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CRITERIA FOR COMPLIANCE YEAR ADJUSTMENT
California Water Code Section: 10608.24

d (I) When determining compliance daily per capita water use, an urban
retail water supplier may consider the following factors:

(A) Differences in evapotranspiration and rainfall in the baseline
period compared to the compliance reporting period.

=) Substantial changes to commercial or industrial water use
resulting from increased business output and economic development
that have occurred during the reporting period.

(C) Substantial changes to institutional water use resulting from fire
suppression services or other extraordinary events, or from new or
expanded operations, that have occurred during the reporting period.

(2) If the urban retail water supplier elects to adjust its estimate of
compliance daily per capita water use due to one or more of the factors
described in paragraph (1), it shall provide the basis for; and data supporting,
the adjustment in the report required by Section 10608.40.
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2 KEY TERMS

Highest Summer Month
Lowest Winter Month

Peaking Factor=

Range with 18 suppliers was |.6 to 6

the percent impact on demand of |”

6 — change in rainfall adjusted reference
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EXAMPLE CALCULATIONS

month | Avyear |Baseline|Changin |Baseline| Transf. | model weather |Actual year| Normalized
rainfall rainfall | rainfall PF PF coeff. impact |production year
adjusted | adjusted | adjusted Factor production
reference |reference|reference
Eto Eto Eto
1 1.332 0.967 | 0.365 2.19 [ 0.543 | 0.102 1.021 1170 1146
4, 2.398 3.790 | -1.392 | 2.19 |0.543| 0.213 0.851 1063 1249
8 6.577 6.376 | 0.201 2.19 10543 | 0.117 1.013 2097 2070

Weather Deviation Impact Factor = EXP(change in ET0) x (trans. PF) x (model coeff)

Normalized Production = (Actual Production/VWeather Impact Factor
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citest the model?













EXAMPLE OF POPULATION WEIGHTING

Population GPCD Pop. X GPCD
City A 4,042,085 143 |578018155.0

City B 63,050 243 | 15321150.0

City C 44579 127 5661533.0

City D 47,350 175 8286250.0
Sum 4,197,064 607287088.0

172 144.7
Population  Gpcp, x Pop,) + (GPCD, x Pop,) +...(GPCD. x Pop, )
Weighted =

Average

(Popl + Pop 2 + .....Popn)




Gallons Per Capita Per Day (GPCD)
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ESTIMATION OF STATEWIDE ANNUAL
GPCD

Goal is to estimate statewide average GPCD on an annual
basis.

-Have started to contact large water suppliers to see if they
are tracking GPCD and if they would provide the data

-Every supplier contacted so far is tracking GPCD and will
provide the data. Most have a 3-4 month time lag

-Large water supplier data represents over |2 million
people. Will develop sampling plan to estimate GPCD for
remaining 24 million, possibly by hydrologic region

-hope to present 2010,201 | and 2012 statewide GPCD at
September USC meeting




10608.50

(@) The department, in consultation with the board, shall promote
implementation of regional water resources management practices through
increased incentives and removal of barriers consistent with state and
federal law. Potential changes may include, but are not limited to, all of the
following:

(1) Revisions to the requirements for urban and agricultural water
management plans.

(2) Revisions to the requirements for integrated regional water
management plans.

(3) Revisions to the eligibility for state water management grants and
loans.

(4) Revisions to state or local permitting requirements that increase
water supply opportunities, but do not weaken water quality protection
under state and federal law.

(5) Increased funding for research, feasibility studies, and project
construction.

(6) Expanding technical and educational support for local land use and
water management agencies.







|9 WATER SUPPLIERS WHO SELECTED
METHOD 4

Alameda County Water District

Burlingame City of

California-American Water Company Los Angeles District
California-American Water Company Monterey District
California-American Water Ventura District

Carlsbad Municipal Water District

East Valley Water District

Indian Wells Valley Water District

La Verne City of

Mission Springs Water District

Mountain View City of

Nipomo Community Services District

Pico Water District

Pismo Beach City of

Placer County Water Agency

San Bernardino City of

Ventura County Waterworks District No 1

West Valley Water District

Western Municipal Water District of Riverside






















