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2014 $
2015 $5
2016 $6
2017 $1
2018 
2019 
2020 
2021 
2022 
2023 
2024 
2025 
2026 
2027 
2028 
2029 
2030 
2031 
2032 
2033 
2034 
2035 

gion Propos
nt 3 – Projec

Project Justifica
09-reports\9.09-reports\draft attach

itial Costs 
nd Total Cost 
om Table 7 
w (i), column 

(d)) 

A
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(a) 
$667,354.75  

,868,149.50  

,784,837.50  

,130,806.25  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

sition 84 IRW
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Table 3-11
(All cos

ject: Hesperia R

dmin Operati
(c) (d)

 

 

 

 

  $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 Grant 

– Annual Cost
ts shown in 2014

Reclaimed Water 

Annual

ion Maintenanc
(e) 

 

 

 

 

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

ts of Project
4 Dollars)  

Distribution Sys

l Costs (1) 

e Replacement 
(f) 

  

  

  

  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

ystem 

Other 
Total 
(a) +…

(g) (
 

 $5,86

 $6,78

 $1,13

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

Discoun

Costs
…+ (g) 

Discount 
Factor 

h) (i) 
 1.000

68,150 0.943

84,838 0.890

30,806 0.840

00,000 0.792

00,000 0.747

00,000 0.705

00,000 0.665

00,000 0.627

00,000 0.592

00,000 0.558

00,000 0.527

00,000 0.497

00,000 0.469

00,000 0.442

00,000 0.417

00,000 0.394

00,000 0.371

00,000 0.350

00,000 0.331

00,000 0.312

00,000 0.294
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Project Costs
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(j) 
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$6,038,505

$949,877
$554,400
 $522,900
 $493,500
 $465,500
 $438,900
$414,400
 $390,600
 $368,900
 $347,900
 $328,300
 $309,400
 $291,900
 $275,800
 $259,700
 $245,000

         $231,700
$218,400
$205,800

  
5  
5  
7  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
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 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 Grant 
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ts shown in 2014

Reclaimed Water 

Annual

ion Maintenanc
(e) 
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000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

ts of Project
4 Dollars)  

Distribution Sys

l Costs (1) 

e Replacement 
(f) 

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

ystem 

Other 
Total 
(a) +…

(g) (
 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

Discoun

Costs
…+ (g) 

Discount 
Factor 

h) (i) 
00,000 0.278

00,000 0.262

00,000 0.247

00,000 0.233

00,000 0.220

00,000 0.207

00,000 0.196

00,000 0.185

00,000 0.174

00,000 0.164

00,000 0.155

00,000 0.146

00,000 0.138

00,000 0.130

00,000 0.123

00,000 0.116

00,000 0.109

00,000 0.103

00,000 0.097

00,000 0.092

00,000 0.087

00,000 0.082

3-36 

nting Calculations

Discounted 
Project Costs

(h) x (i) 
(j) 

$194,600
$183,400
$172,900
$163,100
$154,000
$144,900
$137,200
$129,500
$121,800
$114,800
$108,500
$102,200

$96,600
$91,000
$86,100
$81,200
$76,300
$72,100
$67,900
$64,400
$60,900
$57,400

0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
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Table 3-11
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ject: Hesperia R

dmin Operati
(c) (d)

 $350,
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 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

 $350,

able to the Projec

 Grant 

– Annual Cost
ts shown in 2014

Reclaimed Water 

Annual

ion Maintenanc
(e) 

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00

000 $350,00
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Total Present 
ct.  

ts of Project
4 Dollars)  
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l Costs (1) 

e Replacement 
(f) 

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  

0  
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0  

0  
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Other 
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(a) +…

(g) (
 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

 $70

  $70

unted Costs (Sum

Discoun

Costs
…+ (g) 

Discount 
Factor 

h) (i) 
00,000 0.077

00,000 0.073

00,000 0.069

00,000 0.065

00,000 0.061

00,000 0.058

00,000 0.054

00,000 0.051

00,000 0.048

00,000 0.046

m of column (j))

3-37 

nting Calculations

Discounted 
Project Costs

(h) x (i) 
(j) 
$53,900
$51,100
$48,300
$45,500
$42,700
$40,600
$38,002
$35,851
$33,822

$31,907
$21,787,529

0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
0  
2  
1  
2  

7  
9  
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