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Presentationr@Vvenview

* Context off 4Manget Viethod
s Charnge ofi Supcommittee

o Participation In: Subcommitiee
o Evaluation Criteria

» Conduct of Meetings and Dialogue
— Dave Ceppos




coniext or4uNangerivVietnod

o Senate Bill'Ne. X7 7
o Four Tranget Metheads
" 80% of haseline

= Defined standards for iIndoor
residential, landscape, & Cli

= 95% of hydrologic region target
= Method developed by DWR




largeis vsieompliance

s farget metneds; estanlishirnumerical
tangets for 2015 & 2020

o Elexibiliy in meeting| targets threugh
any compbination of

" demand management
" conservation measures
= recycling offsets




Charge ol Stlscemmiiee

=ocusedidiscussion en4u S arget Viethod

=QrUN fer presenting and evaluating optiens
Aropesed by,

= DWR

" Stakehoelders

" U4 Subcommittee members

Inform DWR and! Urban; Stakeholder Committee
= [Factual considerations

= Strengths, limitations,
Implementation challenges

= Compliance with evaluation criteria
= Consensus not reguired




EURCHeRNoIFSUCOmMMItea

o Eollew framework off USE Chaliter
o Palticipation

= May include nen-USC members

= Must participate In person

o Written Comments

= Comments can be submitted to DWR at
wue@water.ca.gov




UAESlcommitieerss USE
PDISCUSSIONIeRMAUNErCEVIEIRGO

o Up 10 3 SUbcommitiee meetings
through August

o Reports hack tor USC by U4
llaison

o Key topic at 26 Aug & 21 Sept
USC meetings




Plejecihr U4 SehHeduie

258 June 2010

U4 S

pcommiitee

2 AUgUsSt

U4 S

pcommitiee

25 AUgUust

U4 Su

pcommittee

26 August

USC

21 September

USC

20 October

Public

review draft released

27 & 29 October

Public

Workshops

15 November

USC review final draft

31 December

DWR report to Legislature




Evallauen Criena

o \Water Code Section
10608:.20(19)(4)'IS founaation

o Targets cumulatively result 1in
statewide 20% reduction In
GPCD by Dec 2020

e 6 factors listed in law




Evaluation: Criteria — 6 Factors

o Consider climatic differences
o Consider pepulation density.

differences

* Provide flexibility to communities
and regions to meet targets




Evaluation: Criteria — 6 Factors

e Considerdierent levelsior water tse
acconding torregienal plant water
needs

o Consider different levels ofi Cllfwater
Lse In different regions of state

* Avolid undue hardship on
communities that have implemented
conservation or kept water use low




“consider

o DEES not mean that the methed centaira
Speciiic calculation;er adjustment

o Means that the propenent considered the
facton

Relevancy

mportance
How factor Is mitigated in other ways

= Overall equity




Evaltiauonr Crterna — @inerEacions

o How IS method diffierent imem the 3
MEnedSs; SpEeCIfiedn Iaw?

* What are: costs to collect data reguired
1o Implement the method?

» What'Is the ease of implementation by
water supplier?

* How can the statewide cumulative
savings be estimated to satlsfx the

fundamental reguirement of 4*
Method?

Target




Plejeci U4NRieHaion

REuR://WMWW.WalET. ca.goVv/WaleruSeeflicIENCY/ST/Co
mmittees/urean/udy

DWIR \Water Calendar for draft decuments:
RttE:/MMWLWaLEr. ca.gov/calendar

Submit comments: Wue@water.ca.ooV.

Contacts:
= Rich Mills (DWR): (916) 651-0715
mills@water.ca.goy.

= Peter Brostrom: (916) 651-7034
prostrom@water.ca.goV







