���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�����•���]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���š�������]�v��Figure 
3-14. Beginning in 2000, several wells within the 
�^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Z���À�������Æ�Z�]���]�š���������v���]�v���Œ�����•����
�]�v���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�U���•�]�u�]�o���Œ���š�}���•�Z�}�Œ�š�r�š���Œ�u��
changes in the Alluvium, possibly as a result of 
�������Œ�����•�������Œ�����Z���Œ�P�����š�}���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v��
from the Alluvium. Since 2006, however, these 
���}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Z�������������v���•�š�������]�o�Ç���������o�]�v�]�v�P���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z��
2010, followed by a stable trend in NWD-12 and 
separately an increasing trend (through 2016) and 
then a decreasing trend through 2019 in the other 
Saugus wells. �d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•��
�&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Œ���u���]�v���Á�]�š�Z�]�v���š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���Z�]�•�š�}�Œ�]����
���}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�����v���������o�}�Á���š�Z�����^�����}�v�����Œ�Ç���D���>��
upper level. Groundwater quality within the Saugus 
�&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Á�]�o�o�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�����š�}���������u�}�v�]�š�}�Œ�������š�}�����v�•�µ�Œ����
�š�Z���š�������P�Œ�������Ÿ�}�v���š�}���š�Z�����o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���À�]�����]�o�]�š�Ç���}�(���š�Z����
�^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�����•���������}�u�‰�}�v���v�š���}�(���}�À���Œ���o�o���Á���š���Œ��
supply does not occur. 

3.6.4 Imported Water Quality
SCV Water operates two surface water 

�š�Œ�����š�u���v�š���‰�o���v�š�•�U���š�Z���������Œ�o���^���Z�u�]���š���&�]�o�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v��
Plant located near Castaic Lake and the Rio 
Vista Water Treatment Plant located in Saugus. 

SCV Water produces water that meets drinking 
water standards set by the USEPA and DDW. SWP 
�Á���š���Œ���Z���•�����]�+���Œ���v�š�������•�š�Z���Ÿ�������Z���Œ�����š���Œ�]�•�Ÿ���•���š�Z���v��
�P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���Á�]�š�Z���o�}�Á���Œ���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(��
approximately 250 to 400 mg/L. 

Historically, the SWP delivered only surface 
water from northern California through the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta. However, 
�Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�����]�v���Œ�����•�����]�v�����}�v�i�µ�v���Ÿ�À�����µ�•�������v�����]�v�š���P�Œ���š������
�Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���‰�o���v�v�]�v�P���š�}���u�]�v�]�u�]�Ì�����]�u�‰�����š�•���}�v��
available water supplies during periods of drought, 
SCV Water and other SWP contractors began 
“water banking” programs where SWP water 
could be stored or exchanged during wet years 
and withdrawn in dry years. During the dry-year 
�‰���Œ�]�}���•�U�������P�Œ�����š���Œ���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Á���š���Œ���]�v���š�Z�����^�t�W��
includes banked water supplies. The banked water 
has met all water quality standards established by 
DWR under its pump-in policy for the SWP.

3.7 Santa Clara River
�d�Z�����D���u�}�Œ���v���µ�u���}�(���h�v�����Œ�•�š���v���]�v�P���~�D�K�h�•��

between the SCV Water and the United Water 
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����]�•�š�Œ�]���š���~�h�t�����•�U���Á�Z�]���Z���u���v���P���•��
surface and groundwater resources in seven 
groundwater subbasins in the Lower Santa Clara 
�Z�]�À���Œ���s���o�o���Ç�����Œ�����U���Á���•�������•�]�P�v�]�.�����v�š���������}�u�‰�o�]�•�Z�u���v�š��
�Á�Z���v���]�š���Á���•���]�v�]�Ÿ���o�o�Ç���‰�Œ���‰���Œ���������v�������Æ�����µ�š������
in 2001 and later updated and renewed in 
2018. �d�Z�����D�K�h���]�v�]�Ÿ���š�������������}�o�o�����}�Œ���Ÿ�À�������v����
�]�v�š���P�Œ���š���������‰�‰�Œ�}�����Z���š�}�������š�������}�o�o�����Ÿ�}�v�V�������š�������•����
�u���v���P���u���v�š�V���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���G�}�Á���u�}�����o�]�v�P�V��
���•�•���•�•�u���v�š���}�(���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�������•�]�v�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U��
�]�v���o�µ���]�v�P�������š���Œ�u�]�v���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�������•�]�v���Ç�]���o�������u�}�µ�v�š�•�V��
���v�����‰�Œ���‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����‰�Œ���•���v�š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š�•�X The 
�‰�Œ���‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����‰�Œ���•���v�š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š�•���]�v���o�µ��������
���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���������v�v�µ���o���Œ���‰�}�Œ�š�•���•�µ���Z�����•���š�Z�]�•���}�v�����(�}�Œ��
���µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���‰�o���v�v�]�v�P�����v�������}�v�•�]�����Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�������À���o�}�‰�u���v�š��
proposals, and more technically detailed reports 
on geologic and hydrologic aspects of the overall 
stream-aquifer system. 
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Figure 3-14
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�K�v���}�������•�]�}�v�U���‰�µ���o�]�������}�u�u���v�š�•���Z���À�����������v���Œ���]�•������
on whether use and management of groundwater 
in the Santa Clarita Valley have adversely 
�]�u�‰�����š�������•�µ�Œ�(���������Á���š���Œ���G�}�Á�•���]�v�š�}���s���v�š�µ�Œ����
County. Part of the groundwater modeling work 
�Z���•���������Œ���•�•�������š�Z�����•�µ�Œ�(���������Á���š���Œ���G�}�Á���‹�µ���•�Ÿ�}�v�����•��
well as groundwater levels and storage. While the 
sustainability of groundwater has logically derived 
primarily from projected long-term stability of 
groundwater levels and storage, it has also derived 
�]�v���‰���Œ�š���(�Œ�}�u���u�}�����o�������•�]�u�µ�o���Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���•�µ�Œ�(��������
�Á���š���Œ���G�}�Á�•�����v�����•�š�Œ�����u�r���‹�µ�]�(���Œ���]�v�š���Œ�����Ÿ�}�v�•���(�Œ�}�u��
groundwater pumping in the central and western 
�‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�X �/�v���������]�Ÿ�}�v�U���š�Z�����o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u��
history of groundwater levels in the western and 
central part of the Valley, as illustrated in Figures 
�ï�r�ð�����v�����ï�r�ñ, supports the modeled analysis and 
suggests that groundwater levels have not declined 
to a degree in which recharge from the Santa Clara 
�Z�]�À���Œ���Z���•���]�u�‰�����š�������•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á���š�}���s���v�š�µ�Œ�������}�µ�v�š�Ç�X  

�,�]�•�š�}�Œ�]�����o�����v�v�µ���o���•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á���]�v���š�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ����
River, into and out of the Santa Clarita Valley has 
been monitored at an upstream gage at Santa 
���o���Œ�����Z�]�À���Œ�������}�À�����>���v�P���Z���]�o�Œ�}�������^�š���Ÿ�}�v�����š���>���v�P��
gage and Capra Road Railroad Crossing and two 
downstream gages (County Line and SCR at Piru) 
(Figure 3-15). The Lang gage (F93B-R) shows a 
�Á�]�������Œ���v�P�����}�(�����À���Œ���P�������v�v�µ���o���•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á���]�v�š�}��
�š�Z���������•�]�v�V���Z�}�Á���À���Œ�U���š�Z���������š�����(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����P���P�����Z���•��
not always been accurate because the gage’s 
�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���o�]�u�]�š�������š�Z���������]�o�]�š�Ç���š�}���Œ�����}�Œ�����•�š�Œ�����u�r
�G�}�Á�X In 2010, Los Angeles County Department of 
Public Works (LADPW) removed the transducer 
�š�Z���š���‰�Œ���À�]�}�µ�•�o�Ç�����}�o�o�����š�������•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á�������š�������µ����
�š�}���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���‰�Œ�}���o���u�•���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�����š�Œ���v�•���µ�����Œ�����v����
�š�Z�����o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����P���P�����v�}�š�������]�v�P���������‹�µ���š�����š�}��
���o�o�}�Á���(�}�Œ���������µ�Œ���š�����•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á���u�����•�µ�Œ���u���v�š�•�X 
Between 2010 and 2012, LADPW has conducted 
�u���v�µ���o���u�����•�µ�Œ���u���v�š�•���}�(���•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á�U���Z�}�Á���À���Œ�U��
the measurements were not frequent enough to 
�������}�µ�v�š���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á�•���š�Z���š���o�]�l���o�Ç��
occurred. In June 2013, LADPW relocated the Lang 
�P���P�����š�}�������u�}�Œ�����•�µ�]�š�����o�����o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���í�ñ�ì���(�����š���µ�‰�•�š�Œ�����u��
on the Santa Clara River, and it was renamed Capra 
Road Railroad Crossing (F93C-R). 

The downstream gage, County Line gage 
(11108500), was moved in 1996 to its present 
�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���v�����Œ���W�]�Œ�µ�����v�����Œ���v���u�������^���Z�����š���W�]�Œ�µ��
(11109000), approximately two miles downriver. 
The combined record (1953-2019) of the two 
downstream gages indicates an annual stream 
discharge of approximately 45,600 afy (Figure 
3-16). These data recorded near the County line 
�•�Z�}�Á���v�}�š�����o�Ç���Z�]�P�Z���Œ���G�}�Á�•���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š����
Valley into the uppermost downstream subbasin, 
the Piru subbasin, over the last 35 to 40 years, 
likely the result of WRP discharges and releases 
�(�Œ�}�u�������•�š���]�����>���l���U���š�Z���Œ�����Ç�������v���.�Ÿ�v�P�����}�Á�v�•�š�Œ�����u��
�µ�•���Œ�•���š�Z���š�������v���.�š���(�Œ�}�u���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���Œ�����Z���Œ�P����
from the Santa Clara River.

Water quality in the upper Santa Clara 
�Z�]�À���Œ���]�•�����+�����š���������Ç���v���š�µ�Œ���o�����v�����µ�Œ�����v���Œ�µ�v�}�+�U��
WRP discharges and source water quality from 
�Œ���•���Œ�À�}�]�Œ���Œ���o�����•���•�����v�����‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o�o�Ç���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
�]�v�G�}�Á�X Annually, during the dry summer season, 
�š�Z�������}�u�‰�}�•�]�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á���]�v���š�Z�����^���v�š����
Clara River in the Upper Santa Clara River is 
predominantly composed of WRP discharges, 
���v�����š�Z�����d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�����Œ�����P���v���Œ���o�o�Ç���Z�]�P�Z���Œ��
compared to the wet winter/spring periods. 
���µ�Œ�]�v�P���š�Z�����Á���š���•�����•�}�v�U���•�š�Œ�����u�r�G�}�Á���]�v���š�Z�����Œ�]�À���Œ��
�]�•�����}�u�‰�}�•�������}�(���Œ�µ�v�}�+���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����Á���š���Œ�•�Z���������v����
�µ�Œ�����v�����Œ�����•�U�����o�}�v�P���Á�]�š�Z���t�Z�W�����]�•���Z���Œ�P���•���Œ���•�µ�o�Ÿ�v�P��
�]�v���Œ���o���Ÿ�À���o�Ç���o�}�Á���Œ���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•�X Water 
�‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç�������š�����(�Œ�}�u���•�µ�Œ�(���������G�}�Á�•���]�v���š�Z�����Z�]�À���Œ���]�v���š�Z����
�����v�š�Œ���o���‰���Œ�š���}�(���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç���~�D���•�•�����u�]�•�•�]�}�v���^�š���Ÿ�}�v��
located near the I-5 overpass) were obtained from 
surface water monitoring by the Upper Santa Clara 
River Watershed Management Group as required 
for the region’s municipal stormwater permit. 
Preliminary review of those results from the 2003-
�î�ì�í�õ���‰���Œ�]�}�����]�v���]�����š�����š�Z���š���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
vary from about 800 to 900 mg/L during the dry 
summer season and about 100 to 300 mg/L during 
the wet winter/spring season. Comparison with 
���o�o�µ�À�]���o���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ���‹�µ���o�]�š�Ç���‰�o�}�š�•���(�Œ�}�u���^�����Ÿ�}�v��
�ï�X�ò�X�î���]�v���]�����š���•���š�Z���š���š�Z�]�•���Œ���v�P�����}�(�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
�]�•�����}�u�‰���Œ�����o�����š�}���š�Z�����Œ���v�P�����}�(���d���^�����}�v�����v�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
observed in the alluvial aquifer.
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Figure 3-16
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�ð���r���^�µ�u�u���Œ�Ç���ì�(���î�ì�í�õ���t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����v�����î�ì�î�ì���K�µ�š�o�}�}�l
As discussed in the preceding chapters, total water demands in the Santa Clarita Valley were 72,600 af in 

2019, or about seven percent lower than in 2018. �K�(���š�Z�����š�}�š���o�������u���v�����]�v���î�ì�í�õ�U�����‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���ò�ì�U�í�ì�ì�����(���Á���Œ����
for municipal water supply (a decrease of 5,100 af from 2018), and the balance (12,500 af, a decrease of 
���‰�‰�Œ�}�Æ�]�u���š���o�Ç���ò�ì�ì�����(���(�Œ�}�u���î�ì�í�ô�•���Á���•���(�}�Œ�����P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o�����v�����}�š�Z���Œ���µ�•���•�U���]�v���o�µ���]�v�P�����•�Ÿ�u���š�������]�v���]�À�]���µ���o�����}�u���•�Ÿ����
uses. ���•�������š���]�o�������]�v�����Z���‰�š���Œ���î�U���š�Z�����š�}�š���o�������u���v�����]�v���î�ì�í�õ���Á���•���u���š�����Ç���������}�u���]�v���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���o�}�����o���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�U��
SWP and other imported water, and a small amount of recycled water.

�ð�X�í���� �î�ì�í�õ���t���š���Œ�������u���v��
The total water demand in 2019 was below 

the projected water demand in the 2015 UWMP 
(79,900 af), and below the short-term projected 
�����u���v�����š�Z���š���Á���•�����•�Ÿ�u���š�������]�v���š�Z�����î�ì�í�ô���t���š���Œ��
Report (80,000 af). �&�}�Œ�������o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���]�o�o�µ�•�š�Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
demand, historical water use from 1980 through 
�î�ì�í�õ���]�•���‰�o�}�©�������]�v��Figure 4-1 along with the 
currently projected municipal and agricultural 
water demands in the 2015 UWMP through 
2050. Historically, the primary factors causing 
�Ç�����Œ�r�š�}�r�Ç�����Œ���G�µ���š�µ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���Á���š���Œ�������u���v���•���Z���À����
�������v���Œ���o���š�������š�}���Á�����š�Z���Œ�U���]�u�‰�o���u���v�š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(��
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����+�}�Œ�š�•�U�������}�v�}�u�]�������}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����v����
�À���Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���š�Z�����v�µ�u�����Œ���}�(���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�X In 
the short term, wet years have typically resulted 
in decreased water demand, and dry years 
have typically resulted in higher water demand. 
Extended dry periods, however, have resulted in 
�������Œ�����•���•���]�v�������u���v�������µ�����š�}�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����v����
water shortage awareness related to outreach by 
the water suppliers. The decline in water demand 
toward the end of the 1989 to 1992 drought is a 
good example. �^�]�u�]�o���Œ�o�Ç�U���}�À���Œ���š�Z�����Œ�������v�š���u�µ�o�Ÿ�r�Ç�����Œ��
dry period beginning in 2006, total water demands 
progressively declined from a historical high in 
2007 to the lowest in nearly two decades in 2015 
(except for a couple of interim wet years that saw a 
corresponding increase). These low demand levels 
�Á���Œ�����]�v�G�µ���v���������]�v���‰���Œ�š���(�Œ�}�u�������•�o�}�Á�]�v�P���]�v���š�Z�����Œ���š����
�}�(���P�Œ�}�Á�š�Z���]�v���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•���š�Z���š���•�š���Œ�š�������]�v��
2008, but they were primarily the result of intense 
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����+�}�Œ�š�•���(�}�o�o�}�Á�]�v�P���•�š���š�����u���v�����š������
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���u�����•�µ�Œ���•���]�v���î�ì�í�ð�X

�ð�X�î���� �W�Œ�}�i�����š�������î�ì�î�ì���t���š���Œ��
�����u���v�������v�����^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•

�t�]�š�Z���š�Z���������o�}�Á�����À���Œ���P�����Œ���]�v�(���o�o�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v��
early 2020, municipal water requirements in the 
�.�Œ�•�š���‹�µ���Œ�š���Œ���}�(���î�ì�î�ì���Á���Œ�����P�Œ�����š���Œ���š�Z���v���.�Œ�•�š���‹�µ���Œ�š���Œ��
demand in 2019. �Z�����}�P�v�]�Ì�]�v�P���š�Z�}�•���������Œ�o�Ç�r�Ç�����Œ��
���}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����v�������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������P�Œ�}�Á�š�Z���]�v���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�U��
�š�}�š���o���Á���š���Œ�������u���v�����]�v���î�ì�î�ì���]�•�����•�Ÿ�u���š�������š�}��������
about 82,000 af. 

It is expected that both municipal and 
���P�Œ�]���µ�o�š�µ�Œ���o���Á���š���Œ�������u���v���•���]�v���î�ì�î�ì���Á�]�o�o�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ����
to be met with a mix of water supplies as in 
previous years, notably local groundwater, SWP 
and other supplemental imported water supplies, 
���}�u�‰�o���u���v�š���������Ç���Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ���š�Z���š���Á�]�o�o�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ����
�š�}���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�������•�u���o�o���(�Œ�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�}�š���o���Á���š���Œ�������u���v���X

As detailed in Table 4-1, the 2020 SWP 
���o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���•���Z�����µ�o�����Z���•���‰�Œ�}�����������������•���(�}�o�o�}�Á�•�W��
�}�v�����������u�����Œ���î�U���î�ì�í�õ�U���š�Z�����]�v�]�Ÿ���o�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���Á���•��
�í�ì�9���}�(���Á���š���Œ���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����^�t�W�X �K�v���:���v�µ���Œ�Ç���î�ð�U��
2020, it was increased to 15 percent. �K�v���D���Ç��
�î�î�v���U���š�Z�������o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���Á���•���]�v���Œ�����•�������š�}���î�ì���‰���Œ�����v�š��
(19,040 af) of its total Table A Amount of 95,200 
af. Combined with local groundwater from the 
two aquifer systems (approximately 31,000 af),  
carryover SWP water from 2019 (9,013 af), annual 
�����‹�µ�]�•�]�Ÿ�}�v���(�Œ�}�u�����s�t�^�������v�����Z�Z���t�^�����~���}�u���]�v������
11,000 af), purchase of Yuba Accord Water (403 
af), withdrawal from the Semitropic SWRU (5,000 
af), withdrawal from the Rosedale-Rio Bravo 
Water Storage District (14,437 af), the West Kern 
Water District (500 af) and Antelope Valley East 
�<���Œ�v���~�î�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�•���d�Á�}�r�(�}�Œ�r�K�v�������Æ���Z���v�P�����W�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�•�U��



Historical and Projected Water Use

Santa Clarita Valley Water Report
Santa Clarita Valley, Los Angeles County, California

Figure 4-1
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Table 4-1 �î�ì�î�ì���t���š���Œ�������u���v�������v�����t���š���Œ���Z���•�}�µ�Œ�����•���~�����Œ���r�(�����š�•

�W�Œ�}�i�����š�������î�ì�î�ì�������u���v������ 82,000

Available 2020 Water Supplies

Local Groundwater 31,000

Alluvium � 21,000

�^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���! 10,000

Imported Water 61,393

Table A Amount �" 19,040

Total Carryover from 2019 �# 9,013

Buena Vista/Rosedale-Rio Bravo Annual Supply 11,000

Semitropic SWRU Groundwater Banking Program 5,000

RRBWSD 2-for-1 Exchange Program 14,437

Antelope Valley East Kern 2-for-1 Exchange Program 2,000

West Kern Water District 2-for-1 Exchange Program 500

Yuba Accord 403

Recycled Water 500

�d�}�š���o�����À���]�o�����o�����î�ì�î�ì���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���• 92,893
Balance of Banking and Exchange Programs �$

Semitropic (SWRU) Groundwater Banking Program 45,278

Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Banking Program 100,000

�d�Á�}�r�(�}�Œ�r�K�v�������Æ���Z���v�P�����W�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�• 19,187

Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District14,437

Antelope Valley East Kern 3,750

West Kern Water District 500

�h�v�]�š�������t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����]�•�š�Œ�]���š500

�d�}�š���o���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o�����Œ�Ç���z�����Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�]���• 164,465
�����•�Ÿ�u���š���������•�������}�v���î�ì�î�ì���Ç�����Œ�r�š�}�r�����š���������š�µ���o���µ�•�����š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z�����‰�Œ�]�o�U���Á�]�š�Z�������u���v�����(�}�Œ���š�Z�����Œ���•�š���}�(���î�ì�î�ì���•�]�u�]�o���Œ���š�}���Œ�������v�š���Ç�����Œ�•�U���Á�]�š�Z���]�v���Œ�����•�����š�}���������}�µ�v�š��
�(�}�Œ���P�Œ�}�Á�š�Z���µ�v�����Œ���š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�������•���Œ�]���������]�v���š�Z�����h�‰�����š�����������•�]�v���z�]���o�������v���o�Ç�•�]�•�U�����µ�P�µ�•�š���î�ì�ì�õ�X

� �d�Z�������o�o�µ�À�]�µ�u���v�}�Œ�u���o�o�Ç���Œ���‰�Œ���•���v�š�•���ï�ì�U�ì�ì�ì���š�}���ð�ì�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�Ç���}�(�����À���]�o�����o�����•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���µ�v�����Œ���o�}�����o���Á���š�r�v�}�Œ�u���o�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����v�����ï�ì�U�ì�ì�ì���š�}���ï�ñ�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�Ç���µ�v�����Œ��
�o�}�����o�����Œ�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����•���]�v���]�����š�������]�v���š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P���W�o���v�������•���Œ�]���������]�v���š�Z�����h�‰�����š�����������•�]�v���z�]���o�������v���o�Ç�•�]�•�U�����µ�P�µ�•�š���î�ì�ì�õ�X Despite 2019 being a 
�Á���š���Ç�����Œ�U���Á���o�o�������‰�����]�š�Ç���]�•���Œ�����µ�����������µ�����š�}���š�Z�����š���u�‰�}�Œ���Œ�Ç���•�Z�µ�š�}�+���}�(���Á���o�o�•���š�Z���š�����Œ�����‰���v���]�v�P���š�Œ�����š�u���v�š���(�}�Œ���W�&���^�X

�!�d�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���Œ���‰�Œ���•���v�š�•���ó�U�ñ�ì�ì���t���í�ñ�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�Ç���}�(�����À���]�o�����o�����Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���µ�v�����Œ���v�}�v�r���Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����v�����µ�‰���š�}���ï�ñ�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�Ç���µ�v�����Œ�����Œ�Ç��
���}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U�������‰���v�����v�š���}�v�����À���]�o�����o�����Á���o�o�������‰�����]�š�Ç�X ���•�Ÿ�u���š�������•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���(�}�Œ���î�ì�î�ì���š���l���•���]�v�š�}�����}�v�•�]�����Œ���Ÿ�}�v�����µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v�����À���]�o�����o���������‰�����]�š�Ç�����µ�����š�}��
�‰���Œ���Z�o�}�Œ���š�������}�v�š���u�]�v���Ÿ�}�v�X��

�"SCV Water’s SWP Table A amount is 95,200 af. �d�Z�����]�v�]�Ÿ���o���î�ì�î�ì�����o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���}�v�����������u�����Œ���î�U���î�ì�í�õ���Á���•���í�ì���‰���Œ�����v�š���~�õ�U�ñ�î�ì�����(�•�X �K�v���:���v�µ���Œ�Ç���î�ð�U���î�ì�î�ì�U��
�š�Z�������o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���Á���•���]�v���Œ�����•�������š�}���í�ñ���‰���Œ�����v�š���~�í�ð�U�î�ô�ì�����(�•�X �K�v���D���Ç���î�î�U���î�ì�î�ì�U���š�Z�������o�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���Á���•���]�v���Œ�����•�������š�}���î�ì�9���~�í�õ�U�ì�ð�ì�����(�•�X

�#At the beginning of 2020, a total of 9,013 af of carryover supplies were available. 3,036 af were delivered in early 2020, and the rest was saved for 
carryover into 2021.

�$�������•���Œ�]���������]�v���^�����Ÿ�}�v���ï�X�ð�X�ï�X �d�Z�����‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�•���Œ���G�����š�������o���v�����•�����š���š�Z�������v�����}�(���î�ì�í�õ�V���•�}�u�����}�(���š�Z�]�•���Á���š���Œ���Á�]�o�o���������µ�•�������]�v���î�ì�î�ì�X
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and recycled water (500 af), the total available 
�Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���(�}�Œ���î�ì�î�ì�����Œ�����‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o�o�Ç���õ�î�U�ô�õ�ï�����(�X 
���µ�����š�}�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�]�v�P���Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����+�}�Œ�š�•�����v����
���]�À���Œ�•�]�.�������•�}�µ�Œ�����•���}�(���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�U���^���s���t���š���Œ��
���v�Ÿ���]�‰���š���•���Z���À�]�v�P���u�}�Œ�����š�Z���v���������‹�µ���š�����•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���š�}��
meet all water demands in 2020. Projected 2020 
demand, available water supplies, and banked 
�Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�����Œ�����•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�������]�v��Table 4-1.

�ð�X�ï���� �^�µ�‰�‰�o���u���v�š���o���t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç��
�^�}�µ�Œ�����•

�/�v���������]�Ÿ�}�v���š�}���š�Z�����Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�������•���Œ�]��������
above, and as described in Chapter 3, SCV Water 
has dry-year supplemental water supply of more 
than 164,000 af of recoverable water outside the 
groundwater basin at the end of 2019. Through 
�.�À�����o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u���P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�������v�l�]�v�P�����v�������Æ���Z���v�P����
�‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�•�U�����•���]�š���u�]�Ì�������]�v���š�Z�����o�}�Á���Œ���Z���o�(���}�(��Table 
4-1�U���š�Z���•�����������]�Ÿ�}�v���o�����Œ�Ç�r�Ç�����Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���]�v���o�µ�����W��
more than 45,000 af of recoverable water stored 
in the Semitropic Groundwater Storage Bank 
(SWRU) in Kern County, 100,000 af in the RRBWSD, 
a separate two-for-one exchange with RRBWSD 
with more than 14,400 af of total recoverable 
water, and another two-for-one exchange program 
with the WKWD in Kern County that has 500 af of 
recoverable water, and the third exchange program 
with Antelope Valley East Kern Water District 
(3,750 af) at the end of 2019. These components 
�}�(���}�À���Œ���o�o���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����Œ�����•���‰���Œ���š���o�Ç���Œ���G�����š�������]�v��
Table 4-1 because they are intended as a future 
dry-year supply. �d�Z���Œ�������Œ�������v�Ÿ���]�‰���š���������Æ�š�Œ�����Ÿ�}�v�•��
from the Rosedale-Rio Bravo, and Semitropic 
exchange programs in 2020 in the amounts of 
�í�ð�U�ð�ï�ó�����(�����v���������u���Æ�]�u�µ�u���}�(���ñ�U�ì�ì�ì�����(�U���Œ���•�‰�����Ÿ�À���o�Ç�X

�ð�X�ð���� �t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���Z���o�]�����]�o�]�š�Ç
4.4.1  SWP Delivery Capability

A federal court in August 2007 ruled that 
�����Œ�š���]�v���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o�����Z���v�P���•���Á���Œ�����Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ�������}�(���š�Z����
SWP in order to protect endangered species. With 
�š�Z�����}���i�����Ÿ�À�����}�(���‰�Œ�}�š�����Ÿ�v�P�����v�����v�P���Œ�������.�•�Z���•�µ���Z�����•��
the Delta smelt and spring-run salmon, the court 
�}�Œ�����Œ���Œ���•�µ�o�š�������]�v���š�Z�����‰�Œ���‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(�����]�}�o�}�P�]�����o��
�K�‰�]�v�]�}�v�•���~���]�K�‰�•�•���Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ�]�v�P�����t�Z���š�}���]�u�‰�o���u���v�š��

�u�]�Ÿ�P���Ÿ�}�v���Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•���Á�]�š�Z���Œ���•�µ�o�š���v�š���]�u�‰�����š�•��
on SWP water supply reliability. The current SWP 
���Œ���L�������o�]�À���Œ�Ç�������‰�����]�o�]�š�Ç���Z���‰�}�Œ�š���î�ì�í�ó���~���t�Z�U���î�ì�í�ó�•�U��
�u���]�v�š���]�v�•���š�Z�����Œ���•�š�Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v�•���}�v���^�t�W���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•��
�������}�Œ���]�v�P���š�}���š�Z�������]�K�‰�•���}�(���š�Z�����h�X�^�X���&�]�•�Z�����v�����t�]�o���o�]�(����
�^���Œ�À�]�������~�h�^�&�t�^�•�����v�����š�Z�����E���Ÿ�}�v���o���D���Œ�]�v�����&�]�•�Z���Œ�Ç��
Service (NMFS) issued in December 2008 and June 
�î�ì�ì�õ�U���Œ���•�‰�����Ÿ�À���o�Ç�X �d�Z�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���Œ�µ�o���•�������.�v������
�]�v���š�Z���•�������]�K�‰�•�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�����š�}���������o���P���o�o�Ç���Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ���������v����
�Á���Œ�����µ�•���������Ç�����t�Z���]�v���š�Z�������v���o�Ç�•���•���•�µ�‰�‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�v�P���]�š�•��
�^�t�W�����Œ���L�������o�]�À���Œ�Ç�������‰�����]�o�]�š�Ç���Z���‰�}�Œ�š���î�ì�í�ó�X 

�/�v���K���š�}�����Œ���î�ì�í�õ�U���š�Z�����h�^�&�t�^�����v�����E�D�&�^���Œ���o�����•������
�š�Z���]�Œ���o���š���•�š�����]�}�o�}�P�]�����o���K�‰�]�v�]�}�v�•�������•�������µ�‰�}�v���š�Z����
�h�^���Z�[�•���v���Á���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���‰�o���v�•���(�}�Œ���š�Z���������v�š�Œ���o���s���o�o���Ç��
Project (operated jointly with the SWP) which 
�]�v�À�}�o�À���•���������}�u���]�v���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Z�����]�š���š���Œ���•�š�}�Œ���Ÿ�}�v��
�u�����•�µ�Œ���•�����v�����G�}�Á���Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•�X�����}�š�Z�����P���v���]���•��
�(�}�µ�v�����š�Z���š���š�Z�����‰�Œ�}�‰�}�•�������}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v�•���‰�o���v�•���Á�]�o�o���v�}�š��
�i���}�‰���Œ���]�Ì�����š�Z�Œ�����š���v�������}�Œ�����v�����v�P���Œ�������•�‰�����]���•���}�Œ��
�����À���Œ�•���o�Ç�����+�����š���Z�����]�š���š�X The State of California has 
�.�o�������o�]�Ÿ�P���Ÿ�}�v�����Z���o�o���v�P�]�v�P���š�Z�������]�}�o�}�P�]�����o���K�‰�]�v�]�}�v�•��
and in March of 2020 the California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife issued a ten year Interim Take 
�W���Œ�u�]�š���(�}�Œ���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����^�t�W���š�Z���š�����]�����v�}�š��
incorporate many of the provisions of the new 
�&�������Œ���o�����]�}�o�}�P�]�����o���K�‰�]�v�]�}�v�•�X

�d�Z�����^�t�W�����Œ���L�������o�]�À���Œ�Ç�������‰�����]�o�]�š�Ç���Z���‰�}�Œ�š��
2017 also considers the impacts on SWP delivery 
reliability due to climate change, sea level rise, 
���v�����u�µ�o�Ÿ�‰�o���������o�š���r�•�‰�����]�.�������}�v�����Œ�v�•�X Further 
���}�v�•�]�����Œ���Ÿ�}�v���]�•�����o�•�}���P�]�À���v���š�}���š�Z�����u���i�}�Œ�������o�š����
�‰�}�o�]���Ç���‰�o���v�v�]�v�P�����+�}�Œ�š�•�����µ�Œ�Œ���v�š�o�Ç���µ�v�����Œ�Á���Ç�W���d�Z����
�����o�š�����W�o���v�����v�����š�Z���������Ç�������o�š�������}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���W�o���v��
(in 2018 called CA Water Fix). With these factors, 
the Delivery Capability Report projects that 
the average annual delivery of Table A water is 
���•�Ÿ�u���š���������š���ò�î���‰���Œ�����v�š���~�µ�v���Z���v�P�������(�Œ�}�u���š�Z����
�î�ì�í�ñ�����•�Ÿ�u���š���•�X �^���s���t���š���Œ���•�š���+���Z���•�����•�•���•�•�������š�Z����
�]�u�‰�����š���}�(���š�Z�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���^�t�W�����Œ���L�������o�]�À���Œ�Ç�������‰�����]�o�]�š�Ç��
Report 2017 on the SCV Water reliability analysis 
contained in the Agency’s 2015 UWMP that 
���µ�Œ�Œ���v�š�����v�������v�Ÿ���]�‰���š�������•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�����Œ�������À���]�o�����o�����š�}��
meet projected water supply needs through the 
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year 2050. The preceding discussion of SWP supply 
�•�Z�}�µ�o�������������}�v�•�]�����Œ���������Ç���v�}�Ÿ�v�P���š�Z���š�U���Á�Z�]�o�����š�Z����
SWP Capability Report represents a reasonable 
scenario with respect to long term reliability, 
�Œ�������v�š���Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���Œ�����µ�������š�Z�������]�+���Œ���v������
between available supply and demand in the 
future, thereby making the SCV Water service 
area more subject to shortages in certain dry 
years. �������}�Œ���]�v�P�o�Ç�U���š�Z�����Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���^�t�W���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç��
�Œ���]�v�(�}�Œ�����•���š�Z�����v���������š�}�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������]�o�]�P���v�š�����+�}�Œ�š�•���š�}��
conserve potable water and increase the use of 
�Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ���š�}���u���Æ�]�u�]�Ì�����µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���‰�}�š�����o����
water supplies. 

More recently, DWR has entered into a revised 
�^�t�W�r���s�W�����}�}�Œ���]�v���š�������K�‰���Œ���Ÿ�v�P�����P�Œ�����u���v�š�����v����
�]�•�������À���v���]�v�P�������s�}�o�µ�v�š���Œ�Ç���^���©�o���u���v�š�����P�Œ�����u���v�š��
�Œ���o���Ÿ�v�P���š�}���š�Z�����^�š���š�����t���š���Œ���Z���•�}�µ�Œ�����•�����}�v�š�Œ�}�o��
Board’s Bay-Delta Water Quality process. Further, 
�µ�v�����Œ���š�Z�������]�Œ�����Ÿ�}�v���}�(���'�}�À���Œ�v�}�Œ���E���Á�•�}�u�U�����t�Z��
recently took formal steps to withdraw proposed 
permits for the California Water Fix (twin tunnels) 
and begin a renewed environmental review and 
planning process for a smaller, single tunnel Delta 
Conveyance project. �d�Z�����}�µ�š���}�u�����}�(���š�Z���•�������+�}�Œ�š�•��
is not known but is not expected to result in 
reliability outcomes below the range of those that 
have been modeled ���v�����Á�]�o�o���������Œ���(�o�����š�������]�v���š�Z����
�î�ì�í�õ���^�t�W�������o�]�À���Œ�Ç�������‰�����]�o�]�š�Ç���Z���‰�}�Œ�š�����µ�����}�µ�š���]�v��
�š�Z�����•�µ�u�u���Œ���}�(���î�ì�î�ì.

As discussed in Chapter 5, SCV Water has 
worked with Los Angeles County and the City of 
Santa Clarita to aggressively implement water 
���}�v�•���Œ�À���š�]�}�v���]�v���š�Z�����^���s���t���š���Œ���•���Œ�À�]���������Œ�����X In 
terms of short-term water supply availability, 
however, SCV Water has determined that 
���À���v���Á�]�š�Z���}�‰���Œ���š�]�}�v���o�����Z���v�P���•���}�(���š�Z�����^�t�W���]�v��
���(�(�����š�U���š�Z���Œ�������Œ�����•�µ�(�(�]���]���v�š���•�µ�‰�‰�o���u���v�š���o���Á���š���Œ��
supplies, including SWP water, to augment local 
groundwater and other water supplies such that 
�}�À���Œ���o�o���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•���Á�]�o�o���������•�µ�(�(�]���]���v�š���š�}���u�����š��
projected water requirements. SCV Water, Los 
Angeles County, and the City of Santa Clarita have 
formed the Santa Clarita Valley Water ���}�u�u�]�š�š������
�~�(�}�Œ�u���Œ�o�Ç�����}�v�À���v���������•���š�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�������Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š��
���}�u�u�]�š�š�����•�X �d�Z�����•�‰�����]�(�]�����‰�µ�Œ�‰�}�•�����}�(���š�Z����

���}�u�u�]�©�������]�•���š�}���Á�}�Œ�l�����}�o�o�����}�Œ���Ÿ�À���o�Ç���š�}���u���v���P����
�š�Z�������}�v�i�µ�v���Ÿ�À�����µ�•�����}�(���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�[�•���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�U��
�Œ���•�‰�}�v�����š�}�����Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�����v�������v�•�µ�Œ�����š�Z����
�‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���•�•�]�À�����]�u�‰�o���u���v�š���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���Á���š���Œ���µ�•�������8���]���v���Ç��
programs in the Santa Clarita Valley.

4.4.2  Water Supply Reliability Plan
�/�v���������]�Ÿ�}�v���š�}���š�Z�����î�ì�í�ñ���h�t�D�W���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç��

analysis, SCV Water undertook an update of 
the CLWA 2011 Water Supply Reliability Plan. 
Completed in 2017, the report (conducted by 
Nancy Clemm and Kennedy/Jenks Consultants) 
���v���o�Ç�Ì���������v�����u�}�����o�������(�}�µ�Œ�����]�+���Œ���v�š���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç��
and demand scenarios from 2017 to 2050 to 
determine the overall reliability of the water 
supply in the Santa Clarita Valley. The scenarios 
�Œ���G�����š�������Á�]�������Œ���v�P�����}�(���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����•�•�µ�u�‰�Ÿ�}�v�•��
on the availability of groundwater for pumping, 
imported water deliveries, planned increases in 
�Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ�U�����v�����‰�}�š���v�Ÿ���o�������o�]�(�}�Œ�v�]�����t���š���Œ���&�]�Æ��
�(�����]�o�]�Ÿ���•�X���h�v�����Œ���š�Z�����u�}�•�š�����Z���o�o���v�P�]�v�P���•�����v���Œ�]�}�U��
SWP and groundwater supplies were reduced 
and improvements in Rosedale Banking Program 
and Saugus dry-year pumping were suspended. 
�h�v�����Œ���•�µ���Z���Œ�����µ���������•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U���š�Z�������v���o�Ç�•�]�•��
concluded that planned improvements to the 
�Z�}�•�������o���������v�l�]�v�P���W�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�����•���Á���o�o�����•�����}�v�i�µ�v���Ÿ�À����
�µ�•�����}�(���^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���•�š�}�Œ���P�����Á���Œ�����v�������•�•���Œ�Ç�X

�ð�X�ñ���� �t���š���Œ���^�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���^�š�Œ���š���P�Ç
SCV Water has implemented a number of 

projects that are part of an overall program to 
�‰�Œ�}�À�]�������(�����]�o�]�Ÿ���•���v�������������š�}���.�Œ�u���µ�‰���]�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������Á���š���Œ��
�•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�����µ�Œ�]�v�P���Ÿ�u���•���}�(�����Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š�X These involve 
�Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�U���•�µ�Œ�(�����������v�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ��
storage, water transfers and exchanges, water 
�Œ�����Ç���o�]�v�P�U���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���•�Z�}�Œ�š�r�š���Œ�u���‰�µ�u�‰�]�v�P���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z����
�^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v�U�����v�����]�v���Œ�����•�]�v�P���š�Z�����Œ���o�]�����]�o�]�š�Ç���}�(��
SCV Water’s imported supply. This overall strategy 
is designed to meet increasing water demands 
while assuring a reasonable degree of supply 
reliability.
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Part of the overall water supply strategy is to 
���}�v�i�µ�v���Ÿ�À���o�Ç���µ�•�����P�Œ�}�µ�v���Á���š���Œ�����v�����]�u�‰�}�Œ�š�������Á���š���Œ��
to area residents to ensure consistent quality and 
reliability of service. The actual blend of imported 
water and groundwater in any given year and 
�o�}�����Ÿ�}�v���]�v���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç���]�•�����v���}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���������]�•�]�}�v��
���v�����À���Œ�]���•���}�À���Œ���Ÿ�u�������µ�����š�}���•�}�µ�Œ���������À���]�o�����]�o�]�š�Ç��
���v�����}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o�������‰�����]�š�Ç���}�(���^���s���t���š���Œ���(�����]�o�]�Ÿ���•�X 
�d�Z�����P�}���o���]�•���š�}�����}�v�i�µ�v���Ÿ�À���o�Ç���µ�•�����š�Z�������À���]�o�����o����
water resources so that the overall reliability of 
�Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���]�•���u���Æ�]�u�]�Ì�������Á�Z�]�o�����µ�Ÿ�o�]�Ì�]�v�P���o�}�����o��
groundwater at a sustainable rate. Such is the 
case in 2019, where the large amount of available 
�^�t�W���•�µ�‰�‰�o�]���•�U���‰�Œ�}�À�]���������}�‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���o���G���Æ�]���]�o�]�š�Ç���]�v��
reducing groundwater pumping in the Valley to 
address drought impacts on groundwater levels in 
�š�Z���������•�š���Œ�v���‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����•�µ�������•�]�v�X 

For long-term planning purposes, water supplies 
���v�����(�����]�o�]�Ÿ���•�����Œ�����������������}�v�����v���]�v���Œ���u���v�š���o�������•�]�•��
and ahead of need. It would be economically 
unsound to immediately, or in the short term, 
�]�v�•�š���o�o�����v�����]�u�‰�o���u���v�š�����o�o���š�Z�����(�����]�o�]�Ÿ���•�����v����
water supplies needed for the next twenty to 
thirty years. �d�Z�]�•���Á�}�µ�o�����µ�v�(���]�Œ�o�Ç�����µ�Œ�����v�����Æ�]�•�Ÿ�v�P��
customers with costs that should be borne by 
future customers. There are numerous ongoing 
���+�}�Œ�š�•���š�}���‰�Œ�}���µ���������v���������‹�µ���š�������v�����Œ���o�]�����o�����•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç��
of good quality water for Valley residents, including 
increased recovery capacity at both Semitropic 
and RRBWSD Banking Programs and new and 
�Œ���‰�o�������u���v�š���Á���o�o�•���]�v���š�Z�����^���µ�P�µ�•���&�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���š�}��
increase groundwater recovery. Water consumers 
���Æ�‰�����š���š�Z���]�Œ���v�������•���Á�]�o�o�����}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�����š�}���������u���š���Á�]�š�Z��
a high degree of reliability and quality of service. 
To that end, SCV Water’s stated reliability goal is 
to deliver a reliable and high quality water supply 
for their customers, even during dry periods. 
�����•�������}�v�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�À�����Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç�����v���������u���v����
���•�•�µ�u�‰�Ÿ�}�v�•�����}�v�š���]�v�������]�v���š�Z�����î�ì�í�ñ���h�t�D�W���(�}�Œ��
�����‰�o���v�v�]�v�P���Z�}�Œ�]�Ì�}�v���š�}���î�ì�ñ�ì�U���]�v�����}�u���]�v���Ÿ�}�v���Á�]�š�Z��
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���v�}�v�r���•�•���v�Ÿ���o�������u���v�������µ�Œ�]�v�P��
�����Œ�š���]�v�����Œ�Ç���Ç�����Œ�•�U���^���s���t���š���Œ�������o�]���À�����]�u�‰�o���u���v�Ÿ�v�P��
their water plan will successfully achieve this goal.
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�ñ���r���t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v
���•�������o�]�(�}�Œ�v�]�������}�v�Ÿ�v�µ���•���š�}���u���v���P�����]�š�•���À���o�µ�����o�����Á���š���Œ���Œ���•�}�µ�Œ�����•���š�Z�Œ�}�µ�P�Z���š�Z�������Z���o�o���v�P���•���}�(�����o�]�u���š����

���Z���v�P�������v�����Á���š���Œ���Œ���o�]�����]�o�]�š�Ç���]�•�•�µ���•�U���^���s���t���š���Œ���]�•�����}�u�u�]�©�������š�}�������Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�����}�u�‰�Œ�]�•�]�v�P��
�•���À���Œ���o���u�����•�µ�Œ���•���š�Z���š���]�v���}�Œ�‰�}�Œ���š���������µ�����Ÿ�}�v�U���]�v�����v�Ÿ�À���•�U�����v�������}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���u���v�����š���•�����u�}�v�P�����o�o���š�Z�����À���Œ�]�}�µ�•��
customers present in the Valley. ���•�������u���u�����Œ���}�(���š�Z���������o�]�(�}�Œ�v�]�����t���š���Œ�����8���]���v���Ç���W���Œ�š�v���Œ�•�Z�]�‰���~�����o�t���W�•�U���^���s��
�t���š���Œ���‰�Œ�]�}�Œ�]�Ÿ�Ì���•���µ�Œ�����v���Á���š���Œ���µ�•�������8���]���v���Ç�����v�������}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���š�Z���]�Œ���u���v���P���u���v�š���•�š�Œ���š���P�Ç�����v�����‰�µ���o�]����
messaging. 

�ñ�X�í���� �Z�������v�š�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����+�}�Œ�š�•
The Santa Clarita Valley Water Use 

���8���]���v���Ç���^�š�Œ���š���P�]�����W�o���v���~�î�ì�ì�ô���^���s�t�h���^�W�•���]�•������
���}�u�‰�Œ���Z���v�•�]�À�����o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���‰�o���v���(�}�Œ��
�š�Z�����^���v�š�������o���Œ�]�š�����s���o�o���Ç���Á�]�š�Z���}���i�����Ÿ�À���•�U���‰�}�o�]���]���•�U��
and programs designed to promote proven 
���v�������}�•�š�r���+�����Ÿ�À�������}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���‰�Œ�����Ÿ�����•�X The 
�‰�Œ���‰���Œ���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����î�ì�ì�ô���^���s�t�h���^�W���]�v���o�µ��������
input from stakeholders and the community at 
�o���Œ�P�������v�����‰�Œ�}�À�]�����������������š���]�o�������•�š�µ���Ç���}�(���Œ���•�]�����v�Ÿ���o��
and commercial water use, and recommended 
programs designed to reduce overall Valley-wide 
water demand by ten percent by 2030. Following 
�š�Z�������}�u�‰�o���Ÿ�}�v���}�(���š�Z�����î�ì�ì�ô���^���s�t�h���^�W�U���^���v���š����
Bill SB X7-7 was passed in November 2009. SB X7-7 
�]�v���o�µ���������Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•���(�}�Œ���Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v�•���]�v���‰���Œ�������‰�]�š����
water use by 2020 of 20 percent which exceeded 
the targets outlined in the 2008 SCVWUESP. 

In January 2014, as a response to drought 
���}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U���š�Z�����'�}�À���Œ�v�}�Œ���}�(���š�Z�����^�š���š�����}�(�������o�]�(�}�Œ�v�]����
declared a drought emergency and asked that all 
�����o�]�(�}�Œ�v�]���v�•���š���l�����À�}�o�µ�v�š���Œ�Ç�������Ÿ�}�v���š�}���Œ�����µ�������š�Z���]�Œ��
2013 water use by 20 percent. In February 2014, 
the Santa Clarita Valley Family of Water Suppliers 
���‰�‰�Œ�}�À�������š�Z�����t���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�������Ÿ�}�v���W�o���v��
�š�Z���š���‰�Œ�}�À�]�������������•���Œ�]���•���}�(���Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v��
guidelines customers could implement to reduce 
their water use by 20 percent. In July 2014, the 
SWRCB adopted temporary emergency water 
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���Œ���P�µ�o���Ÿ�}�v�•���š�Z���š���Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ�������Á���š���Œ��
���P���v���]���•���š�}���]�u�‰�o���u���v�š���š�Z���������Ÿ�}�v�•���}�(���š�Z���]�Œ���Á���š���Œ��
�•�Z�}�Œ�š���P�������}�v�Ÿ�v�P���v���Ç���‰�o���v�•���š�Z���š���]�u�‰�}�•�������u�µ�o�Ÿ�‰�o����
�u���v�����š�}�Œ�Ç���Œ���•�š�Œ�]���Ÿ�}�v�•���}�v���]�v���}�}�Œ�����v�����}�µ�š���}�}�Œ��
water use. �d�Z���•�����}�Œ�����Œ�•���Á���Œ�����u�}���]�.���������Ç���š�Z����

Governor in 2016 to allow for local management 
�v�������•���Á�Z�]�o�������o�•�}�����]�Œ�����Ÿ�v�P���š�Z�����•�š���š�����š�}�������À���o�}�‰��
�•�š���š���r�Á�]�������‰�o���v�•���(�}�Œ���o�}�v�P�r�š���Œ�u�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���P�}���o�•��
���v�����Á���š���Œ���µ�•�������8���]���v���Ç�X 

�/�v���î�ì�í�ñ�U�����v���µ�‰�����š�������t���š���Œ���h�•�������8���]���v���Ç��
Strategic Plan (WUE SP) that incorporated the 
�^�����y�ó�r�ó���š���Œ�P���š�������Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v�•���Á���•���.�v���o�]�Ì�����X The 
updated WUE SP was supported by a thorough 
economic analysis that will guide local water 
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v�����+�}�Œ�š�•���‰�o���v�v���������v�����]�u�‰�o���u���v�š������
by SCV Water in the coming years. The economic 
���v���o�Ç�•�]�•�����}�v���o�µ���������š�Z���š���Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v��
measures are more economically feasible as 
���}�u�‰���Œ�������š�}���š�Z���������}�v�}�u�]���������v���.�š���}�(���������]�v�P��
�Œ�����Ç���o�������Á���š���Œ���]�v�(�Œ���•�š�Œ�µ���š�µ�Œ�����]�v���u�����Ÿ�v�P�������‰�}�Œ�Ÿ�}�v��
of future water demands. The WUE SP is consistent 
�Á�]�š�Z���^���s���t���š���Œ�[�•���^�š�Œ���š���P�]�����W�o���v���K���i�����Ÿ�À���•��
including:

 �ÁEnsure long-term average water supply meets 
current and future demand.

 �ÁMeet local water demands.

 �Á�����Z�]���À�����š�Z�����Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���š���Œ�P���š���}�(���î�ì��
percent per capita by 2020.

As described in the 2015 UWMP, each retail 
purveyor (now division) must demonstrate SB 
X7-7 compliance by an interim Daily Per Capita 
Water Use Target. ���•���•�µ�u�u���Œ�]�Ì�������]�v��Table 5-1, SCV 
Water met their 2019 Interim Water Use Target in 
�������]�Ÿ�}�v���š�}���š�Z���]�Œ���î�ì�î�ì���d���Œ�P���š�X LA36 met the 2020 
GPCD (gallons per capita by day) target in 2017. 
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Table 5-1�W���î�ì�Æ�î�ì�î�ì�����}�u�‰�o�]���v�������'�W�������d���Œ�P���š�•�����v�������µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���o���À���o�•

���]�À�]�•�]�}�v �����•���o�]�v���Ó �î�ì�î�ì���d���Œ�P���š�Ó�����š�µ���o��
2019

�W���Œ�����v�š���P����
�Z�����µ���Ÿ�}�v

�>���ï�ò�Ô 235 188 138 �ð�í�9

Newhall 238 190 153 �ï�ò�9

Santa Clarita 251 201 166 �ï�ð�9

Valencia 335 268 236 �ï�ì�9

SCV Water 
(combined)�Õ

277 218 189 �ï�î�9

a. Targets are consistent with 2015 UWMP 
(2016). GPCD values represent potable per 
capita water use only and do not include any 
recycled water use. Recycled water is included 
�]�v���s�t�����š�}�š���o���‰�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v�����v���������u���v�����P�Œ���‰�Z�•�X��
�,�}�Á���À���Œ�U���(�}�Œ���‰�}�š�����o�����'�W�����������o���µ�o���Ÿ�}�v�•�����v����
associated GPCD graphs, recycled water is not 
included to allow for comparison with potable 
GPCD water use targets mandated per the 
�����.�v�]�Ÿ�}�v���‰�Œ�}�À�]���������]�v���^�����y�ó�r�ó�X

b. Since Los Angeles County Waterworks 
District 36 does not have 3,000 AF served or 
�ï�U�ì�ì�ì�����}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�U���^�����y�ó�r�ó�����}���•���v�}�š�����‰�‰�o�Ç�X

c. Valley-wide GPCD values are based on a 
�Á���]�P�Z�š���������À���Œ���P�����µ�•�]�v�P���‰�}�‰�µ�o���Ÿ�}�v�����•�Ÿ�u���š���•��
as reported in the 2015 UWMP. Though SB 
X7-7 does not apply to LACWD, the valley-
�Á�]�������'�W�����������o���µ�o���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���o�µ�����•�����}�š�Z���Á���š���Œ��
�‰�Œ�}���µ���Ÿ�}�v�����v�����‰�}�‰�µ�o���Ÿ�}�v���(�Œ�}�u���š�Z�����>�����t����
service area to examine the regional water 
use.

�^���s���t���š���Œ���‰�Œ�}�À�]�����•���������]�Ÿ�}�v���o���]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���}�v��
�š�Z���]�Œ���Á�����•�]�š�����Œ���P���Œ���]�v�P���Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���Ÿ�‰�•�U��
gardening classes, and rebates. The agency website 
provides steps residents can take to conserve 
water for both indoor and outdoor use, along 
with a calendar for upcoming gardening classes. 
�Z�������š���•���(�}�Œ���Á���š���Œ�����8���]���v�š���‰�Œ�}���µ���š�•�����v�����•���Œ�À�]�����•��
are provided for individual residence, businesses, 
���v�������Œ�����•���Á�]�š�Z���o���Œ�P�����o���v���•�����‰���•���}�Œ���,�K���[�•�X���d�Z�]�•��
includes pool covers, soil moisture sensors, smart 
�]�Œ�Œ�]�P���Ÿ�}�v�����}�v�š�Œ�}�o�o���Œ�•�U�����v�����o���Á�v���Œ���‰�o�������u���v�š�X��

�D�}�Œ�����]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���}�v���š�Z���•�����•���Œ�À�]�����•�����v�����Œ�������š���•��
�����v���������(�}�µ�v�����}�v���š�Z�����^���s���t���š���Œ���Á�����•�]�š�����~�Z�©�‰�•�W�l�l
�Ç�}�µ�Œ�•���À�Á���š���Œ�X���}�u�l�•���À���r�Á���š���Œ�r�u�}�v���Ç�l�·�z�Œ�������š���•�•�X

�ñ�X�î���� �î�ì�í�õ���t���š���Œ���h�•��
�î�ì�í�õ���‰�µ�š�����v�����v�����š�}�����]�P�Z�š�����}�v�•�����µ�Ÿ�À�����Ç�����Œ�•��

�}�(�����Œ�Ç�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•���(�}�Œ���š�Z�����s���o�o���Ç�U�����v���������•�‰�]�š��������
���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�������P�Œ�}�Á�š�Z���]�v���•���Œ�À�]���������}�v�v�����Ÿ�}�v�•�U���š�Z���Œ����
has been a long-term overall decrease in water 
���}�v�•�µ�u�‰�Ÿ�}�v���}�À���Œ���š�Z���š���Ÿ�u���X As detailed in Table 
2-2 and ���‰�‰���v���]�Æ���d�����o�������í�U���š�Z�����š�}�š���o���Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v��
from 2013 water use in 2019 was almost 26,800 af. 
The breakdown of water savings over that period 
by service area included:

 �Á VWD – 5,337 af (1,739 million gallons)

 �Á SCWD –5,500 af (1,792 million gallons)

 �Á NWD –2,229 af (726 million gallons)

 �Á LAC36 –317 af (103 million gallons)

As noted in Table 5-1, each division in the 
�s���o�o���Ç���]�•���}�v���š�Œ�����l���š�}���u�����š���]�š�•���Œ���•�‰�����Ÿ�À�����^�����y�ó�r�ó���î�ì��
�‰���Œ�����v�š�����Ç���î�ì�î�ì���Œ�����µ���Ÿ�}�v���]�v���'�W�������Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�X��
However, changes to the State’s overall 
���}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v���•�š�Œ���š���P�Ç���Z���À�����������v�����‰�‰�Œ�}�À���������v�������Œ����
currently in development. 

In 2018, the State Legislature and Governor 
Brown enacted AB 1668 and SB 606 in support of 
���}�v�Ÿ�v�µ�]�v�P�����+�}�Œ�š�•���š�}���^�u���l�����Á���š���Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v������
�����o�]�(�}�Œ�v�]�����Á���Ç���}�(���o�]�(���X�_���d�Z�����o���P�]�•�o���Ÿ�}�v���Œ�����}�P�v�]�Ì���•��
�š�Z���š���š�Z�������8���]���v�š���µ�•�����}�(���Á���š���Œ���]�•�����}�š�Z�����}�•�š�r���+�����Ÿ�À����
���v�������Œ�]�Ÿ�����o���š�}�����v�•�µ�Œ�]�v�P���Á���š���Œ���•�µ�‰�‰�o�Ç���Œ���o�]�����]�o�]�š�Ç��
���µ�Œ�]�v�P�����Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š�����v�����v�}�v�r���Œ�}�µ�P�Z�š�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�X���t���š���Œ��
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agencies are developing a series of long-term 
�µ�Œ�����v���Á���š���Œ���µ�•�������8���]���v���Ç���•�š���v�����Œ���•���]�v���o�µ���]�v�P��
�]�v���}�}�Œ�����v�����}�µ�š���}�}�Œ�����8���]���v���Ç���š���Œ�P���š�•�U���Á�]�š�Z��
���}�v�•�]�����Œ���Ÿ�}�v���(�}�Œ���o�}�����o���Á�����š�Z���Œ�����}�v���]�Ÿ�}�v�•�U�����v����
���]�•�š�Œ�]���µ�Ÿ�}�v���•�Ç�•�š���u���Á���š���Œ���o�}�•�•���•�X�������P�]�v�v�]�v�P���]�v��
2023, SCV Water will be required to comply with its 
�µ�Œ�����v���Á���š���Œ���µ�•�����}���i�����Ÿ�À�����}�v�����v�����v�v�µ���o�������•�]�•�X���d�Z����
�^�t�Z�������u���Ç���]�•�•�µ�����]�v�(�}�Œ�u���Ÿ�}�v���o���}�Œ�����}�v�•���Œ�À���Ÿ�}�v��
�}�Œ�����Œ�•���š�}�����P���v���]���•���(���]�o�]�v�P���š�}���u�����š���š�Z���]�Œ���}���i�����Ÿ�À���•�X��
�����š���]�o�•���•�‰�����]�.�����š�}���������í�ò�ò�ô�����v�����^�����ò�ì�ò���•�š���v�����Œ���•��
and protocols are scheduled for release in 2022.
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Water

1980 1,126 - 9,467 0 10,593 0 - - 0 0 - 1,170 2,363 3,533 0 5,995 1,644 - 7,639 1,126 - 16,632 4,007 - 21,765
1981 4,603 - 7,106 0 11,709 0 - - 0 0 - 1,350 2,621 3,971 1,214 5,597 1,808 - 8,619 5,817 - 14,053 4,429 - 24,299
1982 6,454 - 4,091 0 10,545 145 - - 145 0 - 1,178 2,672 3,850 3,060 3,415 897 - 7,372 9,659 - 8,684 3,569 - 21,912
1983 5,214 - 4,269 0 9,483 207 - - 207 0 - 1,147 2,787 3,934 3,764 3,387 611 - 7,762 9,185 - 8,803 3,398 - 21,386
1984 6,616 - 6,057 0 12,673 240 - - 240 0 - 1,549 2,955 4,504 4,140 4,975 854 - 9,969 10,996 - 12,581 3,809 - 27,386
1985 6,910 - 6,242 0 13,152 272 - - 272 0 - 1,644 3,255 4,899 4,641 4,633 885 - 10,159 11,823 - 12,519 4,140 - 28,482
1986 8,366 - 5,409 0 13,775 342 - - 342 0 - 1,842 3,548 5,390 5,051 5,167 1,427 - 11,645 13,759 - 12,418 4,975 - 31,152
1987 9,712 - 5,582 0 15,294 361 - - 361 22 - 2,127 3,657 5,806 6,190 4,921 1,305 - 12,416 16,285 - 12,630 4,962 - 33,877
1988 11,430 - 5,079 63 16,572 434 - - 434 142 - 2,283 4,041 6,466 7,027 4,835 2,300 - 14,162 19,033 - 12,197 6,404 - 37,634
1989 12,790 - 5,785 0 18,575 457 - - 457 428 - 2,367 4,688 7,483 7,943 5,826 2,529 - 16,298 21,618 - 13,978 7,217 - 42,813
1990 12,480 - 5,983 40 18,503 513 - - 513 796 - 1,936 4,746 7,478 7,824 5,232 3,516 - 16,572 21,613 - 13,151 8,302 - 43,066
1991 6,158 - 5,593 4,781 16,532 435 - - 435 675 - 1,864 4,994 7,533 700 9,951 4,642 - 15,293 7,968 - 17,408 14,417 - 39,793
1992 6,350 - 8,288 2,913 17,551 421 - - 421 802 - 1,994 5,160 7,956 6,338 6,615 2,385 - 15,338 13,911 - 16,897 10,458 - 41,266
1993 3,429 - 12,016 2,901 18,346 465 - - 465 1,075 - 1,977 5,068 8,120 8,424 5,815 2,182 - 16,421 13,393 - 19,808 10,151 - 43,352
1994 5,052 - 10,996 3,863 19,911 453 - - 453 906 - 2,225 5,103 8,234 7,978 6,847 2,565 - 17,390 14,389 - 20,068 11,531 - 45,988
1995 7,955 - 10,217 1,726 19,898 477 - - 477 1,305 - 1,675 4,775 7,755 7,259 8,698 1,586 - 17,543 16,996 - 20,590 8,087 - 45,673
1996 9,385 - 10,445 2,176 22,006 533 - - 533 1,213 - 1,803 4,871 7,887 6,962 12,433 326 - 19,721 18,093 - 24,681 7,373 - 50,147
1997 10,120 - 11,268 1,068 22,456 785 - - 785 1,324 - 2,309 5,168 8,801 9,919 11,696 516 - 22,131 22,148 - 25,273 6,752 - 54,173
1998 8,893 - 11,426 0 20,319 578 - - 578 1,769 - 1,761 4,557 8,087 9,014 10,711 149 - 19,874 20,254 - 23,898 4,706 - 48,858
1999 10,772 - 13,741 0 24,513 654 - - 654 5,050 - 1,676 2,622 9,348 10,806 11,823 106 - 22,735 27,282 - 27,240 2,728 - 57,250
2000 13,751 - 11,529 0 25,280 800 - - 800 6,024 - 1,508 2,186 9,718 12,004 12,179 1,007 - 25,190 32,579 - 25,216 3,193 - 60,988
2001 15,648 - 9,941 0 25,589 907 - - 907 5,452 - 1,641 2,432 9,525 13,362 10,518 835 - 24,715 35,369 - 22,100 3,267 - 60,736
2002 18,916 - 9,513 0 28,429 1,069 - - 1,069 5,986 - 981 3,395 10,362 15,792 11,603 965 - 28,360 41,763 - 22,097 4,360 - 68,220
2003 20,665 - 6,424 0 27,089 1,175 - - 1,175 6,572 - 1,266 2,513 10,351 16,004 11,707 1,068 50 28,829 44,416 - 19,397 3,581 50 67,444
2004 22,045 - 7,146 0 29,191 854 380 - 1,234 5,896 - 1,582 3,739 11,217 18,410 9,862 1,962 420 30,654 47,205 - 18,970 5,701 420 72,296
2005 16,476 - 12,408 0 28,884 857 343 - 1,200 5,932 - 1,389 3,435 10,756 14,732 12,228 2,513 418 29,891 37,997 - 26,368 5,948 418 70,731
2006 16,548 - 13,156 0 29,704 1,289 - - 1,289 5,898 - 2,149 3,423 11,470 16,313 11,884 2,449 419 31,065 40,048 - 27,189 5,872 419 73,528
2007 20,488 - 10,686 0 31,174 1,406 - - 1,406 6,478 - 1,806 3,691 11,975 16,779 13,140 2,367 470 32,756 45,151 - 25,632 6,058 470 77,311
2008 18,598 - 11,878 0 30,476 1,354 - - 1,354 5,428 - 1,717 4,195 11,340 16,325 14,324 1,770 311 32,730 41,705 - 27,919 5,965 311 75,900
2009 17,739 - 10,077 0 27,816 1,243 - - 1,243 4,832 - 1,860 3,868 10,559 14,732 12,459 2,836 328 30,355 38,546 - 24,396 6,704 328 69,974
2010 15,188 - 10,607 0 25,795 1,141 - - 1,141 3,035 - 2,323 4,173 9,531 11,214 13,054 2,995 336 27,599 30,578 - 25,984 7,168 336 64,066
2011 13,593 2,038 10,195 0 25,826 1,172 - - 1,172 1,325 746 3,216 4,389 9,676 14,718 12,775 265 373 28,131 30,808 2,784 26,186 4,654 373 64,805
2012 15,600 2,164 10,192 0 27,956 471 - 794 1,265 2,965 792 2,631 4,081 10,469 16,522 12,770 302 428 30,022 35,558 2,956 25,593 5,177 428 69,712
2013 20,059 2,275 7,262 0 29,596 485 - 811 1,296 4,488 833 1,405 3,835 10,561 18,249 12,764 594 400 32,007 43,281 3,108 21,431 5,240 400 73,460
2014 21,478 1,832 4,220 0 27,530 4 - 1,238 1,242 3,942 671 1,383 3,849 9,845 7,668 19,080 2,339 474 29,561 33,092 2,503 24,683 7,426 474 68,178
2015 15,019 2,167 4,597 0 21,783 3 - 973 976 2,478 794 1,131 3,697 8,100 6,648 13,605 2,929 450 23,632 24,148 2,961 19,333 7,599 450 54,491
2016 17,943 2,494 3,485 0 23,922 3 0 1,047 1,050 2,876 913 626 3,842 8,257 10,308 11,133 2,789 507 24,737 31,130 3,407 15,244 7,678 507 57,966
2017 23,257 2,191 907 0 26,355 1 0 1,093 1,094 5,831 802 780 1,523 8,936 17,562 7,737 1,370 501 27,170 46,651 2,993 9,424 3,986 501 63,555
2018 21,611 2,136 2,465 0 26,212 5 0 1,204 1,209 5,583 782 728 1,880 8,973 14,800 10,837 2,837 352 28,826 41,999 2,918 14,030 5,921 352 65,220
2019 19,002 2,332 2,762 0 24,096 7 0 972 979 3,770 854 1,044 2,664 8,332 19,293 5,243 1,676 458 26,670 42,072 3,186 9,049 5,312 458 60,077

Newhall Water Division

Local Production

TotalTotalTotal

SCV WaterLocal Production

Appendix A 
Table 1

Water Supply Utilization  by Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency and Los Angeles County Waterworks District  36��
Santa Clarita Valley Water Report

(Acre-Feet)

Valencia Water DivisionLos Angeles County Waterworks District 36

SCV Water Local Production

Total

All Municipal Divisions and LACWD 36

Year

Santa Clarita Water Division

SCV Water Local Production

Total

Local Production

1. Reflects State Water Project through 2006; includes imported water from State Water Project and Buena Vista WSD Agreement beginning in 2007 and continuing through the present year.
2. In January 2011, SCV Water began operation of the Saugus groundwater containment project as part of municipal water supply.  After treatment for perchlorate removal, that water was blended with treated imported water and delivered through the SCV Water distribution system.  The amounts of treated groundwater from Saugus 1 and 2 utilized by SCWD and NWD reflect the
estimated distribution to each Division consistent with the proportions in the December, 2006 MOU that establishes amounts to be delivered to SCWD and NWD.  Although the MOU indicates all the treated Saugus 1 and 2 water is delivered to NWD and SCWD, a minor, unquantifiable amount of the water may have been delivered to the other purveyors as a result of varying distribution
system operations.
3.Groundwater purchased from Pitchess Detention Center.
4.Groundwater production began at a new LA County Waterworks District 36 Saugus well in December 2011.
5. Recycled water totals for 2012 and 2013 are estimates based on the water treament plant production meter; estimates were necessary due to customer meter failure.



Purchased from
SCV Water

Local Production
Purchased from

SCV Water

Year
Alluvium

Saugus
Formation Imported Water 2 Alluvium Alluvium 3 Saugus

Formation 4 Imported Water 2 Alluvium
Saugus

Formation

1980 11,331 20 11,351 0 3,000 3,000 500 562 1,062 0 14,831 582 15,413
1981 13,237 20 13,257 0 3,000 3,000 500 521 1,021 0 16,737 541 17,278
1982 9,684 20 9,704 0 3,000 3,000 500 501 1,001 0 13,184 521 13,705
1983 7,983 20 8,003 0 3,000 3,000 500 434 934 0 11,483 454 11,937
1984 11,237 20 11,257 0 3,000 3,000 500 620 1,120 0 14,737 640 15,377
1985 9,328 20 9,348 0 3,000 3,000 500 555 1,055 0 12,828 575 13,403
1986 8,287 20 8,307 0 3,000 3,000 500 490 990 0 11,787 510 12,297
1987 6,512 20 6,532 0 3,000 3,000 500 579 1,079 0 10,012 599 10,611
1988 5,951 20 5,971 0 3,000 3,000 500 504 1,004 0 9,451 524 9,975
1989 6,243 20 6,263 0 3,000 3,000 500 522 1,022 0 9,743 542 10,285
1990 8,225 20 8,245 0 2,000 2,000 500 539 1,039 0 10,725 559 11,284
1991 7,039 20 7,059 0 2,240 2,240 500 480 980 0 9,779 500 10,279
1992 8,938 20 8,958 987 1,256 2,243 500 446 946 987 10,694 466 12,147
1993 8,020 20 8,040 443 1,798 2,241 500 439 939 443 10,318 459 11,220
1994 10,606 20 10,626 311 1,959 2,270 500 474 974 311 13,065 494 13,870
1995 11,174 20 11,194 6 2,200 2,206 500 453 953 6 13,874 473 14,353
1996 12,020 266 12,286 780 1,237 2,017 500 547 1,047 780 13,757 813 15,350
1997 12,826 445 13,271 1,067 1,000 2,067 500 548 1,048 1,067 14,326 993 16,386
1998 10,250 426 10,676 12 2,000 2,012 500 423 923 12 12,750 849 13,611
1999 13,824 479 14,303 20 1,842 1,862 500 509 1,009 20 16,166 988 17,174
2000 11,857 374 12,231 3 1,644 1,647 1,220 513 1,733 3 14,721 887 15,611
2001 12,661 300 12,961 0 1,604 1,604 1,224 573 1,797 0 15,489 873 16,362
2002 13,514 211 13,725 0 1,602 1,602 1,063 589 1,652 0 16,179 800 16,979
2003 10,999 122 11,121 0 2,273 2,273 931 504 1,435 0 14,203 626 14,829
2004 10,991 268 11,259 0 2,725 2,725 1,071 535 1,606 0 14,787 803 15,590
2005 8,648 6 8,654 0 2,499 2,499 1,133 499 1,632 0 12,280 505 12,785
2006 11,477 934 12,411 0 3,026 3,026 1,369 506 1,875 0 15,872 1,440 17,312
2007 9,968 971 10,939 0 2,085 2,085 1,088 656 1,744 0 13,141 1,627 14,768
2008 9,191 330 9,521 0 3,506 3,506 1,100 623 1,723 0 13,797 953 14,750
2009 11,061 379 11,440 0 3,432 3,432 1,097 595 1,692 0 15,590 974 16,564
2010 10,772 366 11,138 0 3,446 3,446 957 558 1,515 0 15,175 924 16,099
2011 10,323 344 10,667 0 3,226 3,226 1,013 533 1,546 0 14,562 877 15,439
2012 11,296 0 11,296 0 2,722 2,722 1,090 586 1,676 0 15,108 586 15,694
2013 12,091 0 12,091 0 2,309 2,309 1,061 690 1,751 0 15,461 690 16,151
2014 9,262 0 9,262 0 2,082 2,082 869 672 1,541 0 12,213 672 12,885
2015 8,868 0 8,868 0 1,768 1,768 723 720 1,443 0 11,359 720 12,079
2016 11,276 0 11,276 0 1,616 1,616 713 754 1,467 0 13,605 754 14,359
2017 10,348 0 10,348 0 1,630 1,630 576 884 1,460 0 12,554 884 13,438
2018 10,231 0 10,231 0 1,611 1,611 595 634 1,229 0 12,437 634 13,071
2019 9,790 0 9,790 0 1,560 1,560 617 543 1,160 0 11,967 543 12,510

1. Formerly called Los Angeles County Honor Farm; groundwater sold to LACWD 36 in 2004 and 2005 is reported in Table 2-1.
2. Reflects State Water Project through 2006; includes imported water from State Water Project and Buena Vista WSD Agreement beginning in 2007.
3. Sand Canyon Country Club irrigation and estimated private pumping.
4. Valencia Country Club and Vista Valencia Golf Course irrigation.

TotalTotal

Appendix A 
Table 2

Individual Water S upply Utilization by  Agricultural and Other Users ��
Santa Clarita Valley Water Report

(Acre-Feet)

Five Point Pitchess Detention Center1 Small Private Domestic, Irrigation, and
Golf Course Uses

All Agricultural and Other Users

Local Production

Total

Local Production Local Production

Total



Other

Year Imported Water 1 Treated
Groundwater 2 Alluvium

Saugus
Formation

Recycled Water Total
1980 1,126 - 31,463 4,589 - 37,178
1981 5,817 - 30,790 4,970 - 41,577
1982 9,659 - 21,868 4,090 - 35,617
1983 9,185 - 20,286 3,852 - 33,323
1984 10,996 - 27,318 4,449 - 42,763
1985 11,823 - 25,347 4,715 - 41,885
1986 13,759 - 24,205 5,485 - 43,449
1987 16,285 - 22,642 5,561 - 44,488
1988 19,033 - 21,648 6,928 - 47,609
1989 21,618 - 23,721 7,759 - 53,098
1990 21,613 - 23,876 8,861 - 54,350
1991 7,968 - 27,187 14,917 - 50,072
1992 14,898 - 27,591 10,924 - 53,413
1993 13,836 - 30,126 10,610 - 54,572
1994 14,700 - 33,133 12,025 - 59,858
1995 17,002 - 34,464 8,560 - 60,026
1996 18,873 - 38,438 8,186 - 65,497
1997 23,215 - 39,599 7,745 - 70,559
1998 20,266 - 36,648 5,555 - 62,469
1999 27,302 - 43,406 3,716 - 74,424
2000 32,582 - 39,937 4,080 - 76,599
2001 35,369 - 37,589 4,140 - 77,098
2002 41,763 - 38,276 5,160 - 85,199
2003 44,416 - 33,599 4,207 50 82,273
2004 47,205 - 33,757 6,503 420 87,885
2005 37,997 - 38,648 6,453 418 83,516
2006 40,048 - 43,061 7,312 419 90,840
2007 45,151 - 38,773 7,685 470 92,079
2008 41,705 - 41,716 6,918 311 90,650
2009 38,546 - 39,986 7,678 328 86,538
2010 30,578 - 41,159 8,092 336 80,165
2011 30,808 2,784 40,748 5,531 373 80,244
2012 35,558 2,956 40,701 5,763 428 85,406
2013 43,281 3,108 36,892 5,930 400 89,611
2014 33,092 2,503 36,896 8,098 474 81,063
2015 24,148 2,961 30,692 8,319 450 66,570
2016 31,130 3,407 28,849 8,432 507 72,325
2017 46,651 2,993 21,978 4,870 501 76,993
2018 41,999 2,918 26,467 6,555 352 78,291
2019 42,072 3,186 21,016 5,855 458 72,587

Appendix A 
Table 3

Total Wa ter Supply Utilization for  Municipal, Agricultural and Other Uses ��
Santa Clarita Vall ey Water Report

(Acre-Feet)

SCV Water Local Production
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1. Reflects State Water Project through 2006; includes imported water from State Water Project and Buena Vista WSD Agreement
beginning in 2007.
2. In January 2011, SCV Water began operation of the Saugus Formation groundwater containment project.  After treatment for
perchlorate removal, that water was blended with treated imported water and delivered through the SCV Water distribution system.
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