Date Posted: 3/31/2017

NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT
AGENDA - REGULAR MEETING
April 4, 2017 — 7:00 p.m.
District Headquarters
999 Rush Creek Place
Novato, California

the meeting.

Information about and copies of supporting materials on agenda items are available for public review at 999 Rush
Creek Place, Novato, at the Reception Desk, or by calling the District Secretary at (415) 897-4133. A fee may be
charged for copies. District facilities and meetings comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act. If special
accommodations are needed, please contact the District Secretary as soon as possible, but at least two days prior to

Est.
Time Iltem

Subject

7:00 p.m.

10.
11.

12.
13.
14.

CALL TO ORDER

APPROVE MINUTES FROM REGULAR MEETING, March 21, 2017
GENERAL MANAGER'’'S REPORT

OPEN TIME: (Please observe a three-minute time limit)

This section of the agenda is provided so that the public may express comments on any issues not
listed on the agenda that are of interest to the public and within the jurisdiction of the North Marin Water
District. ' When comments are made about matters not on the agenda, Board members can ask
questions for clarification, respond to statements or questions from members of the public, refer a
matter to staff, or direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. The public may also
express comments on agenda items at the time of Board consideration.

STAFF/DIRECTORS REPORTS

CONSENT CALENDAR

The General Manager has reviewed the following items. To his knowledge, there is no opposition to
the action. The items can be acted on in one consolidated motion as recommended or may be
removed from the Consent Calendar and separately considered at the request of any person.

Consent — Approve Open House/Retirement Recognition Budget

Consent — Approve Customer Service Questionnaire Incentive

ACTION CALENDAR
Approve: New On-Call Telephone Answering Service
Approve: Cinquini & Passarino Consulting Services Agreement - Land Surveying

Approve: RW Central - Norman Tank Rehab — Award Construction Contract (Piazza
Construction)
Approve: Steelhead Habitat Survey in Upper Novato Creek

Approve: Support Letters AB 1654 & AB 968
INFORMATION ITEMS

WAC/TAC Meeting — April 3, 2015

NBWA Meeting - April 7, 2015

MISCELLANEOUS
Disbursements

All times are approximate and for reference only.
The Board of Directors may consider an item at a different time than set forth herein.

(Continued)
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Est.
Time

Item

Subject

8:30 p.m.

15.

16.

Postage Rates
Request from Special Districts to Move to Even-Numbered Year Elections

News Articles:

Novato water district rolls out ‘smart’ meter pilot project

Sonoma County on path to regulating groundwater supplies

Smart water meters are different

Russian River’s future draws diverse crowd to conference

Rains filled our local reservoirs

Five Reasons Water Efficiency and Recycling Are a Perfect Match

My Word: State water regulations could flush recycled water projects
Marin Voice: Why it's raining rate hikes at Marin Municipal Water District

Closed Session: In accordance with California Government Code Section 54957 for
Public Employee Performance Evaluation (One), Title: General Manager

ADJOURNMENT
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ITEM #1

DRAFT
NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
March 21, 2017

CALL TO ORDER
President Petterle called the regular meeting of the Board of Directors of North Marin Water

District to order at 7:00 p.m. at the District headquarters. Present were Directors Jack Baker, Rick
Fraites, Michael Joly, Stephen Petterle, and John Schoonover. Also present were General Manager
Chris DeGabriele, District Secretary Katie Young, Assistant General Manager Drew Mclntyre, Chief

Engineer Rocky Vogler and Auditor-Controller David Bentley.

District employees Robert Clark (Operations/Maintenance Superintendent) and Tony

Arendell (Construction/Maintenance Superintendent) were in the audience.

Mr. DeGabriele advised the Board that there was an error in tonight's agenda and ltem #8 —

NBWRA Update and Path Forward was intended to be an action item.

On motion of Director Schoonover, seconded by Director Baker the Board approved the

modification to the agenda by the following vote:
AYES: Director Baker, Fraites, Joly, Petterle, and Schoonover
NOES: None

MINUTES

Director Baker provided amendments to the draft minutes from the previous meeting.

On motion of Director Schoonover, seconded by Director Baker the Board approved the

minutes from the previous meeting as amended by the following vote:
AYES: Director Baker, Fraites, Joly, Petterle, and Schoonover
NOES: None

GENERAL MANAGER’S REPORT
Marin Grand Jury

Mr. DeGabriele advised the Board that the Marin Civil Grand Jury members have asked for a
tour of the Stafford Lake Water Treatment Plant. He noted that this is scheduled for Friday at
10:30am and will be led by Robert Clark.

NMWD Draft Minutes 10of5 March 21, 2017
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Nicasio Community Water Supply

Mr. DeGabriele informed the Board that Supervisor Rodoni has asked that the District
participate in a meeting with Marin Municipal to talk about how they can assist the Nicasio
community with water supply. He reminded the Board that Marin LAFCo had recommended in their
comprehensive Countywide Water Service Study to evaluate local needs in that area. He noted that

Mr. Mcintyre and he will attend the meeting next Monday.
Marin LAFCo

Mr. DeGabriele advised the Board that he and Mr. Mcintyre met with the Marin LAFCo
Executive Officer, Keene Simonds, last Friday as he is starting on the Sphere of Influence update
for the District.

OPEN TIME
President Petterle asked if anyone in the audience wished to bring up an item not on the

agenda and there was no response.

STAFF/DIRECTORS’ REPORTS

President Petterle asked if staff or Directors wished to bring up an item not on the agenda

and the following items were discussed:

Tony Arendell advised that Novato Police Department informed the District that they will no
longer provide after-hours answering service to the District. He stated that he is searching for
alternatives and is evaluation three different companies. He will advise further when a new

answering service has been identified.

Mrs. Young advised the Board that the District will hold an open house on 4/21 including a
hot tap demonstration, water taste test and Automated Metering Information (AMI) video. She
stated that the open house will also include recognition of the General Manager’s retirement and

food, soft drinks and dessert will be provided. She noted that invitations are forthcoming.

Mr. Bentley provided an update on the AMI pilot project advising that 9 meters remain to be
installed and that Director Joly's meter will be included in the pilot phase. He further advised thatan

article will appear in tomorrow’s Marin Independent Journal on the project.

Mr. Mcintyre advised that he will attend and represent the District at the North Bay Water

Reuse Authority State Capitol visit tomorrow.

NMWD Draft Minutes 20fb March 21, 2017
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MONTHLY PROGRESS
Mr. DeGabriele provided the Board with the Monthly Progress Report for February. He

stated that water production is up by 21% year to date compared to last fiscal year but February
production is still down 8% compared to February 2013, the State’s benchmark for water
conservation. He informed the Board that in West Marin, water production is down 2% compared to
one year ago year-to-date and down 25% compared to February 2013. He advised the Board that
today Novato has received over 38” of rain and Stafford Lake is still spilling. He noted that this
month was the 13th wettest February with 1998 being the wettest February on record. Mr.
DeGabriele informed the Board that on the Russian River, Lake Mendocino holds just under
80,000AF and Lake Sonoma just over 245,000AF, both of these reservoirs are slightly encroaching
into their respective flood control pools. He stated that at Oceana Marin, District staff are doing a
great job controlling the storage and treatment pond water levels and that discharge to the disposal
fields continues. He noted that the District is still receiving a high number of bill complaints but total

complaints are down 24% compared to February 20186.

Mr. Bentley provided the Monthly Investment Report, and stated that to-date the District
holds $12.6M in its investment portfolio down $857,000 from last month due to payments associated
with construction of the recycled water central service area expansion project and the average

weighted portfolio rate of return was 0.91%.

ACTION CALENDAR
RATE INCREASE LETTER TO NOVATO CUSTOMERS

Mr. Bentley reminded the Board that California law requires that customers be notified of a

water rate increase at least 45 days prior to the public hearing where the Board considers adoption
of said increase. He stated that a public hearing is scheduled for Tuesday, May 16, 2017 at 7:.00 PM
at the District office. He noted that the May 16" date requires that the letters be mailed by April 1,
2017. Mr. Bentley advised the Board that postage, stationary and copying cost to distribute the
letters to customers is estimated at $10,300. He informed the Board that the proposed commodity
and bimonthly service charge rate increase for Novato customers is 5%. He stated that the median
single-family residential customer will see a $2.75 per month increase ($5.50 bimonthly) on their

typical bill.

Mr. Bentley advised the Board that the Annual Water Cost Calculator on the District's
website allows each customer to see the impact of the proposed increase based upon their water

use over the past 12 months. He should examples to the Board.

Director Baker stated he had suggested edits to the letter in order to make it flow better.
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Director Fraites asked how many consecutive years of rate increases the District has had.

Mr. Bentley responded that he doesn't have the information currently but the District had a
5% increase last year, and 3% the year prior. He stated that for future budget projections to propose
annual 5% increases. He noted that back in the mid 1990’s there were several years Without rate
increases when development in Novato was booming and a large amount of connection fees were

collected.
President Petterle suggested that language be included to clarify that billing is bi-monthly.

Director Joly inquired about having an infrastructure surcharge. Mr. Bentley responded that
the District has an annual budget of $2.5M each year in “pay go” for Capital Improvement Projects

and continues to improve the District's maintenance management program.

Mr. Mcintyre advised the Board that the Novato water master plan will be updated this year

and a part of that update will be to closely look at long term infrastructure replacement costs.

On motion of Director Fraites, seconded by Director Baker, the Board approved mailing the

rate increase letter to customers by the following vote:
AYES: Director Baker, Fraites, Joly, Petterle, and Schoonover
NOES: None

NBWRA UPDATE AND PATH FORWARD
Mr. Mcintyre advised that the primary focus of the meeting was to review alternatives for

continued participation in NBWRA now that Phase | activities are expected to be completed in 2018.
For many months, NBWRA member agencies have discussed how to share the costs for

administration, program development, federal/state advocacy and public outreach.

Since the District is not participating in Phase 2, the cost difference between Alternative 1

versus Alternative 2 is only attributed to state advocacy. At the NBWRA Board meeting on Monday,

“March 27, 2017 a decision will be made which path will be taken for the 2017/18 year. Staff is

recommending that the Board approve participation at the Alternative 2 level.

On motion of Director Schoonover, seconded by Director Baker the Board approved annual

participation at the Alternative 2 level by the following vote:
AYES: Director Baker, Fraites, Joly, Petterle, and Schoonover

NOES: None
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INFORMATION ITEMS
RATE INCREASE NOTICE ON WATER BILL
Mr. Bentley advised the Board on the rate increase message that is being included on each

water bill mailing as of March 16",

STAFFORD DAM SAFETY REPORT

Mr. Mclintyre provided the Board with a chronological review of Stafford Dam starting from

construction in 1951 and including major improvements/studies over the years to ensure its' safety

and long term reliability.

Director Joly inquired if someone rated the dam. Mr. Mclintyre stated that the State rates the
dam as a High Hazard Dam, meaning that if a catastrophic failure occurs, more than 1,000 people

will be impacted.

MISCELLANEQUS

The Board received the following miscellaneous information: Disbursements, Pipe Worker

Assistant Promotion, Potter Valley Project Relicensing Stakeholder Meeting, and Public Policy

Facilitating Committee Meeting.

The Board received the following news articles: Governor Brown Appoints Doduc, Esquivel

to State Water Board, Water District to test high-tech meters, and Marin's dams deemed safe.

ADJOURNMENT
President Petterle adjourned the meeting at 8:06p.m.
Submitted by

Katie Young
District Secretary
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Budget for Open House/Retirement - April 21, 2017 approx. 200 people

$2.10 100 $210.00

Rental of Chairs

Rental of Pop-Ups $85.00 4 $340.00

Promotions $900.00 $3800.00

Visual Display $100.00

Baked Goods $200.00 Teeny Cakes
half sandwhiches,

Lunch $1,927.94 chips and soda Panera/Costco

Contingency $400.00

Total $4,209.34
















Customer Service Questionnaire Summary 3/28/17

t:\ac\excel\cons srvcs\[customer srvc questionnaire summary.xisx]sheet1

Questionnaires

Quarter % Cost @
Ending Sent Out Returned Returned S1/ea
3/31/17 100 25 259 $4 est

12/31/16 169 11 7% S15
9/30/16 161 33 20% S5
6/30/16 97 38 39% S3
3/31/16 94 36 38% S3

12/31/15 94 26 28% sS4
9/30/15 121 33 27% sS4
6/30/15 108 26 24% S4
3/31/15 158 24 15% S7

12/31/14 102 31 30% S3

1,204 283 24% sS4
Annual Avg 482 113

Mo Avg 40 9















Cinquini & Passarino Land Surveying Agreement BOD Memo
March 31, 2017
Page 2 of 2

RECOMMENDATION

Board authorize the General Manager to execute a Consulting Services Agreement
between NMWD and Cinquini & Passarino with a not to exceed limit of $30,000



AGREEMENT FOR CONSULTING SERVICES

The following is an agreement between North Marin Water District, hereinafter “NMWD”,
and Cinquini & Passarino, hereinafter, “Consultant”.

WHEREAS, Consultant is a duly qualified consulting firm, experienced in land surveying.

WHEREAS, in the judgement of the Board of Directors of the NMWD, it is necessary and
desirable to employ the services of the Consuitant for various surveying projects on an as-needed
basis.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein, the parties
hereto agree as follows:

PART A -- SPECIFIC PROVISIONS:

1. DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES AND PAYMENT: Except as modified in this
agreement, the services to be provided and the payment schedule are:

a. The scope of work and fee amount covered by this agreement shall be that
specified on a task by task basis.

b. The fee for all task orders assigned as part of work of this agreement shall not
exceed $30,000 without prior written authorization by NMWD.

PART B -- GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. ASSIGNMENT/DELEGATION: Except as above, neither party hereto shall assign,
sublet or transfer any interest in or duty under this agreement without written consent of the other,
and no assignment shall be of any force or effect whatsoever unless and until the other party shall
have so consented.

2, STATUS OF CONSULTANT: The parties intend that the Consultant, in performing
the services hereinafter specified, shall act as an independent contractor and shall have the control
of the work and the manner in which it is performed. The Consultant is not to be considered an
agent or employee of NMWD, and is not entitled to participate in any pension plan, insurance, bonus
or similar benefits NMWD provides its employees.

3. INDEMNIFICATION: NMWD is relying on the professional ability and training of the
Consultant as a material inducement to enter into this agreement. The Consultant hereby warrants
that all its work will be performed in accordance with generally accepted professional practices and
standards, as well as the requirements of applicable federal, state and local laws, it being
understood that neither acceptance of the Consultant's work by NMWD nor Consultant’s failure to
perform shall operate as a waiver or release.

a. With respect to professional services under this agreement, Consuitant shall assume
the defense of and defend NMWD, its directors, officers, agents, and employees in
any action at law or in equity in which liability is claimed or alleged to arise out of,
pertain to, or relate to, either directly or indirectly, the intentional or willful misconduct,
recklessness, or negligent act, error, or omission of Consultant (or any person or
organization for whom Consultant is legally liable) in the performance of the activities
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necessary to perform the services for District and complete the task provided for
herein. In addition, Consultant shall indemnify, hold harmless, and release NMWD,
its directors, officers, agents, and employees from and against any and all actions,
claims, damages, disabilities or expenses, including attorney’s fees and witness
costs, that may be asserted by any person or entity including the Consultant, arising
out of, pertaining to, or relating to, the negligent acts, errors or omissions,
recklessness, orintentional or willful misconduct of the Consultant (or any consultant
or subcontractor of Consultant) in connection with the activities necessary to perform
the services and complete the task provided for herein, but excluding liabilities due to
the sole negligence or willful misconduct of NMWD.

b. With respect to all other than professional services under this agreement, Consultant
shall indemnify, hold harmless, release and defend NMWD, its agents and
employees from and against any and all actions, claims, damages, disabilities or
expenses, including attorney’s fees and witness costs that may be asserted by any
person or entity, including the Consultant, arising out of or in connection with the
activities necessary to perform those services and complete the tasks provided for
herein, but excluding liabilities due to the sole negligence or willful misconduct of
NMWD.

This indemnification is not limited in any way by any limitation on the amount or type of
damages or compensation payable by or for the NMWD or its agents under workers’ compensation
acts, disability benefit acts or other employee benefit acts.

4. PROSECUTION OF WORK: The execution of this agreement shall constitute the
Consultant’s authority to proceed immediately with the performance of this contract. Performance of
the services hereunder shall be completed by December 31, 2018, provided, however, that if the
performance is delayed by earthquake, flood, high water or other Act of God or by strike, lockout or
similar labor disturbance, the time for the Consultant’'s performance of this contract shall be
extended by a number of days equal to the number of days the Consultant has been delayed.

5. METHOD AND PLACE OF GIVING NOTICE, SUBMITTING BILLS AND MAKING
PAYMENTS: All notices, bills and payment shall be made in writing and may be given by personal
delivery or by mail. Notices, bills and payments sent by mail should be addressed as follows:

North Marin Water District
P.O. Box 146

Novato, CA 94948
Attention: Rocky Vogler

Consultant:

Cinquini & Passarino

1360 N. Dutton Ave., #150
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
Attention: Jim Dickey

and when so addressed, shall be deemed given upon deposit in the United States Mail, postage
prepaid. In all other instances, notices, bills and payments shall be deemed given at the time of
actual delivery. Changes may be made in the names and addresses of the person to whom notices,
bills and payments are to be given by giving notice pursuant to this paragraph.
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6. MERGER: This writing is intended both as the final expression of the agreement
between the parties hereto with respect to the included terms of the agreement, pursuant to
California Code of Civil Procedure Section 1856 and as a complete and exclusive statement of the
terms of the agreement. No modification of this agreement shall be effective unless and until such
modification is evidenced by a writing signed by both parties.

7. SEVERABILITY: Each provision of this agreement is intended to be severable. If
any term of any provision shall be determined by a court of competent jurisdiction to be illegal or
invalid for any reason whatsoever, such provision shall be severed from this agreement and shall
not affect the validity of the remainder of the agreement.

8. TERMINATION: At any time and without cause the NMWD shall have the rightin its
sole discretion, to terminate this agreement by giving written notice to the Consultant. In the event
of such termination, NMWD shall pay the Consultant for services rendered to such date.

9. TRANSFER OF RIGHTS/OWNERSHIP OF DATA: The Consultant assigns to
NMWD all rights throughout the work in perpetuity in the nature of copyright, trademark, patent, and
right to ideas, in and to all versions of any plans and specifications, reports and document now or
later prepared by the Consultant in connection with this contract.

The Consultant agrees to take such actions as are necessary to protect the rights
assigned to NMWD in this agreement, and to refrain from taking any action which would impair
those rights. The Consultant’s responsibilities under this contract will include, but not be limited to,
placing proper notice of copyright on all versions of any plans and specifications, reports and
documents as NMWD may direct, and refraining from disclosing any versions of the reports and
documents to any third party without first obtaining written permission of NMWD. The Consultant
will not use, or permit another to use, any plans and specifications, reports and document in
connection with this or any other project without first obtaining written permission of NMWD.

All materials resulting from the efforts of NMWD and/or the Consultant in connection
with this project, including documents, reports, calculations, maps, photographs, computer
programs, computer printouts, digital data, notes and any other pertinent data are the exclusive
property of NMWD. Re-use of these materials by the Consultant in any manner other than in
conjunction with activities authorized by NMWD is prohibited without written permission of NMWD.

Consultant shall deliver requested materials to NMWD in electronic format including
but not limited to engineering calculations, plans (AutoCad, current edition) and specifications (MS
Word, current edition).

10. COST DISCLOSURE: In accordance with Government Code Section 7550, the
Consultant agrees to state in a separate portion of any report provided NMWD, the numbers and
amounts of all contracts and subcontractors relating to the preparation of the report.

11. NONDISCRIMINATION: The Consultant shall comply with all applicable federal,
state and local laws, rules and regulations in regard to nondiscrimination in employment because of
race, color, ancestry, national origin, religion, sex, marital status, age, medical condition or physical
handicap.

12. EXTRA (CHANGED) WORK: Extra work may be required. The Consultant shall not
proceed nor be entitled to reimbursement for extra work unless it has been authorized, in writing, in
advance, by NMWD. The Consultant shall inform the District as soon as it determines work beyond
the scope of this agreement may be necessary and/or that the work under this agreement cannot be
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completed for the amount specified in this agreement. Said review shall occur before consultant
incurs 75% of the total fee approved for any phase of the work. Failure to notify the District shall
constitute waiver of the Consultant’s right to reimbursement.

13. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: The Consultant covenants that it presently has no
interest and shall not acquire any interest, direct or indirect, which would conflict in any manner or
degree with the performance of its services hereunder. The Consultant further covenants thatin the
performance of this contract no person having any such interest shall be employed.

14. INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSULTANTS

Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the contract insurance against
claims for injuries to persons or damages to property which may arise from or in connection with the
performance of the work hereunder by the consultant, his agents, representatives, employees or
subcontractors.

Minimum Scope of Insurance
Coverage shall be at least as broad as:
1. Commercial General Liability coverage
2. Automobile Liability
3. Workers’ Compensation insurance as required by the State of California.
4

Professional Liability insurance appropriate to the consultant’s profession. Architects’
and engineers’ coverage is to be endorsed to include contractual liability.

Minimum Limits of Insurance
Consultant shall maintain limits no less than:

1. General Liability (including operations, products and completed operations.): $1,000,000
per occurrence for bodily injury, personal injury and property damage. If Commercial
General Liability Insurance or other form with a general aggregate limit is used, either the
general aggregate limit shall apply separately to this project/location or the general
aggregate limit shall be twice the required occurrence limit.

2. Automobile Liability: $1,000,000 per accident for bodily injury and property damage.
3. Workers’ Compensation Insurance: as required by the State of California.
4. Professional Liability, $1,000,000 per occurrence.

Verification of Coverage

Consultant shall furnish the District with original certificates and amendatory endorsements
effecting coverage required by this clause. All certificates and endorsements are to be received and
approved by the District before work commences. The District reserves the right to require at any
time complete and certified copies of all required insurance policies, including endorsements
affecting the coverage required by these specifications.

Subcontractors

Consultant shall include all subcontractors as insureds under its policies or shall furnish
Separate certificates and endorsements for each subcontractor to the District for review and
approval. All coverage for subcontractors shall be subject to all of the requirements stated herein.
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Self-Insured Retentions

Any self-insured retentions must be declared to and approved by the District. At the option
of the District, either: the insurer shall reduce or eliminate such self-insured retentions as respects
the District, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers; or the Consultant shall provide a
financial guarantee satisfactory to the District (such as a surety bond) guaranteeing payment of
losses and related investigations, claim administration, and defense expenses.

Other Insurance Provisions

The commercial general liability and automobile liability policies are to contain, or be
endorsed to contain, the following provisions:

1. The District, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers are to be covered as
insureds with respect to liability arising out of automobiles owned, leased, hired or
borrowed by or on behalf of the Consultant.

2. For any claims related to this project, the Consultant’s insurance coverage shall be
primary insurance as respects the District, its officers, officials, employees, and
volunteers. Any insurance or self-insurance maintained by the District, its officers,
officials, employees, or volunteers shall be excess of the Consultant’s insurance and
shall not contribute with it.

3. Eachinsurance policy required by this clause shall be endorsed to state that coverage
shall not be canceled by either party, except after thirty (30) days’ prior written notice by
certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to the District.

Acceptability of Insurers

Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best's rating of no less than A:Vil.

15. DISPUTE RESOLUTION: Any dispute or claim in law or equity between District and
Consultant arising out of this agreement, if not resolved by informal negotiation between the parties,
shall be mediated by referring it to the nearest office of Judicial Arbitration and Mediation Services,
Inc. (JAMS) for mediation. Mediation shall consist of an informal, non-binding conference or
conferences between the parties and the judge-mediator jointly, then in separate caucuses wherein
the judge will seek to guide the parties to a resolution of the case. If the parties cannot agree to
mutually acceptable member from the JAMS panel of retired judges, a list and resumes of available
mediators numbering one more than there are parties will be sent to the parties, each of whom will
strike one name leaving the remaining as the mediator. If more than one name remains, JAMS
arbitrations administrator will choose a mediator from the remaining names. The mediation process
shall continue until the case is resolved or until such time as the mediator makes a finding that there
is no possibility of resolution.

At the sole election of the District, any dispute or claim in law or equity between
District and Consultant arising out of this agreement which is not settled through mediation shall be
decided by neutral binding arbitration and not by court action, except as provided by California law
for judicial review of arbitration proceedings. The arbitration shall be conducted in accordance with
the rules of Judicial Arbitration Mediation Services, Inc. (JAMS). The parties to an arbitration may
agree in writing to use different rules and/or arbitrators.

16. BILLING AND DOCUMENTATION: The Consultant shall invoice NMWD for work
performed on a monthly basis and shall include a summary of work for which payment is requested.
The invoice shall state the authorized contract limit, the amount of invoice and total amount billed to
date. The summary shall include time and hourly rate of each individual, a narrative description of
work accomplished, and an estimate of work completed to date.
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17. REASONABLE ASSURANCES: Each party to this agreement undertakes the
obligation that the other's expectation of receiving due performance will not be impaired. When
reasonable grounds for insecurity arise, with respect to performance of either party, the other may,
in writing, demand adequate assurance of due performance and until the requesting party receives
such assurance may, if commercially reasonable, suspend any performance for which the agreed
return has not been received. “Commercially reasonable” includes not only the conduct of the party
with respect to performance under this agreement but also conduct with respect to other
agreements with parties to this agreement or others. After receipt of a justified demand, failure to
provide within a reasonable time, not to exceed 30 days, such assurance of due performance as is
adequate under the circumstances of the particular case is a repudiation of this agreement.
Acceptance of any improper delivery, service, or payment does not prejudice the aggrieved party’s
right to demand adequate assurance of future performance.

18. PREVAILING WAGE REQUIREMENTS: Prevailing Wage Rates apply to all
Consultant personnel performing work under the Agreement for which wage determinations have
been made by the Director of Industrial Relations pursuant to California Labor Code Sections 1770-
1782,. Consultant shall comply with all applicable prevailing wage labor code requirements

NORTH MARIN WATER DISTRICT
“NMWD*

Dated: Chris DeGabriele, General Manager

CINQUINI & PASSARINO
"CONSULTANT"

Dated:

James Dickey

R:ANON JOB No ISSUES\Consultants\Cinquini & Passarino\Agmts_BOD Memos\C&P 2017 consultant services master w-prof liability Jul 2014.doc
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CINQUINI & PASSARINO INC.

41360 No. Dutton Avenue, Suite 150  Santa Rosa, CA 95401

A BOUNDARY A TOPOGRAPHIC A CONSTRUCTION A INFRASTRUCTURE

EXHIBIT C
HOURLY FEE SCHEDULE
MARCH 1,2017 To FEBRUARY 28,2018

OFFICE AND PROFESSIONAL

Professional Land Surveyor (4 HOUR MINIMUM)
EXPERT WITNESS, DEPOSITIONS & CONSULTATIONS

Professional Land Surveyor
LEGAL RESEARCH & COURT EXHIBITS

Principal Professional Land Surveyor
Senior Professional Land Surveyor
Professional Land Surveyor

Office Calculations and Field Crew
Preparation

CAD Drafting and Plotting

Word Processing, Clerical and Deliveries

FIELD CREWS

LAND SURVEYING

$415.00 per hour

$225.00 per hour

$180.00 per hour

$170.00 per hour

$145.00 - $155.00 per
hour $110.00 - $125.00 per

hour
$100.00 - $120.00 per hour

(PLUS MATERIAL)

$ 90.00 per hour

THE FOLLOWING INCLUDES VEHICLES, EQUIPMENT, MILEAGE & MATERIAL

1 Person Field Party
1 Person GPS Party

2 Person Field Party
FIELD CREW CONSISTS OF PARTY CHIEF & CHAINMAN

3 Person Field Party
FIELD CREWS CONSIST OF PARTY CHIEF, 2 CHAINMEN OR CHAINMAN & FLAGPERSON.

4 - Person Field Party

$175.00 per hour
$200.00 per hour

$260.00 per hour

$360.00 per hour

$410.00 per hour

FIELD CREWS CONSIST OF PARTY CHIEF, 3 CHAINMEN OR CHAINMAN & 2 FLAGPERSONS.

SUPPLEMENTAL ITEMS

Outside Contract Work

Overtime Work

Over 8 Hours on Saturday, all day on Sundays or Holiday
Travel Time for 2-Man Crew

(BEYOND 1 HOUR OF TRAVEL OUTSIDE AN 8 HOUR WORKDAY)

Schedule 2017/2018

Phone (707) 542-6268

Cost plus 15%

1.2 x base rate

1.4 x base crew rate
$110.00 per hour

Fax (707) 5427 ™~
ATTACHMENT A









Recycled Water Central Service Area — Norman Tank Project — Award Construction Contract BOD Memo
March 31, 2017
Page 2 of 2

The Engineer’s Estimate was $760,000. The bid variance between the Number 1 and
Number 2 bidders was $153,485.50 (for a variance of 17.5%). The previous lone bid that was
rejected by the Board on December 20, 2016, was $881,436. Therefore, the low bid decreased
by $8,272 (1%) as a result of re-bidding the project.

Bid Evaluation

Piazza Construction (Piazza) of Penngrove, California, submitted the lowest responsive
bid of $873,164.50 which is ~$113,164 (15%) above the Engineer’'s construction cost estimate
of $760,000. A bid evaluation (Attachment 1) was performed by The Covello Group (Covello),
the District’s construction manager for the Central Service Area recycled water projects. The
attached analysis shows that Piazza and Spiess Construction (Spiess) complied with the
bidding requirements.

The bids of Piazza and Spiess were reviewed for compliance with SRF Disadvantaged
Business Enterprise (DBE) requirements and Davis-Bacon State Revolving Fund requirements.
Only Piazza Construction met these requirements.

Project Financing

The project receives Water SMART grant funds via Bureau of Reclamation awards and
grant/loan funds from the State SRF program as summarized with the Board at the March 3,
2017 meeting when the Board approved bid advertisement of the Highway 101 Crossing
Pipeline project.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board approve award of the contract to Piazza Construction and authorize the

General Manager to execute an agreement with Piazza Construction.



COVELLO

CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT PLUS

March 21, 2017

Mr. Rocky Vogler

North Marin Water District
999 Rush Creek Place
Novato, CA 94948

Subject: Bid Review
Project: Recycled Water Expansion — Central Service Area Norman Tank Project Re-Bid
Project No: 5 6058.50

Dear Mr. Vogler:

Two sealed bids for the Project were received and opened on March 13, 2017, at 3:00pm. One bid
was received from Piazza Construction (Piazza)in the amount of $873,164.50. The second bid was
received from Spiess Construction (Spiess) in the amount of $1,026,650.00. The lowest bid was
$113,164.5 above the Engineer's Estimate (EE) of $760,000.

Number of Bids Submitted: Considering this was the re-bid of the Project that originally received only
one bid, receiving two (2) bids was not a surprise. The primary reason for the limited number of bids
was the fact that the contractors are too busy.

Another reason is that some of the contractors were more interested in being subcontractors and not
necessarily eager to be the prime contractor on the Project. The Project consists of disciplines with
significant percentages of work, which may affect the contractors’ desire to be the prime contractor. In
this regard, Piazza has indicated on their bid forms that subcontractors will be performing 57.5% of the
Work. As a comparison, Spiess has indicated that subcontractors will be performing 42% of the Work.

Prices for Base Bid Items: The Base Bid Schedule consisted of 15 bid items; 13 were lump sum, and
two (2) bid items were unit price. Bid Item No. 3 “Install tank ring wall foundation, tank anchors, rock
anchors, etc.” had the largest variance between the Bid and EE. The EE estimate was $100,000 and
the Bid amounts were $211,675 (Piazza) and $314,400 (Spiess) for the two bidders. This $111,675
difference accounts for approximately 98% of the bid variance. In fact, when removing Bid Iltem 3
from the comparison between the EE and low apparent Bid, there is less than a 0.2% difference.

Our understanding is that the EE for Bid Item 3 was primarily based on tank foundation work on the
District’s Crest Tank. The foundation work at Crest Tank includes cast-in-place concrete and other
specialty work, such as rock anchors and welded tank anchoring. The major differences related to
foundation work between the Norman Tank and Crest Tank is that Crest was a new tank and Norman
is a retrofit of an existing steel tank. As one example of these differences, the foundation for the
Norman Tank will require excavation beneath the existing tank to construct the concrete foundation.
Anocther example are the structural anchoring/rock anchors required to be installed connected to and
adjacent to the existing Norman Tank. This type of work is difficult to construct and similarly difficult
to bid/estimate as the contractor’s risk is much greater working beneath and adjacent to an existing
tank. it is likely these conditions affected the contractor’s bid for this Work.

ATTACHMENT 1




Bid Forms: As verified by District staff and presented in the attached spreadsheet, Piazza submitted
all required bid forms at the time of bid. It was noted that the word “thousand” was omitted from the
TOTAL BASE BID amount, in words on form 00310 — Bid Schedule. This is construed as an inadvertent
grammatical omission and would not constitute grounds for rejection of the bid as unresponsive.

SRF Documentation: As verified by District staff, Piazza provided the required EPA DBE
Subcontractor Utilization Forms and Good Faith Documentation. No exceptions were noted.

Bidder Experience: Piazza submitted documents that substantiate that they have the necessary
experience and qualifications to perform the Work. Piazza has performed similar construction for both
Marin Municipal Water District and the City of Santa Rosa; reference checks concluded that based on
their agencies experience, Piazza is a capable contractor that submitted reasonable bids, performed
good work and was not claims oriented. Also, NMWD has experience with Piazza and had similar
comments on their qualifications.

Licenses and Public Works Registration Numbers: Piazza and all of their listed subcontractors have
active licenses and are in good standing. Similarly, all of their Public Works Contractor Registration,
Numbers are current. The table lists their licenses and registration numbers:

Contractor License Registration Work Percentage
Piazza 406456 100008021 425
Olympus & Assoc. 777677 100007287 . 32.0
Paso Robles Tank, et. al. 784971 100002079 12.0
Hillside Drilling 478991 100002589 8.0
West Coast Reinforcing 859902 100021087 3.0
Cantarutti Electrical 639809 100017441 2.0
Cal-Con Pumping 962387 100013903 0.5

Safety Qualifications: Piazza provided three (3) years {2104, 2015 and 2016) Experience Modification
Rates (EMR) to demonstrate their Safety Qualifications. Piazza’s three (3) year average EMR is 0.78,
which is less than the 1.00 maximum specified by the Contract. Thus, Piazza meets the minimum safety
requirements for the Project.

Financial Qualifications: The District received Piazza’s financial information in the form of Income
Statements and Balance Sheets for 2014 and 2105, and an Independent Accountant’s Review Report
on March 21, 2017. The Contract Documents required submittal of this financial information within
five (5) days of the bid opening. We did not observe any irregularities in Piazza’s Financial
Qualifications; the District could consider requesting their Finance Manager to review this
information. The Accountant’s Report states that they “...are not aware of any material modifications
that should be made to the accompanying financial statements in order for them to be in accordance
with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America.”

COVELLO




Spiess also submitted the required financial information on March 21, 2017.

The Financial Qualifications, Section 00420 D. also required the contractors to provide information
related to claims filed against the bidder and claims filed by the bidder within the last five (5) years.
Piazza noted on the bid form that the requested claim information is not applicable at this time. The
District could consider asking its Legal Counsel to review claim related databases to which they may
have access, to verify Piazza's claims history over the past five (5) years.

Material Suppliers: Piazza listed various material manufacturers and suppliers. It has not been
verified that Piazza’s listed manufacturers comply with District requirements and it is suggested that
the District confirm their acceptability.

Conclusions:

1. Based on our review, Piazza is a responsible bidder. Piazza did not submit their Financial
Qualifications within five (5} days as required by Contract. They did submit this information on
March 21, 2017, promptly upon the District’s specific request. This late submittal could result
in rejection of the bid by the District, as not being responsive to the Invitation to Bid. The late
submitta! of their Financial Qualifications should not be construed as a statement of Piazza's
financial health. In fact, their historical performance and bonding capacity provides
reasonable assurance that the corporation is in good standing. Thus, we recommend the
District consider this a minor omission and not grounds for Bid rejection.

2. Rebidding of the Project achieved the District’s goal of receiving multiple bids. Additionally,
Piazza’s rebid was $8,271.50 below their bid submitted in November 2016.

Based on the factors above, the apparent low bidder, Piazza, has submitted a responsive and
responsible bid, apart from the minor irregularities noted above. Accordingly, it is recommended that
the District award the Contract to Piazza.

Sincerely,

Cel N

Gary Skrel, PE

Project Manager

COVELLO
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reaches and provide assistance with stream gauging which provides information on the amount
and duration of stream flow in the upper and lower reaches of Novato creek above Stafford
Lake.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Board authorize the General Manager to enter into a consulting services contract

amendment with ICF for an additional $16,000 to perform steelhead habitat survey in Upper

Novato Creek and assist with stream gauging.































































North Marin Water District
March 22, 2017
Page 2

original scope. The additional cost to produce this second memo is captured in our cost estimate. Total additional
funding requested for Task 3 is $2,260.

Task 4 — Project Management

ICF will continue to coordinate internal project management processes of schedule and budget control; however,
this was originally scoped only through February 2017 and for fewer deliverables. Additional project management
will be required to manage the remainder of the project as it extends through the spring surveys and development
of results including meetings, coordination, contract management, and invoicing. The estimate for these hours is
captured in the additional funding request of $2,520.

Optional Task 5 - Assistance with Stream Gaging

Per discussion with NMWD on March 21, 2017, NMWD may be interested in having ICF assist NMWD with the
design, siting, and installation of temporary stream gages (pressure transducers) in Upper Novato Creek. This
optional scope and cost estimate is provided should the Board choose to move forward on this monitoring element.

Data collected from the stream gaging would provide information on the quantity and duration of stream flow in
the upper and lower reaches of the creek above Stafford Lake. Stream flow measurements will need to be taken at
multiple discharge levels in order to develop a rating curve that allows for streamflow to be calculated from the
stage data. The scope for this task includes coordination with NMWD to determine the appropriate equipment for
purchase and assistance with their set up. One biologist would accompany NMWD staff in the field to install the
pressure transducers and assist with identification of flow measurement sites. It is assumed that NMWD would
conduct the subsequent stream flow measurements necessary for development of the rating curve. After
installation, data would be downloaded periodically by NMWD staff. It is assumed that ICF would provide monthly
assistance and training with equipment and data management software (2 hours per month, for 4 months). Time for
senior technical advisor assistance is included in this estimate. Additional funding requested for this task is $5,700.

Schedule

The schedule for stream surveys and development of the Draft and Final Survey Report from ICF’s original scope of
work remains the same. These surveys are anticipated to be performed in the spring of 2017. ICF is requesting an
extension of the contract through December 31, 2017 to accommodate any further delays to the survey or technical
memorandum development schedule.

Cost Estimate

The attached spreadsheet shows our estimated additional cost for the above scope by task and with additional
direct reimbursable expenses.

This additional funding requested for Tasks 2 through 4 would increase the funding available to ICF from $20,803 to
$29,593. ICF will not exceed a total project cost of $29,593 without prior written authorization by NMWD.

If NMWD elects to authorize the Optional Task 5, funding available to ICF will increase from $29,679 to $35,429. ICF
will not perform any work described under Optional Task 5 without written authorization by NMWD. In the event
Optional Task 5 is authorized, ICF will not exceed a total project cost of $35,429 without prior written authorization
by NMWD. ICF proposes to invoice costs monthly, on a time and materials basis.



North Marin Water District
March 22, 2017
Page 3

ICF shall provide services, as outline above, under the terms and conditions of its existing contract number
1.4056.00 with North Marin Water District dated October 14, 2016. If you have any questions or need additional
information, please call Project Director Jean Baldrige at (925) 899-8112.

Sincerely,

oo, s

Trina L. Prince
Contracts Administrator

Enclosure/Attachment:
September 11, 2016 Proposal

Additional Cost Estimate



Table 1. Additional Funding Request Cost Estimate for North Marin Water District - Novato Creek

Consulting Staff Subcontractor Production Staff
DeGabriele
Employee Name Baldrige J Horwath S Thomas
Project Role | Project Director Biologist HDR
Direct

Task Labor Classification Sr Proj Dir Sr Consult | Subtotal Consultant Subtotal Editor Invoicing Subtotal | Labor Total | Expenses | Total Price
Task 1 - Review of Available Information and Survey Planning. b %0 30,
.'.I'ask 2 - Stream Survey (includes travel) $810 $3,150
T
Task 4 - Project Management for Additional Time b B 2 20280 2
Optional Task 5 - Assistance with stream gaging 4: 0 44 81500
Total hours 12 20 49
ICF E&P 2016 Billing Rates $240 $135 $175
Subtotals (without Optional Task 5) $1,920 $2,160 $4,080 $4,375 $4,375 $95 $190 $285 $8,740
Subtotals (with Optional Task 5) $2,880 $2,700 $5,580 $8,575 $8,575 $95 $190 $285 $14,440
Direct Expenses
523.05 Travel, Auto, incld. Mileage at current IRS rate (.535/mile) (Optional Task § - field site visit from Sacramento to Stafford Lake roundtrip = 160 miles) $86
529.00 Other Reimbursable Expenses Task 2 - stream velocity meter rental - 1 day $50
529.00 Other Reimbursable Expenses (Optional Task 5 - stream velocity meter rental - 1 day) $50
Direct expense subtotal (without Optional Task 5) $50
Direct expense subtotal (with Optional Task 5) $186
Total price (without Optional Task 5) $8,790
Total price (with Optional Task 5) $14,626

Date printed 3/23/2017 5:54 AM

Approved by Finance { sh }

NMWD_NovatoCreekHabitatAssessment_ContractExtension_Rev_032217(client)










Based on this letter, draft legislative language was prepared and reviewed by a
subcommittee of the State Legislative Committee of the Association of California Water
Agencies (ACWA.) As of March 24, ACWA's full State Legislative Committee approved support
for this language to become two water supplier-sponsored bills; one relating to water shortage
contingency plans and the other to updated standards for water use efficiency.

These bills have now been introduced by Assemblywoman Blanca Rubio from the San
Gabriel Valley, who is a member of the Assembly Water Parks and Wildlife Committee. The
bills are AB 1654, which relates to water use efficiency standards and AB 968, which relates to
water shortage contingency planning.

Attached is a fact sheet that describes these bills (Attachment 1) and copies of AB 1654
and AB 968 (Attachments 2 & 3). The draft letter of support is included as Attachment 4.

RECOMMENDATION:

Authorize General Manager to execute support letter re: AB 968 and AB 16564.



March 29, 2017

Local Water Agencies’ Proposal for Long-Term Drought Preparation
and Water Use Efficiency Improvements

Background

In January 2014, Governor Brown proclaimed a State of Emergency due to historic dry conditions, and
subsequently issued three Executive Orders under the Statewide Drought Emergency in April 2014,
April 2015, and May 2016. Under Executive Order B-37-16 (“EQ”), issued in May 2016, Governor Brown
directed five state agencies to develop a framework to bimplement various elements of the EOQ. In part,
the EO included direction to the Department of Water Resources to work with the State Water
Resources Control Board to develop, by January 10, 2017, new water use targets as part of a
permanent framework that builds on existing requirements established by SB x7-7 (2009) to reduce
urban water use by 20 percent by 2020, as well as additional water shortage contingency plan
requirements under the Urban Water Management Planning Act.

Implementation of the final Administration framework (which, as of March 22, 2017, has not been
released) will require the Legislature to act to create new authorities for State Agencies as well as new
requirements for local water agencies under State law. The positions described by 116 California water
suppliers and association signatories in a December 19, 2016 comment letter on the Water Use Target
Setting and Urban Water Management Plan elements of the framework are outlined below. While the
water supplier comment letter expressed support for many of the provisions proposed by the State,
there were several important areas of disagreement.

Water suppliers from throughout the state are uniting around a comprehensive approach to long-
term drought preparation and water use efficiency improvements that would:
1. Enhance drought planning, preparation, and reporting.
2. Ensure a balanced approach between the development of resilient sources of supply and
continued improvements in water use efficiency.
3. Maintain the Legislature's control over long-term water use target setting.

Long-Term Water Use Efficiency Target Setting

Preserve the Legislature’s Authority — The Legislature must retain its control and oversight over water
use target setting. Any revisions of standards or performance measures beyond the initially adopted
standards must be approved by the Legislature, not implemented through ongoing regulatory
authority.

Incorporate Multiple Compliance Methods for Water Use Targets — SB x7-7 (2009) established four
methods that water suppliers can use to determine compliance with water use efficiency
requirements. The draft Framework’s proposal to impose a single method for target setting does not
account for the diversity of water supply conditions and uses across the State. Additional compliance
methods that are based on the proven alternatives in SB x7-7 should be maintained, including the
regional compliance option.

No Impact on Water Rights — Water Code section 1011, which allows water right holders to use or
transfer conserved water, must continue to apply. The new legislation should not adversely impact
water supply contracts or water rights.

Page 1 0f2
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March 29, 2017

Enhance and Incentivize Sustainable Water Management — As described in the California Water Action
Plan, both water use efficiency improvements and development of additional resilient water supplies
will be required to sustainably manage California’s water. New laws or regulations must not result in
stranded water resource assets nor discourage continued regional or local investments in these critical
new water supplies.

Maintain Existing Enforcement Measures — The current sanction for failure to meet efficiency targets—
ineligibility for State water grant funds—should be maintained, but not expanded.

Ensure that Any Landscape Area Data Used in Target Setting is Accurate — Consistent with the EO’s call
for a water use target based in part on landscape area, the State should provide validated land use
data of the irrigable area at the parcel level to each water supplier in a timely manner, and defer to
water suppliers that choose to utilize their own validated data sets if a supplier opts to use the
landscape based compliance method. Compliance deadlines must be extended if the State fails to
meet its commitment to provide necessary land use data.

Incorporate Proven Efficiency Standards into Water Use Targets — Proven efficiency standards, such as
the 55 gallons per capita per day standard for indoor residential use and the appropriate Model Water
Efficient Landscape Ordinance (MWELQ) for irrigable areas, should be incorporated into one of the
compliance options. A stakeholder consultation process should be used to develop performance
measures for commercial, industrial and institutional uses, and to develop variances for unigue
circumstances that cannot be fully addressed through a standardized methodology.

Account for Recycled Water — Consistent with existing law, recycled water should be excluded from
calculations of water use targets and corresponding efficiency standards, as it is already a highly
regulated and efficient beneficial reuse of water.

Urban Water Management Planning and Water Shortage Contingency Analyses

Enhance Existing UWMP Plan Requirements — Urban Water Management Plans should include a Water
Shortage Contingency Analysis that utilizes a five-year drought planning sequence, and include a
communications strategy, specific compliance and exemption procedures, monitoring and reporting
protocols, and a regular review process.

Provide the State with Annual Water Supply and Demand Forecast — Water suppliers should provide
State agencies with an annual supply and demand assessment to facilitate better understanding of
regional hydrology and local supply conditions throughout the State. This annual assessment should
include any projected shortage and actions to be taken to reduce demand or augment supply.

Provide Monthly Reporting to the State When a Shortage Occurs —~ Water suppliers that implement a
water shortage contingency stage should report water use and demand reduction actions monthly.

Rely on Local Water Supplier Planning and Preparation for Drought — Water supplies that are
documented to be available to a water supplier during drought conditions shall not be subject to state-
mandated reductions in use. Any actions to conserve water in response to a shortage shall be at the
discretion of a local water supplier.
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Final Draft — 03/22/17

Proposed Long-Term Water Use Efficiency Legislation
(Deletions from existing law in bold strikeout, insertions in bold italics)

DIVISION 6. CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT, AND UTILIZATION OF STATE

WATER RESOURCES [10000 - 12999]
( Heading of Division 6 amended by Stats. 1957, Ch. 1932. )

PART 2.55. SUSTAINABLE WATER USE AND DEMAND REDUCTION [10608 -
10608.64]
( Part 2.55 added by Stats. 2009, 7th Ex. Sess., Ch. 4, Sec. 1. )

CHAPTER 1. General Declarations and Policy [10608 - 10608.8]
( Chapter 1 added by Stats. 2009, 7th Ex. Sess., Ch. 4, Sec. 1. )

10608.
The Legislature finds and declares all of the following:

(a) Water is a public resource that the California Constitution protects against waste and
unreasonable use.

(b) Growing population, climate change, and the need to protect and grow California’s economy
while protecting and restoring our fish and wildlife habitats make it essential that the state
manage its water resources as efficiently as possible.

(c) Diverse regional water supply portfolios will increase water supply reliability and reduce
dependence on the Delta.

(d) Reduced water use through long-term water use efficiency and conservation provides
significant energy and environmental benefits, and can help protect water quality, improve
streamflows, and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

(e) The success of state and local water use efficiency eenservation programs te-inerease
efficieney-of water-use-is best determined on the basis of measurable outcomes related to water
use or efficiency.

(f) Strengthening local and regional drought resilience is essential to increasing water supply
reliability and the sustainable management of the state’s water resources.

(fg) Improvements in technology, infrastructure, and management practices offer the potential
for increasing water efficiency in California over time, providing an essential water management
tool to meet the need for water for urban, agricultural, and environmental uses.

Final Draft - 03/22/17 B
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(gh) The Governor has called for a20-pereentper-eapitareductioninurban-water-use
statewide-by-2020 implementation of a comprehensive California Water Action Plan.

(ki) The factors used to formulate long-ferm water use efficiency targets can vary significantly
from location to location based on factors including climate weather, patterns of urban and
suburban development, water supplies, and past efforts to enhance water use efficiency. It is
necessary, therefore, to plan for and implement water use efficiency measures at the regional
and local level to reflect and best meet the water supply needs of each community and achieve
effective water planning and management.

() Per capita water use is a-valid one measure of & an urban water provider>s supplier’s
efforts to reduece-wrban-water-use improve water use efficiency within its service area.
However, per capita water use is less useful for measuring relative water use efficiency between
different water providers. Differences in climate, weather; historical patterns of urban and
suburban development, and density of housing in a particular location need to be considered
when assessing per capita water use as a measure of efficiency.

10608.4.
It is the intent of the Legislature, by the enactment of this part, to do all of the following:

(a) Require all water suppliers to inerease-the-efficieney-of promote the efficient use of this

essential resource.

(b) Establish a long-term framework to-meet-the-state-targets for urban water use efficiency.
conservationidentified-in-this-part-and ealled-for-by-the-Governeor.

(ec) Establish consistent water use efficiency planning and implementation standards for urban
water suppliers and agricultural water suppliers.

(fd) Plomote urban water eeﬂsewat}eﬂ use cjf czency standards that is are 001151stent with the

the requlrements f01 demand management in Scctlon 10631

(ge) Establish standards that recognize and provide credit to water suppliers that made
substantial capital investments in urban water use efficiency eenservation, sustainable drought
resilient supplies, and emergency supplies since the drought of the early 1990s.

(hf) Recognize and account for the investment of urban retail water suppliers in providing

recycled water for both potable and non-potable beneficial uses, and the need for greater
investment in water recycling and other sustainable drought-resilient supplies.

Final Draft — 03/22/17 -2 Long-Term WUE



Final Draft — 03/22/17

(2) Recognize that water recycling is an efficient use of water and the application of recycled
water in landscape irrigation is extensively regulated, which ensures its efficient use.

(ih) Require implementation of specified efficient water management practices for agricultural
water suppliers.

(i) Support the economic productivity of California’s agricultural, commercial, and industrial
sectors.

(k) Advance regional water resources management.

(k) Empower water suppliers to utilize local and regional water use efficiency measures that
reflect their unique water supply and demand circumstances that best meet the needs of their
individual communities.

(1) Ensure that whatever legal access to water a water supplier possessed prior to the
enactment of this part, notwithstanding adherence to the requirements imposed by it, that the
supplier shall retain that same legal access to its water supplies as provided under law to
enhance local and regional water supply reliability and drought resilience as well as to
voluntarily contribute to water supply reliability in other regions of the State as appropriate
under law.

10608.8.

(a)(1) Nothing in this Part alters existing water rights law, or authorizes or enhances the
authority of the State Water Resources Control Board to alter any existing water rights beyond
its powers to do so prior to enactment.

(2) Water use efficiency measures adopted and implemented pursuant to this part or Part 2.8
(commencing with Section 10800) are water conservation measures subject to the protections
provided under Section 1011.

(23) Because an urban agency is not required to meet its urban water use target until 2020
pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 10608.24, an urban retail water supplier’s failure to
meet those targets shall not establish a violation of law for purposes of any state
administrative or judicial proceeding prior to January 1, 2021. Nothing in this paragraph
limits the use of data reported to the department or the board in litigation or an administrative
proceeding. This paragraph shall become inoperative on January 1, 2021.

(4) Because an urban agency is not required to meet its urban water efficiency target until
2025 pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 10608.25, an urban retail water supplier’s
Sfailure to meet that target shall not establish a violation of law for purposes of any state
administrative or judicial proceeding prior to January 1, 2026. Nothing in this paragraph
limits the use of data reported to the department or the board in litigation or an
administrative proceeding.
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(35) To the extent feasible, the department and the board shall provide for the use of water
conservation reports required under this part to meet the requirements of Section 1011 for
water conservation reporting.

(b) This part does not limit or otherwise affect the application of Chapter 3.5 (commencing with
Section 11340), Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 11370), Chapter 4.5 (commencing with
Section 11400), and Chapter 5 (commencing with Section 11500) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title
2 of the Government Code.

(c) This part does not require a reduction in the total water used in the agricultural or urban
sectors, because other factors, including, but not limited to, changes in agricultural economics or
population growth may have greater effects on water use. This part does not limit the economic
productivity of California’s agricultural, commercial, or industrial sectors.

(d) The requirements of this part do not apply to an agricultural water supplier that is a party to
the Quantification Settlement Agreement, as defined in subdivision (a) of Section 1 of Chapter
617 of the Statutes of 2002, during the period within which the Quantification Settlement
Agreement remains in effect. After the expiration of the Quantification Settlement Agreement, to
the extent conservation water projects implemented as part of the Quantification Settlement
Agreement remain in effect, the conserved water created as part of those projects shall be
credited against the obligations of the agricultural water supplier pursuant to this part.

CHAPTER 2. Definitions [10608.12}
( Chapter 2 added by Stats. 2009, 7th Ex. Sess., Ch. 4, Sec. 1.)

10608.12.
Unless the context otherwise requires, the following definitions govern the construction of this
part:

(a) “Agricultural water supplier” means a water supplier, either publicly or privately owned,
providing water to 10,000 or more irrigated acres, excluding recycled water. “Agricultural water
supplier” includes a supplier or contractor for water, regardless of the basis of right, that
distributes or sells water for ultimate resale to customers. “Agricultural water supplier” does not
include the department.

(b) “Base daily per capita water use” means any of the following:

(1) The urban retail water supplier’s estimate of its average gross water use, reported in
gallons per capita per day and calculated over a continuous 10-year period ending no
earlier than December 31, 2004, and no later than December 31, 2010.

(2) For an urban retail water supplier that meets at least 10 percent of its 2008 measured
retail water demand through recycled water that is delivered within the service area of an
urban retail water supplier or its urban wholesale water supplier, the urban retail water
supplier may extend the calculation described in paragraph (1) up to an additional five
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years to a maximum of a continuous 15-year period ending no earlier than December 31,
2004, and no later than December 31, 2010.

(3) For the purposes of Section 10608.22, the urban retail water supplier’s estimate of its
average gross water use, reported in gallons per capita per day and calculated over a
continuous five-year period ending no earlier than December 31, 2007, and no later than
December 31, 2010.

(¢) “Baseline commercial, industrial, and institutional water use” means an urban retail water
supplier’s base daily per capita water use for commercial, industrial, and institutional users.

(d) “Commercial water user” means a water user that provides or distributes a product or service.

(e) “Compliance daily per capita water use” means the gross water use during the final year of
the reporting period, reported in gallons per capita per day.

(f) “Disadvantaged community” means a community with an annual median household income
that is less than 80 percent of the statewide annual median household income.

(g) “Gross water use” means the total volume of water, whether treated or untreated, entering the
distribution system of an urban retail water supplier, as the distribution system is so defined by
the urban retail water supplier, excluding all of the following:

(1) Recycled water, as defined in section 10608.12(n), that is delivered within the service
arca of an urban retail water supplier or its urban wholesale water suppliers, or recycled
water used to augment water supplies, including, but not limited to, recycled water used
to augment a surface water reservoir or recycled water percolated or injected into a
groundwater basin for the purposes of augmenting the common groundwater supply
and then extracted by an urban retail water supplier.

(2) The net volume of water that the urban retail water supplier places into long-term
storage.

(3) The volume of water the urban retail water supplier conveys for use by another urban
water supplier.

(4) The volume of water the urban retail water supplier delivered delivers for
commercial or non-commercial agricultural purposes, for-agricultural-use; except as
otherwise provided in subdivision (f) of Section 10608.24.

(h) “Industrial water user” means a water user that is primarily a manufacturer or processor of

materials as defined by the North American Industry Classification System code sectors 31 to 33,
inclusive, or an entity that is a water user primarily engaged in research and development.
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(i) “Institutional water user” means a water user dedicated to public service. This type of user
includes, among other users, higher education institutions, schools, courts, churches, hospitals,
government facilities, and nonprofit research institutions.

(§) “Interim urban water use target” means the midpoint between the urban retail water supplier’s
base daily per capita water use and the urban retail water supplier’s urban water use target for
2020.

(k) “Locally cost effective” means that the present value of the local benefits of implementing an
agricultural efficiency water management practice is greater than or equal to the present value of
the local cost of implementing that measure.

(1) “Performance measures” means best management practices that improve the efficiency of
water use within the commercial, industrial and institutional sector, including the use of new
technologies and improvements in water management as identified in the report developed
pursuant to section 10608.45(b).

(Im) “Process water” means water used for producing a product or product content or water used
for research and development, including, but not limited to, continuous manufacturing processes,
water used for testing and maintaining equipment used in producing a product or product
content, and water used in combined heat and power facilities used in producing a product or
product content. Process water does not mean incidental water uses not related to the production
of a product or product content, including, but not limited to, water used for restrooms,
landscaping, air conditioning, heating, kitchens, and laundry.

(mn) “Recycled water” means recycled water, as defined in subdivision (n) of Section 13050,
that is used to offset potable demand, including, but not limited to, recycled water supplied for
non-potable reuse, recycled water supplied for the uses identified and defined in Section
13561, or recycled water supplied for direct use and indirect potable reuse, that meets the
following requirements, where applicable:

(1) For reservoir augmentation and groundwater recharge, including recharge through spreading
basins or injection, water supplics that meet are-all of the following elements:

(A) MeteredThe use of the water supply is metered.

(B) Developed through planned investment by the urban water supplier, a water
replenishment district, or a wastewater treatment agency.

(C) Treated to a minimum tertiary level.
(D) Delivered within the service area of an urban retail water supplier or its urban

wholesale water supplier that helps an urban retail water supplier meet its urban water use
target. ‘
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(no) “Regional water resources management” means sources of supply resulting from watershed-
based planning for sustainable local water reliability or any of the following alternative sources
of water:

(1) The capture and reuse of stormwater or rainwater.
(2) The use of recycled water.
(3) The desalination of brackish groundwater or seawater.

(4) The conjunctive use of surface water and groundwater in a manner that is consistent
with the safe yield of the groundwater basin.

(ep) “Reporting period” means the years for which an urban retail water supplier reports
compliance with the urban water use targets.

(pg) “Urban retail water supplier” means a water supplier, either publicly or privately owned,
that directly provides potable municipal water to more than 3,000 end users or that supplies more
than 3,000 acre-feet of potable water annually at retail for municipal purposes.

(gr) “Urban water use target” means the urban retail water supplier’s targeted future daily per
capita water use.

(¥s) “Urban wholesale water supplier,” means a water supplier, either publicly or privately
owned, that provides more than 3,000 acre-feet of water annually at wholesale for potable
municipal purposes.

(1) “Water efficiency target” means the target established by an urban retail water supplier
pursuant to section 10608.25.

(1) “Water loss” means the difference between the potable distribution system input volume
and authorized consumption as consistent with the American Water Works Association M36
Water Audits and Loss Control Programs Manual and subsequent amendments.

CHAPTER 3. Urban Retail Water Suppliers [10608.16 - 10608.44]
( Chapter 3 added by Stats. 2009, 7th Ex. Sess., Ch. 4, Sec. 1.)

10608.17.
After December 31, 2020, urban retail water suppliers shall achieve water use efficiency as

provided for in this chapter.

10608.20.
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(a) (1) Each urban retail water supplier shall develop urban water use targets and an interim
urban water use target by July 1, 2011. Urban retail water suppliers may elect to determine and
report progress toward achieving these targets on an individual or regional basis, as provided in
subdivision (a) of Section 10608.28, and may determine the targets on a fiscal year or calendar
year basis.

(2) It is the intent of the Legislature that the urban water use targets described in paragraph
(1) cumulatively result in a 20-percent reduction from the baseline daily per capita water use
by December 31, 2020.

(b) An urban retail water supplier shall adopt one of the following methods for determining its
2020 urban water use target pursuant to subdivision (a):

(1) Eighty percent of the urban retail water supplier’s baselime per capita daily water use.

(2) The per capita daily water use that is estimated using the sum of the following
performance standards:

(A) For indoor residential water use, 55 gallons per capita daily water use as a
provisional standard. Upon completion of the department’s 2016 report to the
Legislature pursuant to Section 10608.42, this standard may be adjusted by the
Legislature by statute.

(B) For landscape irrigated through dedicated or residential meters or
connections, water efficiency equivalent to the standards of the Model Water
Efficient Landscape Ordinance set forth in Chapter 2.7 (commencing with Section
490) of Division 2 of Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations, as in effect
the later of the year of the landscape’s installation or 1992. An urban retail water
supplier using the approach specified in this subparagraph shall use satellite
lmagery, site visits, or other best available technology to develop an accurate
estimate of landscaped areas.

(C) For commercial, industrial, and institutional uses, a 10-percent reduction in
water use from the baseline commercial, industrial, and institutional water use by
2020.

(3) Ninety-five percent of the applicable state hydrologic region target, as set forth in the
state’s draft 20x2020 Water Conservation Plan (dated April 30, 2009). If the service area
of an urban water supplier includes more than one hydrologic region, the supplier shall
apportion its service area to each region based on population or area.

(4) A method that shall be identified and developed by the department, through a public
process, and reported to the Legislature no later than December 31, 2010. The method
developed by the department shall identify per capita targets that cumulatively result in a
statewide 20-percent reduction in urban daily per capita water use by December 31, 2020.
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In developing urban daily per capita 2020 water use targets, the department shall do all of
the following:

(A) Consider climatic differences within the state.
(B) Consider population density differences within the state.
(C) Provide flexibility to communities and regions in meeting the targets.

(D) Consider different levels of per capita water use according to plant water
needs in different regions.

(E) Consider different levels of commercial, industrial, and institutional water use
in different regions of the state.

(F) Avoid placing an undue hardship on communities that have implemented
conservation measures or taken actions to keep per capita water use low.

(c) If the department adopts a regulation pursuant to paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) that results
in a requirement that an urban retail water supplier achieve a reduction in daily per capita water
use that is greater than 20 percent by December 31, 2020, an urban retail water supplier that
adopted the method described in paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) may limit its urban water use
target to a reduction of not more than 20 percent by December 31, 2020, by adopting the method
described in paragraph (1) of subdivision (b).

(d) The department shall update the method described in paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) and
report to the Legislature by December 31, 2014. An urban retail water supplier that adopted the
method described in paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) may adopt a new urban daily per capita
water use target pursuant to this updated method.

(e) An urban retail water supplier shall include in its urban water management plan due in 2010
pursuant to Part 2.6 (commencing with Section 10610) the baseline daily per capita water use, its
2020 urban water use target, interim urban water use target, and compliance daily per capita
water use, along with the bases for determining those estimates, including references to
supporting data.

(f) When calculating per capita values for the purposes of this chapter, an urban retail water
supplier shall determine population using @ combination of federal, state, and local population
reports and projections.

() An urban retail water supplier may update its 2020 urban water use target in its 2015 urban
water management plan required pursuant to Part 2.6 (commencing with Section 10610).

(h) (1) The department, through a public process, and in consultation with the California Urban

Water Conservation Council, shall develop technical methodologies and criteria for the
consistent implementation of this part, including, but not limited to, both of the following:
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(A) Methodologies for calculating base daily per capita water use, baseline commercial,
industrial, and institutional water use, compliance daily per capita water use, gross water
use, service area population, indoor residential water use, and landscaped area water use.

(B) Criteria for adjustments pursuant to subdivisions (d) and (e) of Section 10608.24.

(2) The department shall post the methodologies and criteria developed pursuant to this
subdivision on its Internet Web site, and make written copies available, by October 1, 2010.
An urban retail water supplier shall use the methods developed by the department in
compliance with this part.

(1) (1) The department shall adopt regulations for implementation of the provisions relating to
process water in accordance with subdivision (1) of Section 10608.12, subdivision (e) of Section
10608.24, and subdivision (d) of Section 10608.26.

(2) The initial adoption of a regulation authorized by this subdivision is deemed to address an
emergency, for purposes of Sections 11346.1 and 11349.6 of the Government Code, and the
department is hereby exempted for that purpose from the requirements of subdivision (b) of
Section 11346.1 of the Government Code. After the initial adoption of an emergency
regulation pursuant to this subdivision, the department shall not request approval from the
Office of Administrative Law to readopt the regulation as an emergency regulation pursuant
to Section 11346.1 of the Government Code.

() (1) An urban retail water supplier is granted an extension to July 1, 2011, for adoption of an
urban water management plan pursuant to Part 2.6 (commencing with Section 10610) due in
2010 to allow the use of technical methodologies developed by the department pursuant to
paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) and subdivision (h). An urban retail water supplier that adopts
an urban water management plan due in 2010 that does not use the methodologies developed by
the department pursuant to subdivision (h) shall amend the plan by July 1, 2011, to comply with
this part.

(2) An urban wholesale water supplier whose urban water management plan prepared
pursuant to Part 2.6 (commencing with Section 10610) was due and not submitted in 2010 is
granted an extension to July 1, 2011, to permit coordination between an urban wholesale
water supplier and urban retail water suppliers.

10608.24.
(a) Each urban retail water supplier shall meet its interim urban water use target by December

31, 2015.

(b) Each urban retail water supplier shall meet its 2020 urban water use target by December 31,
2020.

(¢) An urban retail water supplier’s compliance daily per capita water use shall be the measure of
progress toward achievement of its 2020 urban water use target.
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(d) (1) 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.

(B) 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.

(e) When developing the 2020 urban water use target pursuant to Section 10608.20, an urban
retail water supplier that has a substantial percentage of industrial water use in its service area
may exclude process water from the calculation of gross water use to avoid a disproportionate
burden on another customer sector.

(H) (1) An urban retail water supplier that includes agricultural water use in an urban water
management plan pursuant to Part 2.6 (commencing with Section 10610) may include the
agricultural water use in determining gross water use. An urban retail water supplier that
includes agricultural water use in determining gross water use and develops its urban water use
target pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (b) of Section 10608.20 shall use a water efficient
standard for agricultural irrigation of 100 percent of reference evapotranspiration multiplied by
the crop coefficient for irrigated acres.

(2) An urban retail water supplier, that is also an agricultural water supplier, is not subject to
the requirements of Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 10608.48), if the agricultural water
use 1s incorporated into its urban water use target pursuant to paragraph (1).

10608.25.

(a) Each urban retail water supplier shall develop a water efficiency target for 2025 in its 2020
urban water management plan required to be submitted by July 1, 2021, pursuant to Section
10621. An urban retail water supplier may determine the water efficiency target on a fiscal
year or calendar year basis. An urban retail water supplier may adjust and update the water
efficiency target, as appropriate, based upon population growth, changes in irrigable
landscape acreage, and other changes that affect water use when the supplier reports its
compliance in achieving the water efficiency targets and its implementation of the identified
performance measures in its 2025 urban water management plan, required to be submitted by
July 1, 2026, pursuant to Section 10621.
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(1) An urban retail water supplier that adopts the method described in subdivision
(b)(2) for determining its water efficiency target shall identify proposed performance
measures as appropriate for efficient water use by its commercial, industrial and
institutional customers, consistent with the recommendations identified in the report
required under section 10608.45(b), in its 2020 urban water management plan.

(b) An urban retail water supplier shall adopt one of the following methods for determining its
water efficiency target pursuant to subdivision (a):

(1) Seventy-five percent of the urban retail water supplier’s base daily per capita water
use calculated using the methodology developed by the department pursuant to section

10608.20.

(2) Establishment of a retail-level water efficiency target that is the sum of the

Sollowing:

(A) The residential population multiplied by fifty-five gallons of water use per
person per day.

(B) For irrigable landscape served by a residential or dedicated irrigation meter,
an estimate of total irrigation demands within the supplier’s service area, based
on the following factors:

Final Draft - 03/22/17

(i) Evapotranspiration adjustment factor of 1.0 for parcels developed
before 1992 and for special landscape areas.

(ii) Evapotranspiration adjustment factor of 0.8 for parcels developed
between January 1, 1992 and December 31, 2009;

(iii) Evapotranspiration adjustment factor of 0.7 for parcels developed
between January 1, 2010 and December 31, 2015;

(iv) Evapotranspiration adjustment factor of 0.55 for residential parcels
developed after January 1, 2016,

(v) Evapotranspiration adjustment factor of 0.45 for commercial parcels.
developed after January 1, 2016,

(vi) Parcels in commercial or non-commercial agricultural use may be
included by the urban retail water supplier, at its sole discretion, using
an evapotranspiration factor of 1.0 in the calculation of the water use
efficiency target or in the calculation for compliance of the target.
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(C) A volume of water to account for the variances taken by the water supplier
due to unique situations within their service area and developed under
subsection (e).

(3) Ninety percent of the applicable hydrologic region target, as set forth in the State’s
20x2020 water conservation plan, dated February 2010. If the service area of an urban
retail water supplier includes more than one hydrologic region, the supplier shall
apportion its service area to each region based on population or area.

(c) Each urban retail water supplier shall meet its adjusted 2025 water efficiency targets by
December 31, 2025, unless the supplier reports to the department that economic or hydrologic
conditions beyond the supplier's control rendered it impossible for the supplier to do so. Urban
retail water suppliers may elect to determine and report progress toward achieving these
targets on an individual or regional basis, as provided in subdivision (a) of Section 10608.28,
and may determine the targets on a fiscal year or calendar year basis. An urban retail water
supplier shall report on its compliance with this section in its 2025 urban water management
plan required to be submitted by July 1, 2026, pursuant to Section 10621.

(d) An urban retail water supplier shall calculate it compliance with subsection (c) based on
the method by which it set its water efficiency target. An urban retail water supplier shall base
its adjusted water efficiency target and compliance with that adjusted target on the best
available information concerning population, irrigable landscape acreage, and other factors
that affect water use within its service area.

(1) An urban retail water supplier that determines its water efficiency target under
subdivision (b)(1) shall calculate its compliance with subsection (c) by comparing the
adjusted water efficiency target with the urban retail water supplier’s compliance daily
per capita water use.

(2) An urban retail water supplier that determines its water efficiency target under
subdivision (b)(2) shall calculate its compliance with subsection (c) by comparing the
water efficiency target with the total volume of gross water use measured through
residential and dedicated irrigation meters during the final year of the reporting
period.

(A) If an urban retail water supplier includes parcels in agricultural use in its
water ¢efficiency target pursuant to subsection (2)(B)(vi), the urban retail water
supplier shall include water use for those parcels in its compliance calculation.

(B) An urban retail water supplier that determines its water efficiency target
under subdivision (b)(2) shall include in its report on compliance with
subsection (c) a report on its implementation of the performance measures for
efficient commercial, industrial and institutional water use identified in its
urban water management plan.

(3) An urban retail water supplier that determines its water efficiency target under
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subdivision (b)(3) shall calculate its compliance with subsection (c) by comparing the
adjusted water efficiency target with the urban retail water supplier’s compliance daily
per capita water use.

(4) Water use or loss caused by conditions of disaster or extreme peril to the safety of
persons and property, including such conditions, whether natural or human-caused, as
fire, flood, storm, drought, epidemic, riot, earthquake or other conditions, shall be
excluded from compliance with the water efficiency target.

(5) The deadline for urban retail water suppliers to submit their plans under Section
10621(e) shall be extended if the department does not release the final database under
section 10608.47 by July 1, 2019. That extension shall equal the length of time between
July 1, 2019 and the department’s release of that final database.

(6) Each urban retail water supplier shall have the discretion to achieve its water
efficiency target under this Section, and to design and utilize any rate structure, in any
manner otherwise consistent with that supplier’s legal authority.

(7) Each urban retail water supplier shall have the discretion to measure progress
towards achieving its water efficiency target under this Section by considering the
factors described in Section 10608.24(d), (e) and (f).

(8) Notwithstanding the method used by an urban retail water supplier to calculate
compliance with subsection (c), each urban retail water supplier shall address water
loss within its service area pursuant to section 10608.34.

(e) The department, in consultation with the Urban Stakeholder Committee, shall develop
standardized variance methodologies for livestock, swamp coolers, significant transient
population increases, construction water for soil compaction and dust control, potable water
used to supplement ponds and lakes to sustain wildlife, vegetation irrigated for fire protection,
and landscapes irrigated with recycled water having high levels of total dissolved solids, or
other water quality concerns. The department, in consultation with the Urban Stakeholder
Committee, shall also develop standardized variance methodologies for other factors identified
by the committee, and shall develop a process for agencies to submit supporting
documentation for other variances that shall be included into the calculation of the urban
retail supplier’s water efficiency target as described under subsection (b)(2).

(f) The department, in conjunction with the Urban Stakeholder Committee, shall develop a
methodology to calculate the irrigable area associated with special landscape areas by aerial
imagery or date of parcel establishment so that the urban retail water supplier may develop its
appropriate water efficiency target as described under subsection (b)(2).

(g) For purposes of this section, the term "'special landscape area' means an area of the

landscape dedicated solely to edible plants, recreational areas, areas irrigated with recycled
water, or water features using recycled water designed within and have the same
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evapotranspiration adjustment factor as contained in the Model Water Efficient Landscape
Ordinance, adopted September 15, 2015 .

10608.45.

(a) By January 1, 2018, the department, in consultation with the board, shall convene a
commercial, industrial and institutional water use efficiency task force consisting of urban
retail water suppliers, urban wholesale water suppliers, academic experts, economic
development interests, business community representatives, environmental organizations,
commercial water users, industrial water users, and institutional water users. The urban retail
water suppliers included on the task force shall include a broad spectrum of commercial,
industrial, and institutional customers throughout the State, and include representation of
combined retail water and wastewater agencies. The task force’s overall objective shall be to
recommend appropriate water efficiency measures for various segments of the commercial,
industrial, and institutional water use sector.

(b) By December 31, 2019, the task force, in consultation with the department and the board,
shall submit a report to the Legislature that shall recommend appropriate performance
measures for commercial, industrial or institutional water use which shall rely, to the extent
appropriate, on the 2013 report to the Legislature entitled CII Task Force Water Use Best
Management Practices Report to The Legislature and supports the economic productivity of
California’s commercial, industrial, and institutional sectors. The report required by this
subdivision shall include, among other content, the following:

(1) Appropriate commercial, industrial and institutional classifications that address
significant uses of water and are consistent with the classifications and standards
developed by the North American Industry Classification System; and

(2) Recommendations for appropriate thresholds by which urban water suppliers could
require commercial, industrial, and institutional water users to participate in audits
and the development of water management plans; and

(3) Evaluation of feasibility criteria and cost-effectiveness of separating mixed-use
meters and equivalent technologies, and recommendations on when separating mixed-
use meters should not be required.

(¢) Using available funds, the department shall provide technical and financial assistance to
the task force to enable the completion of the reports under this Section within the required
time frame and assist water suppliers and water users to comply with any new requirements
described therein.

10608.46

(@) The department shall reconvene its Urban Stakeholder Committee by April 1, 2018. The
committee shall consist of a mix of small, medium and large urban retail water suppliers from
throughout the state, including at least one representative from each hydrologic region. The
committee shall also include academic experts, urban wholesale water suppliers, business
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organizations, and environmental organizations, as well as representation of combined retail
water and wastewater agencies.

(b) By July 1, 2019, the department shall consult with the commiittee to develop the variance
methodologies required by section 10608.25(e).

(c) By July 1, 2019, the department shall consult with the committee to develop the
methodology to calculate the irrigable area associated with a special landscape area as
required by section 10608.25(f).

(d) By January 1, 2020 and every five years thereafter, the committee shall develop a report to
provide information and recommendations to the department and the Legislature on new
demand management measures, technologies, and approaches. The department shall review
the committee report and include in the final report to the Legislature the department’s
recommendations and comments regarding the committee process and the committee’s
recommendations.

(e) By December 31, 2025, the committee, in consultation with the department and the board,
shall submit a report to the Legislature that makes recommendations for potential adjustments
to 2030 water efficiency targets and commercial, industrial and institutional performance
measures, consistent with the report provided to the Legislature under section 10608.45(b), for
implementation no sooner than 2030. If the committee recommends a change in the water
efficiency targets or performance measures, the report shall:

(1) State the technical changes or scientific basis that justifies a change in the targets
or performance measures.

(2)Evaluate potential unintended consequences created by the proposed changes which
could negatively impact California’s economy, wastewater infrastructure, or local
investments in water infrastructure and supplies, including specific impacts to the
amount of recycled water or desalinated water available within the state.

() Using available funds, the department shall provide technical and financial assistance to
the committee to enable the completion of the reports under this Section within the required
timeframe and assist water suppliers to comply with any new requirements described therein.

(g) The Legislature shall determine if changes to the efficiency targets is warranted based on
the report submitted.

10608.47.

(a)(1) By July 1, 2019, the department shall provide to urban retail water suppliers, in
electronic form, a database of validated aerial imagery and measured irrigable area for all
residential and commercial, industrial and institutional areas within each water supplier’s
service area. The database shall correlate the relevant irrigable areas with assessor parcels
within each water supplier’s service area and shall state the year of parcel development. The
database shall contain downloadable reference evapotranspiration data with representative
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climate zones for all urban retail water suppliers. The database’s aerial imagery data shall be
suitable for determining the appropriate amount of irrigation for a variety of vegetation,
including without limitation large trees and irrigable area under native tree canopy. The
department shall update the database by December 31, 2025 and every five years thereafter.

(2) The department and all urban retail water suppliers shall maintain the confidentiality of
the information in the department’s database to the extent consistent with the Public Records
Act (Gov. Code §§ 6250 et seq.).

(3) Prior to releasing the database under this subdivision, the department shall conduct a
statistically valid review of the accuracy of the information in the database. In conducting this
review, the department shall consult with a representative sample of urban retail water
suppliers representing each of the state’s hydrologic regions.

(4) An urban retail water supplier may use its own database of validated aerial imagery,
measured irrigable area and date of parcel development for properties within its service areas
for purposes of section 10608.25(b)(2)(B), if the water supplier certifies that it is of
comparable or better quality than the relevant information included in the department’s
database.
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Proposed Changes to the UWMP Act

(Deletions from existing law in bold strikeout, insertions in bold italics)

DIVISION 6. CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT, AND UTILIZATION OF STATE

WATER RESOURCES [10000 - 12999}
( Heading of Division 6 amended by Stats. 1957, Ch. 1932.)

PART 2.56.

10609.
(a) In addition to and separate from the urban water management plans required by Part 2.6,
each urban retail water supplier shall report annually, by June 15, to the department the

status of its water supplies for that year, and whether such supplies will be adequate to
meet projected customer demand.

(1) If an urban retail water supplier reports under this section that all available water
supplies for the applicable water year will not be adequate to meet projected customer
demand, then the supplier shall implement the appropriate responses as described in its
water shortage contingency analysis. If demand is projected to exceed all available
supply sources and mandatory water demand reduction measures are required, the
annual report shall describe the water supply shortage stage and the measures that the
supplier will take to reduce water demand consistent with its water shortage
contingency analysis.

(2) If an urban retail water supplier determines that it cannot meet demands with all
available water supplies and is required to implement the mandatory demand reduction
measures as described in its water shortage contingency analysis under subdivision (1),
it shall do all of the following: '

(a) The urban retail water supplier shall continue to implement the mandatory
demand reduction measures as described in its water shortage contingency
analysis until hydrologic, water supply or other conditions have changed to the
point that the supplier finds that it is able to meet projected customer demand
over the next 12 months without continued implementation of the mandatory
demand reduction measures.

(b) During the period that the urban retail water supplier is implementing the
mandatory demand reductions measures described in its water shortage
contingency analysis, the supplier shall file a report with the department by the
fifteenth day of each month describing on how the supplier is implementing its
plan.

(3) If supplies are adequate to meet projected customer demand, an urban retail water
supplier may, at its sole discretion, declare any stage of its water shortage contingency

ATTACHMENT 3
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analysis to balance supply and demand through the augmentation of supplies or to
encourage water demand reduction as a precautionary measure. If an urban retail
water supplier declares a stage of its water shortage contingency analysis under this
subsection, it shall have no additional obligation to report to the department on the
implementation of its plan.

(b) Multiple urban retail water suppliers within the same hydrologic region may file a joint
report with the department if those suppliers' water supplies are interrelated and if each
supplier determines that a joint report most accurately reflects the condition of their
respective water supplies. Regardless of whether a joint report is submitted, an urban retail
water supplier may submit an individual report to the department.

(¢c) An urban wholesale water supplier shall provide its retail agencies with information on the
status of the wholesaler’s water supplies annually by the date determined under subsection
2 so that an urban retail water supplier reliant on the wholesale supply has sufficient data
to comply with subsection (a).

(1) To assist urban wholesale water suppliers in determining their water supply
availability, urban retail water suppliers shall provide their urban wholesale water
suppliers with information regarding their estimated annual demand for water
from each wholesaler by the date determined under subsection 2.

(2) Urban retail water suppliers and their wholesalers shall meet and determine the
process and dates by which they will comply with the requirements of this
subsection.

(d) An urban water supplier shall not be required to comply with any requirement in Part 2.6
Jor any action taken or report made pursuant to this section. Such actions and reports are not
considered part of, amendments to, or changes to an urban water management plan.

(e) The department shall establish an electronic portal through which suppliers will provide
the reports required by this section. The department shall provide the board with access to the
report and data submitted through the portal.

PART 2.6. URBAN WATER MANAGEMENT PLANNING [10610 - 10656]
( Part 2.6 added by Stats. 1983, Ch. 1009, Sec. 1. )

CHAPTER 2. Definitions [10611-10617]
( Chapter 2 added by Stats. 1983, Ch. 1009, Sec. 1. )

10613.35.

“Emergency supply” means a water supply identified in an urban water supplier’s Urban
Water Management Plan that has been developed to increase an urban water supplier’s water
supply reliability during times of shortage, including but not limited to unplanned service
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disruptions, and is in addition to the supplies that the agency draws upon during non-shortage
times to meet water demands within its service area.

CHAPTER 3. Urban Water Management Plans [10620 - 10645]
( Chapter 3 added by Stats. 1983, Ch. 1009, Sec. 1.)

ARTICLE 1. General Provisions [10620 - 10621]
( Article 1 added by Stats. 1983, Ch. 1009, Sec. 1.)

10621.

(a) Each urban water supplier shall update its plan at least once every five years on or before

July 1 Peecember-31, in years ending in one and six five-and-zero;-exceptas-provided-in
bdivisi dyand-(e),

(b) Every urban water supplier required to prepare a plan pursuant to this part shall, at least 60
days before the public hearing on the plan required by Section 10642, notify any city or county
within which the supplier provides water supplies that the urban water supplier will be reviewing
the plan and considering amendments or changes to the plan. The urban water supplier may
consult with, and obtain comments from, any city or county that receives notice pursuant to this
subdivision.

(c) The amendments to, or changes in, the plan shall be adopted and filed in the manner set forth
in Article 3 (commencing with Section 10640).

ARTICLE 2. Contents of Plans [10630 - 10634}
( Article 2 added by Stats. 1983, Ch. 1009, Sec. 1.)

10631.
A plan shall be adopted in accordance with this chapter that shall do all of the following:

(a) Describe the service area of the supplier, including current and projected population, climate,
and other demographic factors affecting the supplier’s water management planning. The
projected population estimates shall be based upon data from the state, regional, or local service
agency population projections within the service area of the urban water supplier and shall be in
five-year increments to 20 years or as far as data is available.

(b) Identify and quantify, to the extent practicable, the existing and planned sources of water
available to the supplier over the same five-year increments described in subdivision (a).

3
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(1) If groundwater is identified as an existing or planned source of water available to the
supplier, all of the following information shall be included in the plan:

(4%¥) A copy of any groundwater management plan adopted by the urban water supplier,
including plans adopted pursuant to Part 2.75 (commencing with Section 10750), or any other
specific authorization for groundwater management.

(B2) A description of any groundwater basin or basins from which the urban water supplier
pumps groundwater. For basins that a court or the board has adjudicated the rights to pump
groundwater, a copy of the order or decree adopted by the court or the board and a description of
the amount of groundwater the urban water supplier has the legal right to pump under the order
or decree. For basins that have not been adjudicated, information as to whether the department
has identified the basin or basins as overdrafted or has projected that the basin will become
overdrafted if present management conditions continue, in the most current official departmental
bulletin that characterizes the condition of the groundwater basin, and a detailed description of
the efforts being undertaken by the urban water supplier to eliminate the long-term overdraft
condition.

(C3) A detailed description and analysis of the location, amount, and sufficiency of groundwater
pumped by the urban water supplier for the past five years. The description and analysis shall be
based on information that is reasonably available, including, but not limited to, historic use
records.

(D4-) A detailed description and analysis of the amount and location of groundwater that is
projected to be pumped by the urban water supplier. The description and analysis shall be based
on information that is reasonably available, including, but not limited to, historic use records.

(2) If an emergency supply is identified as an existing or planned source of water available to
the supplier, the supplier shall describe how the supply has been established to increase water
supply reliability during times of shortage and how the supply is in addition to the supplies
that the agency draws upon during non-shortage times to meet water demands within its
service areaq.

(c) (1) Describe the reliability of the water supply and vulnerability to seasonal or climatic
shortage, to the extent practicable, and provide data for each of the following:

(A) An average water ycar.
(B) A single-dry water year.

(C) Multiple-dry-water-years Five consecutive dry years, consisting of a repeat of the five

consecutive historic driest years that the supplier has experienced, unless the supplier
finds that a shorter multiple-year dry period would more severely impact its water
supplies, in which case the supplier shall use that shorter period.

-4
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(2) For any water source that may not be available at a consistent level of use, given specific
legal, environmental, water quality, or climatic factors, describe plans to supplement or replace
that source with alternative sources or water demand management measures, to the extent
practicable.

(d) Describe the opportunities for exchanges or transfers of water on a short-term or long-term
basis.

(e) (1) Quantify, to the extent records are available, past and current water use, over the same
five-year increments described in subdivision (a), and projected water use, identifying the uses
among water use sectors, including, but not necessarily limited to, all of the following uses:

(A) Single-family residential.

(B) Multifamily.

(C) Commercial.

(D) Industrial.

(E) Institutional and governmental.

(F) Landscape.

(G) Sales to other agencies.

(H) Saline water intrusion barriers, groundwater recharge, or conjunctive use, or any
combination thereof.

(D) Agricultural.

(J) Potable Bdistribution system water loss.

(2) The water use projections shall be in the same five-year increments described in subdivision
(a). '
(3)(A) E

() ) (] 0 0 0 O ava a nea h (Y

updates;-tThe potable distribution system water loss shall be quantified for each of the five years
preceding the plan update.

(B) The potable distribution system water loss quantification shall be reported in accordance
with a worksheet approved or developed by the department through a public process. The water
loss quantification worksheet shall be based on the water system balance methodology developed
by the American Water Works Association.

(4) (A) If available and applicable to an urban water supplier, water use projections may display
and account for the water savings estimated to result from adopted codes, standards, ordinances,
or transportation and land use plans identified by the urban water supplier, as applicable to the
service area.

(B) To the extent that an urban water supplier reports the information described in subparagraph
(A), an urban water supplier shall do both of the following:(i) Provide citations of the various
codes, standards, ordinances, or transportation and land use plans utilized in making the
projections.

(ii) Indicate the extent that the water use projections consider savings from codes, standards,
ordinances, or transportation and land use plans. Water use projections that do not account for
these water savings shall be noted of that fact.

(f) Provide a description of the supplier’s water demand management measures. This description
shall include all of the following:(1) (A) For an urban retail water supplier, as defined in Section

-5-
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by the wholesale agency in fulfilling the plan informational requirements of subdivisions (b) and

(©).

10632.
(a) The plan shall provide an urban water shortage contingency analysis that includes each of the
following elements that are within the authority of the urban water supplier:

(1) Stages-Anticipated stages of action to be undertaken by the urban water supplier in response
to water supply shortages, including up to a 50 percent reduction in water supply, and an outline
of specific water supply conditions that would trigger are-applieable-te cach stage.

Communications strategies to inform customers, state agencies, elected officials and others
whenever water supply shortage conditions require the implementation of the stages of action
described in subdivision (1).

(3) Anticipated Aactions to be undertaken by the urban water supplier to prepare for, and
implement during, a catastrophic interruption of water supplies including, but not limited to, a
regional power outage, an earthquake, or other disaster.

(4) Additionals anttczpated mandaloly p10h|b1t10ns ag,amst spemf‘c water use plactlces during
water shortages.s-in : ibitino-th o

eleaning:
(5) Consumptionreduction-methods-in-the-mest-restrietive-stages-Anticipated actions to

balance water supply and demand for each water supply shortage stage, including the use of
emergency supplies, demand reduction methods, reoperation, or any combination thereof.
Each urban water supplier may use any type of consumption reduction, reoperation approach,
or supply augmentation methods in its water shortage contingency analysis that would reduee
water-use balance supply and demand, are appropriate for its area, and have the ability to
successfully respond to each water supply shortage stage. achieve-a-water-use-reduction
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eonsistent-with-up-to-a-50-pereent-reduetion-in-watersupply If an urban water supplier has
established an emergency supply, the supplier shall include in the description of actions to be
taken when the emergency supply will be used to balance water supply and demand, and the
quantity of water from the emergency supply that is planned to be used. An emergency supply
designated for use during a water supply shortage shall be fully available for use by the
supplier during a shortage and its use shall be at the sole discretion of the urban water
supplier.

(6) Penalties-or-chargesfor-exeessive-use;-where-applieable: Anticipated processes for

monitoring and ensuring compliance by customers with mandatory prohibitions against
specific water use practices, and mechanisms to enforce such compliance. The analysis also
shall include a description of the urban water supplier’s established method to identify and
discourage excessive water use as required by Section 366 and 367.

(7) An analysis of the impacts of each of the actions and conditions described in
subdivisionsparagraphs (1) to (6), inclusive, on the revenues and expenditures of the urban
water supplier, and proposed measures to overcome those impacts, such as the development of
reserves and rate adjustments.

(8) A-draft-water-shortage-contingeney-resolution-or-ordinanee-A description of the water

supplier’s source of authority for implementing the water shortage actions, as identified in
subdivision 5 above, including any adopted resolutions or ordinances.

ARTICLE 2.5.Water Service Reliability [10635 - 10635]
(Article 2.5 added by Stats. 1995, Ch. 854, Sec. 11. )

10635.

(a) Every urban water supplier shall include, as part of its urban water management plan, an
assessment of the reliability of its water service to its customers during normal, dry, and multiple
dry water years. This water supply and demand assessment shall compare the total water supply
sources available to the water supplier with the total projected water use over the next 20 years,
in five-year increments, for a normal water year, a single dry water year, and multiple-dry-water
years five consecutive dry years, consisting of a repeat of the five consecutive historic driest
years that the supplier has experienced, unless the supplier finds that a shorter multiple-year
dry period would more severely impact its water supplies, in which case the supplier shall use
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that shorter period. The water service reliability assessment shall be based upon the information
compiled pursuant to Section 10631, including available data from state, regional, or local
agency population projections within the service area of the urban water supplier.

(b) The urban water supplier shall provide that portion of its urban water management plan
prepared pursuant to this article to any city or county within which it provides water supplies no
later than 60 days after the submission of its urban water management plan.

(¢) Nothing in this article is intended to create a right or entitlement to water service or any
specific level of water service.

(d) Nothing in this article is intended to change existing law concerning an urban water
supplier’s obligation to provide water service to its existing customers or to any potential future
customers.

CHAPTER 4. Miscellaneous Provisions [10650 - 10656]
( Chapter 4 added by Stats. 1983, Ch. 1009, Sec. 1.)

10658.
(a) It is the intent of the Legislature, by the enactment of this section, to do all of the
Sfollowing:

(1) Encourage continued investment in water supply reliability and diversification;

(2) Incentivize new and protect existing local investments made by urban water suppliers
in drought resiliency and drought resilient supplies in order to better prepare local
communities and the state for drought and times of shortage;

(3) Incentivize new and protect existing local investments in water recycling and potable
reuse;

4) Encourage local agencies to develop emergency supplies, including storage of flood
8 8 P gency supj g 4
flows in water banks throughout the state, to better protect California from the effect of
drought;

(5) Encourage local agencies to take steps to prepare for the effects of climate change; and

(6) Ensure that urban water suppliers have adequate supplies, or take appropriate
measures to reduce demand during times of drought.

(b) During a statewide or local drought or water shortage, an urban water supplier shall not
be required to reduce its use or reliance on any water supply available for its use and
identified in its Urban Water Management Plan, or be required to take additional actions
beyond those specified in its water shortage contingency analysis for the level of






Letters of support must be submitted to the Assembly Water, Parks and Wildlife
Committee
by 5:00 p.m. on Friday, April 14"

Support letters should be emailed to Chinook Shin, Committee Secretary, at
Chinook.Shin@asm.ca.gov

The Honorable Blanca Rubio : April 5, 2017
State Capitol, Room 5175
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: AB 1654 (Rubio); Urban Water Management Planning
AB 968 (Rubio); Long Term Water Use Efficiency

Position: SUPPORT
Dear Assemblymember Rubio:

On behalf of North Marin Water District, | am writing to express our support
for AB 1654 and AB 968, your measures which would enhance existing urban water
management planning requirements, strengthen water suppliers’ abilities to plan and
prepare for future droughts, and ensure a balanced approach to providing drought
resilient water supply including use of recycled water and enhanced long term water
use efficiency.

AB 1654 would enhance existing reporting and drought response
requirements related to water shortage contingency analyses. Under the bill, urban
retail water suppliers (“water suppliers”) would report annually to the Department of
Water Resources on the status of their water supplies for that year and whether
supplies will be adequate to meet projected customer demand. If supplies are not
adequate to m’eet demand, the water supplier would be required to implement the
appropriate responses as described in their water shortage contingency analysis.

AB 1654 would also prohibit a water supplier from being required to reduce
its use or reliance on any water supply available beyond the steps specified in its
water shortage contingency analysis, protecting water suppliers’ and their customers’
investments in resilient water supply sources.

AB 968 provides for an alternative to the complicated, and likely costly retail-
level water efficiency target calculation proposed in the November 2016 framework

“Making Water Conservation a California Way of Life,” and assures that investments

ATTACHMENT 4



in resilient recycled water supplies can be relied upon during normal and shortage
conditions to meet customer needs.

For these reasons, North Marin Water District supports AB 1654 and AB968.
If you or your staff have any questions, please contact me at 415-897-4133 or

cdegabriele@nmwd.com.

Sincerely,

Chris DeGabriele

NMWD General Manager
CC.
The Honorable Eduardo Garcia, Chair, Assembly Water, Parks, and Wildlife Committee
Honorable Members of the Assembly Water, Parks, and Wildlife Committee

Marc Levine, 10" Assembly District
Jim Wood, 2™ Assembly District

t:\gmibod misc 201 7\support letter - ab 1654 & 968.docx






9:00 a.m. Note location

ITEM #12

FOR ACCESSIBLE
MEETING INFORMATION
CALL: (707) 543-3350
ADD: (707) 543-3031
WATER ADVISORY COMMITTEE
AND
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

MONDAY: APRIL 3, 2017
Utilities Field Operations Training Center
35 Stony Point Road, Santa Rosa, CA

This is a combined WAC and TAC meeting.

N ok~ 0w =

10.
11.
12.
13.

Check in
Public Comment

Recap from the February 6, 2017 WAC/TAC Meeting and Approval of Minutes

Recap from the March

6, 2017 TAC Meeting and Approval of Minutes

Water Supply Coordination Council

Water Supply Conditio
Sonoma Marin Saving

ns and Temporary Urgency Change Petition
Water Partnership

a. Water Production Relative to 2013 Benchmark
b. DWR 2016 IRWM Water-Energy Grant
c. Approve Water Advisory Committee Resolution Supporting May as Water

Awareness Mont

h

Approve FY 2017/18 SCWA Budget
SCWA Climate Adaptation Plan
Biological Opinion Status Update
SCWA Washington D.C. Visit

Integrated Regional W
Items for Next Agenda

ater Management Planning

tA\gmiscwalwac agenda and minutes\2017\wac tac agenda 040317.docx



*Draft Minutes of Water Advisory Committee and Technical Advisory Committee

Attendees:

Public Attendees:

1. Check-in

35 Stony Point Road, Santa Rosa, California
February 6, 2017

Tom Schwedhelm, City of Santa Rosa

Linda Reed, City of Santa Rosa

Jennifer Burke, City of Santa Rosa

Casey Rainey, City of Santa Rosa

Colin Close, City of Santa Rosa

Mark Millan, Town of Windsor

Toni Bertolero, Town of Windsor

Paul Piazza, Town of Windsor

Elizabeth Cargay, Town of Windsor

Susan Harvey, City of Cotati

Craig Scott, City of Cotati

Mark Heneveld, Valley of the Moon Water District
Dan Muelrath, Valley of the Moon Water District
David Cook, City of Sonoma

Dan Takasugi, City of Sonoma

Jake Mackenzie, City of Rohnert Park
Joseph Callinan, City of Rohnert Park

Mary Grace Pawson, City of Rohnert Park
Mike Healy, City of Petaluma

Kent Carothers, City of Petaluma

Rick Fraites, North Marin Water District
Jack Baker, North Marin Water District

Chris DeGabriele, North Marin Water District
Drew Mclntyre, North Marin Water District
Rocky Vogler, North Marin Water District
Larry Russell, Marin Municipal Water District
Mike Ban, Marin Municipal Water District
James Gore, Board of Supervisors/SCWA
Grant Davis, SCWA

Michael Thompson/SCWA

Jay Jesperse, SCWA

Ann DuBay, SCWA

Brad Sherwood, SCWA

Lynne Rosselli, SCWA

Carley Cabrer, SCWA

Melissa James, SCWA

Brenda Adelman, RRWPC

Bob Anderson, United Wine Growers

Dietrich Stroeh, Stuber-Stroeh Engineering Group
Dawna Stroeh, Stuber-Stroeh Engineering Group
David Keller, Friends of the Eel River

Jim Downey, Penngrove/Kenwood Water District
Margaret DiGenova, California American Water
Evan Jacobs, California American Water

Lloyd Iversen, BAP Tac

a. Mike Healy, WAC Chair, called the meeting to order at 9:06 a.m.



Public Comments
None

Election of WAC Vice Chair
Mark Millan appointed as Vice Chair of WAC. Unanimously approved.

2017 WAC/TAC Meeting Schedule

No comment

Recap from the November 7, 2016 WAC/TAC Meeting and Approval of Minutes

Moved by Susan Harvey, City of Cotati, seconded by Mark Heneveld, Valley of the Moon,
to approve the minutes of the November 7, 2016 WAC/TAC meeting; unanimously
approved.

Recap from the January 9, 2017 TAC Meeting and Approval of Minutes
Moved by Dan Muelrath, Valley of the Moon and seconded by Linda Reed, City of Santa
Rosa, to approve the minutes of the January 9, 2017 TAC meeting; unanimously approved.

Water Supply Coordination Council

Mike Healy advised that no water supply coordination council was held in advance of
today’s WAC meeting.

Water Supply Conditions

Grant Davis, SCWA gave update on Water Supply Conditions. Water supply conditions are
very good and the US Army Corps of Engineers has approved the request for minor
deviation to store more water in Lake Mendocino this winter.

Sonoma Marin Saving Water Partnership

a. SMSWP Annual Report (available at the meeting) and 2016 GPCD Memo

Chris DeGabriele, North Marin Water District stated that copies are not yet available and
should be available next week.

b. Water Production Relative to 2013 Benchmark
Chris DeGabriele, North Marin Water District reviewed the handout of the monthly water
use relative to 2013 benchmark that was made available to the committee members.

c. Extended SWRCB Emergency Urban Water Conservation Regulations

There is a State Water Board meeting on Wednesday February 28, 2017, to consider an
extension of the Emergency Water Conservation Regulation. Comments followed by
Jennifer Burke. State Water Board recommending a 270-day extension. They may
reconsider earlier. Stress Tests may be submitted before March 15":2017, however our
region currently has a conservation standard of 0% and it is not recommended to resubmit
stress tests. All other current regulations to remain the same. The State will continue to
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11

12.

13.

14.

monitor drought conditions. Chris DeGrabriele advised that NMWD will request the
Governor rescind his drought declaration.

FY 2017/18 Draft SCWA Budget

Grant Davis, SCWA commented introduced Lynne Rosselli to provide update to WAC/TAC.
The TAC budget subcommittee has met twice with SCWA staff to review and propose
budget changes. The TAC will receive a presentation on the budget at the March 6, 2017
TAC meeting. A special WAC meeting will be held on April 3, 2017 to consider the
proposed budget. Rosselli offered SCWA presentations to Boards and Councils during the
month of March on the proposed budget.

. Biological Opinion Status Update

a. Fish Habitat Flows and Water Rights Project DEIR
Ann DuBay, SCWA, reviewed the update that was made available to the committee
members. Comments followed from the members.
She advised that on Monday March 13, 2017 at 9am there is a Public Policy
facilitating meeting scheduled.

Integrated Regional Water Management Plan(s) Update

Grant Davis, SCWA provided an update on the North Coast Resource Partnership. A
meeting is scheduled on April 21, 2017, hosting the 10-year anniversary of North Coast
Resource Partnership. Comments followed by Public.

Items for next TAC Agenda on March 6
a. Sonoma Marin Saving Water Partnership
b. Water Supply Conditions
c. Biological Opinion Status Update

James Fore, SCWA informed the WAC that the Russian Rover Conference is scheduled on
March 24, 2017 at Shone Farm in Forestville. See russianriverconference.org for more
information and to register.

.Check Out
a. Next TAC meeting is March 6
b. Next WAC TAC meeting is April 3
c. Meeting was adjourned at 9:38 a.m.



Draft Minutes of Technical Advisory Committee
35 Stony Point Road, Santa Rosa, California
March 6, 2017

Attendees: Ben Horenstein, City of Santa Rosa
Linda Reed, City of Santa Rosa
Jennifer Burke, City of Santa Rosa
Casey Rainey, City of Santa Rosa
Paul Piazza, Town of Windsor
Elizabeth Cargay, Town of Windsor
Mary Grace Pawson, City of Rohnert Park
Mike Healy, City of Petaluma
Kent Carothers, City of Petaluma
Dan Takasugi, City of Sonoma
Chris DeGabriele, North Marin Water District
Drew Mclintyre, North Marin Water District
Rocky Vogler, North Marin Water District
Dan Muelrath, Valley of the Moon Water District
Mike Ban, Marin Municipal Water District
Grant Davis, SCWA
Michael Thompson, SCWA
Carrie Pollard, SCWA
Lynne Rosselli, SCWA
Michael Gossman, SCWA
Barry Dugan, SCWA
Mollie Asay, SCWA
Misha Baitey, SCWA
Steve Kolds, SCWA
Ann DuBay, SCWA
Pam Jeanne, SCWA

Public Attendees: Bob Anderson, United Winegrowers
J. Dietrich Stroeh, Stuber-Stroeh Engineering Group
David Keller, Friends of the Eel River

1. Check-in
Chair Chris DeGabriele called the meeting to order at 9:05 a.m.

2. Public Comment
None

3. Water Supply Conditions
Grant Davis, SCWA, reported that Lake Mendocino is at 121% of the target storage, and
Lake Sonoma is at 120% of water supply pool capacity. Comments followed from other
members.

4. Sonoma Marin Saving Water Partnership

a. Water Production Relative to 2013 Benchmark
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Chris DeGabriele, North Marin Water District, reviewed the table that was
made available to the committee members. Water production is down 22%
compared to State’s Benchmark, from June 2015 through January 2017.
Chris DeGabriele expressed thanks for everyone’s support who contributed.

b. SWRCB Urban Water Advisory Group
Jennifer Burke, Santa Rosa Water, provided an update of the SWRCB Urban
Waler Advisory Group. There are no updates on the long term frame work.
One the Pilot project for landscape cover analysis, the state is close to
sharing data. Department of Water Resources released a report for water
loss. Comments followed by Carrie Pollard, SCWA.

SCWA Local Hazard Mitigation Plan Update

Presentation was given by Ken Gylfe, SCWA. Handouts were given on local Hazard
Mitigation Plan Update. SCWA has received $4.4M in grants to date with another $8.9M
anticipated as a result of the LHMP development. The updated plan must be approved
by State OES and FEMA by August 2018.

SCWA Draft FY 2017/18 Budget
Presentation was given by Lynne Rosselli, SCWA on Draft FY 2017/2018 Budget. Chris

DeGabriele expressed thanks to everyone who worked on proposed budget and rates.
Comments and questions followed presentation by committee members. Grant Davis,
SCWA expressed thanks to TAC. The TAC voted to recommend Budget approval by the
WAC at the April 3 meeting.

Russian River Confluence — March 24, 2017

Ann DuBay, SCWA gave an update on Russian River Confluence being held on March
24,2017 at Shone Farm. Time is 8:00am-4:30pm, followed by a reception. This event is
focused around opportunity to bring in folks not typically involved to discuss their visions
of watershed. Website is russianriverconfluence.org. Comments and questions followed
by committee members.

Biological Opinion Status Update
Pam Jeanne, SCWA, reviewed the update that was made available to the committee
members. Questions and comments followed by committee members.

Items for Next Agenda

Water Supply Conditions and Temporary Urgency Change Order
Sonoma Marin Saving Water Partnership

Biological Opinion Status Update

Check Out
Next TAC meeting scheduled for June 5, 2017
Next WAC/TAC meeting is April 3, 2017

Meeting was adjourned at 10:13 a.m.



Chris DeGabriele
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From:
Sent:
To:

Cc
Subject:

All-

Carrie Pollard <Carrie.Pollard@scwa.ca.gov>

Thursday, March 23, 2017 12:16 PM

Colin Close; Keith Bancroft; Ryan Grisso; Daniel Muelrath; Dan Takasugi; Paul Piazza;
Marc Bautista; Margaret. DiGenova; Chelsea Thompson

Chris DeGabriele

Fwd: New Grant Award - Water-Energy Rebate Program for Restaurants

We have officially been awarded! For those of you participating, look for details in the coming months.

Carrie

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

Congratulations everyone! Today DWR announced award of the 2016 Water-Energy IRWM Grants.

The Water Agency was awarded $370,500 to help implement a rebate program for restaurants within
the Sonoma-Marin Saving Water Partnership service area. The Rebate Program will target restaurants in
the Partnership service area, encouraging them to replace inefficient equipment with water-efficient
and energy-efficient equipment. Because they frequently lease equipment, restaurants in the region
have long maintained that savings associated with lower water and energy usage alone cannot justify
the cost of purchasing new efficient equipment. The Rebate Program will allow restaurants to purchase
new water-efficient and energy-efficient equipment in lieu of leasing it. The new equipment will
significantly lower water and energy usage, provide permanent cost savings associated with reduced
water and energy costs, and lower greenhouse gas emissions,

DWR is awarding approximately $17.72 million to 11 entities for 14 projects that will save water and
energy and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. The Final Awards are posted at the following link:
http://www.water.ca.gov/waterenergygrant/awards.cfm

Joan Hultberg

Grants and Funded Projects Manager
Sonoma County Water Agency

T.707-547-1902



Water-Energy Grant Program
2016 Final Awards

Applicant Proposal Title and Application Evaluation Grant Total Project
Award* Cost
Amador Tuolumne Community Action Agency A-TCAA DAC Residential Water-Energy Conservation Program $ 720,770 $ 720,770

Association of California Community and Energy

Low Income Residential Water Measures

Services

$ 1,960,297

$ 1,960,297

California State University Foundation Water and Energy Efficiency Retrofits for the Californiz State University $1,272,654 $1,272,654
City of Rialto Rialto Water Savings Initiative $ 191,250 $ 196,250
Ecology Action WaterLink-Monterey Bay Area S 2,468,585 S 2,491,085
Ecology Action WaterLink-South San Francisco Bay Area S 2,463,609 $ 2,478,609
Long Beach Water Department Commercial Food Service Pre-Rinse Spray Valve and Faucet Aerator Project S 28,445 $ 37,762
Pasadena Water and Power Water and Energy Direct Install Program {WeDIP} Expansion $ 1,245,570 $ 1,620,570
Proteus, Inc. Billion Gallon Challenge: Tulare & Kern Counties $ 3,000,000 $ 3,000,000
Proteus, Inc. Billion Gallon Challenge: Fresno & Kings Counties $3,000,000 | $ 3,000,000
SEMCU Foundation Inc. SEMCU Residential Washer Rebate Program $ 199,500 $ 199,500
Sonoma County Water Agency Sonoma-Marin Saving Water Partnership Water-Energy Rebate Program for $ 370,500 $ 392,806
Restaurants
West Basin Municipal Water District Cash For Kitchens $ 294,125 $ 550,998
West Basin Municipal Water District DAC Water-Energy Savings Initiative Program S 506,500 S 641,047
$17,721,805 | 518,562,348

*Approximately $1.28 million will be utilized to meet post project monitoring requirements of the Air Resources Board (ARB) “Funding Guidelines for Agencies
that Administer California Climate Investments.” DWR considered two monitoring options: 1) third party monitoring by the University of California and 2)
provide additional funding directly to grantees to carry out the necessary monitoring. After considering public comments, DWR will move forward with both
monitoring options. Some applicants will be awarded additional funding for ARB monitoring. Exact amounts will be based on approved ARB monitoring plans.




April 3, 2017 WAC/TAC Mtg

MEMORANDUM

To: Water Advisory Committee March 30, 2017
From: Chris DeGabriele, TAC Chairman &/)
Subject: Approve FY 2017/18 SCWA Budget

t\gmiscwalwac agenda and minulas\2018\scwa fy 201-17 budget.docx

RECOMMENDED ACTION: WAC approve the SCWA FY 2017/18 Budget

The latest draft of the Sonoma County Water Agency Water Transmission System
Budget for Fiscal Year 2017/18 will be available at the April 3 meeting. At the March 6" TAC
meeting, the TAC received a presentation from SCWA on the proposed budget, and voted to
recommend approval by the WAC.

The budget proposes deliveries next year at 41,446 Acre Feet (AF) consistent with
prescriptive requirements of the Restructured Agreement and approximately 1,000AF below the
deliveries used in the current year budget. The total O & M charge proposed is $717.36/AF.
With the addition of Storage, Common Facilities, Aqueduct Bond Charges, and Agueduct
Capital Charges the total rate, depending on delivery aqueduct, ranges from $846.78 to
$994.56/AF, an increase of 4.98% to 5.58% from FY 2016/17. This rate increase is less than the
7% projected in the SCWA long range financial plan.

SCWA will make a presentation on the budget to the WAC at the April 3 meeting. SCWA
staff has previously met with the TAC budget subcommittee and made budget presentations to
the TAC, Santa Rosa BPU and City Council, and the Petaluma City Council. Pursuant to the
Restructured Agreement, the SCWA Board of Directors must approve the budget and wholesale
water rates by April 30.

RECOMMENDATION:
WAC approve the FY 2017/18 SCWA Budget.




item 7¢

DRAFT
17-XX
WATER ADVISORY COMMITTEE RESOLUTION SUPPORTING

MAY AS WATER AWARENESS MONTH
WHEREAS, the Restructured Agreement for Water Supply, executed on June 23, 20086, by and
between the Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA), the Cities of Cotati, Petaluma, Rohnert Park, Santa
Rosa, Sonoma and Forestville, the North Marin and Valley of the Moon Water Districts and the Town of
Windsor, collectively known as the Water Contractors, creates the Water Advisory Committee (WAC) and
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC); and

WHEREAS, the Water Contractors, along with SCWA and Marin Municipal Water District and California
American Water-Larkfield, are members of the Sonoma-Marin Saving Water Partnership (Partnership),
through which these members have joined together to provide a regional approach to water use efficiency; and

WHEREAS, these Partnership members recognize that establishing common water conservation
projects on a regional basis and applicable across the political and jurisdictional boundaries of each member
may be a means of cost effectively conserving more water than would otherwise be conserved on an individual
member-by-member basis; and

WHEREAS, the Partnership, through its many water efficiency programs, educational seminars and
outreach campaigns, is working to educate communities in our region about the importance of conserving

water resources and curbing water-wasting behaviors; and

WHEREAS, implementation of long term water efficiency measures and preserving available water
resources remain a priority; and

WHEREAS, the Month of May 2017 has been designated statewide as “Water Awareness Month”.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the WAC does hereby proclaim May 2016 as “Water
Awareness Month” in the Sonoma-Marin Region and urges all residents to join in the effort to use water wisely;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution shall take effect upon its adoption.
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the WAC on this 1% day of May, 2017.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN;
ABSENT:

Michael T. Healy, Chairman
Water Advisory Committee to Sonoma County Water
Agency

tagmiscwalwac agenda and minutes\2017\resolution water aweness month 2017.docx


















NORTH BAY
WATERSHED ASSOCIATION

North Bay
Watershed
Association

Board Meeting Notice

April 7t, 2017

9:30 a.m. — 11:30 a.m.
Novato Sanitary District
500 Davidson Street
Novato, CA

ITEM #13

Meeting Agenda

Next Meeting

May 5%, 2017 - 9:30 a.m.
Petaluma Community Center
320 McDowell Blvd.
Petaluma, CA

1. Call to Order 9:30 a.m.
Jack Gibson, Chair

2. Public Comment

3. Approval of Agenda 1 minute
4. Approval of Minutes 5 minutes
5. Treasurer’s Report | minute
Accept

6. Director’s Report
Information and questions

7. Winter 2016/2017: 9:45 a.m.
How did the North Bay fare?

Lessons learned — Presentation and Q&A

Rick Thomasser, Watershed & Flood Control Operations
Manager, Napa County

8. Marin RCD’s Permit Coordination 10:30 a.m.
Program; speeding conservation efforts

Presentation and Q&A

Elise Suronen, Marin Resource Conservation District

9. NBWA 2017/18 Budget 11:00 a.m.
Discussion and recommended approval
Judy Kelly, NBWA Executive Director

10. Ttems of Interest 11:20 a.m.
Description
11. Ttems for Next Agenda 11:25 am.

o Status of North Bay fish — Gregory Andrews (MMWD),
Jon Kohler (Napa RCD), and Dave Manning (SCWA)

o Update on NBWA-supported project: stormwater
permit readiness






DISBURSEMENTS - DATED MARCH 30, 2017

ITEM #14

Date Prepared 3/28/17

The following demands made against the District are listed for approval and authorization for payment in accordance

with Section 31302 of the California Water Code, being a part of the California Water District Law:

Seq Payable To For Amount
P/R* Employees Net Payroll PPE 3/15/17 PPE $130,481.85
EFT*  US Bank Federal & FICA Taxes 3/15/17 PPE 59,013.07
EFT*  State of California State Taxes & SDI 3/15/17 PPE 10,550.59
EFT*  CalPERS Pension Contribution 3/15/17 PPE 35,270.40

1 Alpha Analytical Labs Lab Testing 2,483.00
2 Athens Administrators Workers' Comp Bill Review Fees 47.59
3 Automation Direct PLC Parts Pressure Transducers (3) 375.00
4 Badger Meter February Cellular Meter Charge (18) 15.84
S Bennett Trenchless Engineers Prog Pymt #11 & #12: RW Expansion Project

Hwy 101 Crossing (Bal Remaining on Contract

$5,077) 2,340.00
6 Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical

Reimbursement 1,457.00
7 Caye, Christy Refund Overpayment on Closed Account 56.73
8 Coast Counties Peterbilt Spacers (2) & Washers (4) ($76) 83.45
9 Core Utilities Consuliting Services: February IT Support

($5,000), Frosty Acres SCADA Programming

($250), Troubleshoot O.M. Ponds Alarm ($425),

Valve Pit ($75), SCADA ($125), Modified Meter

Reading Report ($300), Website Security

Upgrade ($275), AMI Project ($5,525) & PClI

Compliance ($250) 12,225.00
10 Cafeteria Plan: Unreimbursed Medical

Reimbursement 31.53
11 Equarius Waterworks Progress Pymt#2: AMI Gateway Collectors (8)

(Balance Remaining on Contract $278,256) 75,950.00
12 Evoqua Water Technologies Service on Deionization System 396.40

*Prepaid

Page 1 of 3

Disbursements - Dated March 30, 2017



Seq Payable To For Amount
13 Fastenal Warehouse Cart -500 Ib Capacity (Kane) 157.67
14 Fisher Scientific Autoclave Deodorant (2) (Lab) 66.70
15 Gefter, Alex Novato "Toilet" Rebate Program 100.00
16 Go, Alexander Novato "Toilet" Rebate Program 100.00
17 Golden Gate Petroleum Gasoline ($2.64/gal) & Diesel ($2.39/gal) 2,357.71
18 Grainger Hole Saw (2) ($45), Chalk Paint (36-170z cans)

($178) & Tape Measures (8-30') ($123) 238.98
19 Irish & Son Welding Welding Services 260.00
20 JRL Machine & Driveline Fabricate Piece to Repair 18" Butterfly Valve 745.74
21 Maltby Electric Circuit Breaker & Electrical Wire (2,000") ($277) 302.49
22 McClary, Bob Novato "Toilet" Rebate Program 100.00
23 Point Reyes Prop Mgmt Assn March HOA Fee (25 Giacomini Rd) 75.05

24 Primex

25 Sequoia Safety Supply

26 Shahin, Maher

27 Shirrell Consulting Services

28

29 SRT Consultants

30 Staples Business Advantage

31

32 Syar Industries
33 Thomas Scientific

34 Township Building Services

*Prepaid

Program STP PLC to New Hach SC200
Controllers 1,494.00

Ibuprofen (600), Safety Gloves (24) ($56) &

Lens Wipes (400) 129.05
Novato "Washer" Rebate Program 50.00
March Dental Insurance Admin Fee 310.75

Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical
Reimbursement 274.60

Prog Pymt#6: Stafford Watershed Sanitary
Survey (Balance Remaining on Contract

$23,890) 1,960.00
Desk Chair (Mcintyre) 325.49
Cafeteria Plan: Uninsured Medical

Reimbursement 220.63
Asphalt (4 tons) 493.71
Safety Gloves (1,000) (Lab) 174.82
February Janitorial Services 2,047.84

Page 2 of 3 Disbursements - Dated March 30, 2017






DISBURSEMENTS - DATED MARCH 23, 2017

Date Prepared 3/21/17

The following demands made against the District are listed for approval and authorization for payment in accordance
with Section 31302 of the California Water Code, being a part of the California Water District Law:

Seq Payable To For Amount
52871*  Northbay Nissan 2016 Nissan Frontier S Model Pickup (Budget
$22,000) $21,844.00
EFT* CalPERS Health Insurance Premium (Employees
$45,172, Retirees $10,521 & Employee
Contribution $11,987) 67,751.08
1 101 Office Products Ink Cartridges (STP) (3) 113.47
2 AC3 Annual Inspection of Cranes in Auto Shop,
Forklift Room & Pump Station @ STP 1,100.00
3 ACWA 2017 Spring Conference in Monterey (5/9-5/12)
(Bentley) 699.00
4 Agilent Technologies Iron Lamp (L.ab) 280.47
5 All Star Rents Trencher Rental (1 Day) 224.04
6 Alpha Analytical Labs Lab Testing 103.00
7 American Family Life Insurance  March Employer Accident, Disability & Cancer
Insurance 3,668.39
8 AWWA CA-NV SEC Water Quality Lab Analyst Grade 3 Lucchesi
(Budget $0) (6/17-6/19) 55.00
9 AYS Engineering Group Progress Pymt#6: Consultation Monitoring, Soil
Profiling & Testing for Oceana Marin Disposal
Fields Proj (Balance Remaining on Contract
$12,748) 6,290.00
10 Beck Communications Fiber Optic Cable Installation from SCADA
Office to Servers in IT Room 6,613.00
11 California Water Service December March Water service (0 Ccf) (O.M.) 36.49
12 Caltest Analytical Laboratory Lab Testing 35.00
13 Calvary Baptist Church Refund Overpayment on Closed Account 44.27
14 CDW-Government PC Battery Backups (3) (Atherton & SCADA) 368.56
*Prepaid Page 1 of 4 Disbursements - Dated March 23, 2017



Seq

Payable To

For

Amount

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

*Prepaid

Chemtrac

Clipper Direct

E&M

Environmental Express
Equarius Waterworks

Ferguson Waterworks

Fisher Scientific
Friedman's Home Improvement
Gonzalez, Laura

Grainger

Maltby Electric

Marin County Treasurer

Noll & Tam Architects

New Motor, Probe & Piston, Yoke & Pin' Rod
End on Analyzer (STP)

April Commuter Benefit Program (2)

Service Contract for Distribution & STP SCADA
Software

Standards (Lab)
AMI Gateway Collectors (9)

3/4" Couplings (13) ($396), Box Lids (4) ($344),
Check Valves (2) (PR Pump #1 & 2) ($314)
(Less Credit of $889 for Erroneous Lids)

Reagent (Lab)
Check Valves (4)
Refund Overpayment on Closed Account

Hydraulic Oil (10 gal) (Outlet Tower Gates)
($484), Visqueen (2 Rolls) (100' x 20') ($301),
analyzer Batteries (2) (STP) ($118), Coated
Gloves (4), Wire Terminals (50) ($51), 4 1/2"
Angle Grinder ($119), 'D' Batteries (48), Trailer
Jack Leg ('90 Trailer Excel) ($111), Expanded
Sheet (STP) (4' X 4') ($296), Fuel Cylinder, PVC
Cement (144 oz) ($183), Lubricant (192 oz)
($55), Diamond Saw Blade ($216), Knee Boots
(Lucchesi & Bena), Pry Bar, Pipe Wrench,
Wheel Chocks (4) ($86), Carbide Hole Saw,
Hand Cleaner (12 50z Bottles), Check Valves
(10) ($214) & Carbide Hole Saw

Vision Reimbursement

Transformers (2) ($501), Distribution Panel,
Conduit Fittings (3), Disconnect Switches
($633), Ground Rods (2), Pulling Lube &
Conduit Bell Ends

Semi-Annual Bond Service PRE-1 Revenue

Prog Pymt#1. NMWD Headquarters Upgrade
Master Plan (Balance Remaining on Contract
$93,545)

Page 2 of 4

1,465.00

66.00

6,162.22
86.38

85,443.75

166.33
89.84
56.72

67.37

2,590.87

16.26

1,713.92

13,250.00

5,435.00

Disbursements - Dated March 23, 2017



Seq Payable To For Amount
29 Northbay Nissan Oil Filter 7.37
30 Novato Sanitary District Semi-Annual Billing for Sewer Charges for

2016/17 ($2,278) & October 2016 Recycled

Water Operating Expense ($7,945) 10,223.31
31 Olin Caustic Soda (392 Dry Tons) (STP) 4,704.00
32 Pace Supply Gaskets (4), Meter Stops (15) ($494) & Double

Check Valve Assembly (2) ($4,498) 5,000.70
33 Peterson Trucks Reprogram Transmission During Exhaust Brake

Operation ('12 Int'l| Dump) ($259) & Mirror (‘02

Int'l 5yd Dump) 352.93
34 PG&E Power: Bldgs/Yard ($3,371), Rect/Controls

($562), Pumping ($15,924), Treatment ($125) &

Other ($66) & Utility Bill for Apartment (1/25/17-

2/23/17) ($18) 20,066.00
35 Ramudo, Pablo Exp Reimb: Mileage and Parking for ACWA WQ

Committee Meeting on 3/9/17 in Sacramento 102.16
36 Roselius, Kristine Refund Overpayment on Closed Account 40.70
37 School Fuel Sponsorship of the 2017 Tour of Novato 250.00
38 Sequoia Safety Supply Ear Plugs (600) 96.74
39 Sierra Chemical Chlorine (2,000 Ibs) (STP) 1,176.69
40 Starkes, Jim Refund on Closed Account 55.68
41 State Water Resources Control D3 Certification Renewal (Garrett) (8/17-8/20)

(Budget $90) 90.00
42 Syar Industries Asphalt (6 tons) 880.72
43 Tank Industry Consultants Prog Pymt#1: Engineering Consultation for

Coating/Corrosion & Inspection of NMWD Tank

(Balance Remaining on Contract $26,500) 3,500.00
44 Tap Plastics Lining Replacement for Sludge Trough @

' Centrifuge (STP) 204.31

45 TelePacific Communications February Telephone Charges 664.29
46 T & T Valve & Instrument isolation Valves (6) (STP) 1,243.00
*Prepaid Page 3 of 4 Disbursements - Dated March 23, 2017
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Novato water district rolls out ‘smart’
meter pilot project

T

David Bentley, finance manager for the North Marin Water District, holds a lid to a water meter which is also the antenna for the
district’s remote water meters. Data will be sent to 26 antennas atop district water tanks and then to district
headquarters. Robert Tong — Marin Independent Journal

By Mark Prado, Marin Independent Journal
POSTED: 03/21/17, 6:17 PMPDT |  UPDATED: 2 HRS AGO0 COMMENTS

The North Marin Water District has embarked on a pilot program that will feed data to its headquarters in real time,
a change that will help the public and utility save water, according to officials.

The district — which serves 60,000 people in Novato and parts of West Marin — now relies on a crew of three to read
20,500 meters, logging in water use totals into hand-held computers while making the rounds. Meter readers have
been on the job for the utility since 1948.

Now North Marin is launching an $850,000 pilot project to test Advanced Meter Information technology. With the
last of the pilot system hardware set up this week, testing will start and results are expected next week.

ADVERTISING

hitp://www.marinij.com/general-news/20170321/novato-water-district-rolls-out-smart-meter-pilot-project 1/2



3/22/2017 Novato water district rolls out ‘smart’ meter pilot project

The district has installed 200 of the new “smart” meters at homes. Those meters will send data to 26 antennas atop
district water tanks, with the information then relayed to district headquarters at 999 Rush Creek Place in Novato.

There, staff will be able to track water usage in real time, instead of waiting for meter readers to input data.
Customers also will be able to look up their water use online.

“This will be helpful for customers who are looking to conserve water,” said David Bentley, finance manager for the
utility. “They can see how much water they are using right away. Now, they get a bill once every two months.”

The antennas placed on top of the water tanks — in all sectors of the city — range from 10 to 26 feet, with the typical
one being 14 feet. The new meters have been placed near the street fronting a customer’s property.

All water utilities are under a state mandate to conserve water, with goals set for 2020 and 2025. The new technology
will be able to better track how water is being used and inadvertently wasted by providing hourly consumption data.

“It will help us and the customers to detect leaks right away,” Bentley said.

The new meters rely on cellphone signals to transfer data. With Novato’s hilly topography, the pilot project will
determine how reliable the service is.

If it works, the utility will upgrade all 20,500 of its meters over the next two years to the new smart meters at a cost of
$5.5 million. The state would provide a low interest loan for the program as it promotes conservation around the
state. The current meter readers would be re-deployed by the district to assist residents with conservation efforts.

Bentley said the use of the meters is a concern among some
customers worried about the use of cellular signals to transmit
data. Four of the 200 people designated for the pilot opted out
after receiving letters about the plan.

“We telt them the system uses less power than a cellphone or a
microwave oven,” Bentley said. A pubic meeting was held on Dec.
13 to address concerns.

Chris DeGabriele, general manager of the district, believes the
system will be helpful if fully implemented.

“If the pilot program is successful and (Advanced Meter
Information) is installed throughout our service area, customers
will have access to their individual water consumption data
online, which can assist their knowledge about water use patterns
and water conservation, provide early leak detection and more

Advertisement . A, ; » X
reliable meter reading information,” he said.

The Marin Municipal Water District, which has 190,000 customers between San Rafael and Sausalito, is considering
implementing the system in the future for residential customers.

In 2015 the water district received a state Proposition 84 drought grant for $975,000 and will provide $325,000 of
its dollars to use the technology on 800 irrigation accounts. That is expected to happen later this year.

“It will take about six months to roll out,” said Lon Peterson, Marin Municipal spokesman.

http://iwww.marinij.com/general-news/20170321/novato-water-district-rolls-out-smart-meter-pilot-project 2/2
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Sonoma County on path to regulating
groundwater supplies

DEREK MOORE
THE PRESS DEMOCRAT | March 24, 2017, 6:47AM | Updated 59 minutes ago.

The first of three meetings to gather public feedback on a new regulatory framework for
groundwater in Sonoma County drew a standing-room only crowd in Petaluma on

Thursday night.

Concerns raised about the new regulations ranged from who is to be subjected to them, to

how the rules will be enforced. Out-of-pocket costs were another worry.

“How much are we looking at?” asked Norma Giddings, who lives west of Petaluma and

was among more than 100 people at the Petaluma Community Center.

The question underscored the many unknowns with the Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act, which seeks to regulate groundwater for the first time in California when

the law goes into effect in 2022.

Officials on Thursday went over in detail, as they have in previous meetings, the progress
they've made toward establishing local agencies to implement the state-mandated

groundwater program.
They said much more will be known once those governing boards are in place.

The longer-term implications of the program seem much less clear. That includes how the
five agencies forming the Petaluma Valley's “groundwater sustainability agency” are to

divvy up the estimated $470,000 startup costs for the new group.

“We're figuring out how we are splitting up the pie right now, which is making for some
interesting conversations,” said Kara Heckert with the Sonoma Resource Conservation

District, which is the lead agency.

http://iwww.pressdemocrat.com/news/local/6815123-181/sonoma-county-on-path-to 13
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The state law gives newly formed local boards the authority to assess fees, require
monitoring on wells, set new standards and implement capital projects and other

measures in an effort to maintain the health of regional groundwater supplies.

Local authorities, including city and county governments, water agencies and special

districts, face a June 30 deadline to have the governance structure in place.

Sonoma County Supervisor David Rabbitt, whose district includes Petaluma, estimated

costs for the program would amount to $2 or $3 a month.
“We're not talking a huge cost,” Rabbitt said.

But officials said they don't know yet how that cost structure will be applied, such as
whether fees will be assessed only on well owners, or on all parcel owners within basins

being monitored.

The law identified three basins out of 14 in Sonoma County that would require a

management plan.

Petaluma Valley's encompasses 46,000 acres spanning roughly the valley floor between
Railroad Avenue in the north and San Pablo Bay in the south. The other basins are the

Sonoma Valley and the Santa Rosa Plain.

Petaluma Valley's groundwater management agency would be administered by the city of
Petaluma, Sonoma County, the Sonoma County Water Agency, the Sonoma Resource
Conservation District and the North Bay Water District. It also would include a 10-member

advisory group.

Some in attendance Thursday expressed worry the new agency won't be responsive to
their concerns or, conversely, that the group will be another burdensome bureaucracy

they have to deal with in their personal and professional lives.
“This is another layer of crap,” Bonnie Merrill, a cattle rancher outside Petaluma, said.
But officials stressed local control of the groundwater rules is preferable to the alternative.

“If we don't regulate, the state will step in,” said Leah Walker, Petaluma’s environmental

services manager.

http://Awww.pressdemocrat.com/news/iocal/6815123- 181/sonoma-county-on-path-to
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The next two public sessions on the management plan are:

Sonoma Valley, Monday, 6-8 p.m., Sonoma Charter School multi-purpose room, 17202

Sonoma Highway
Santa Rosa Plain, April 3, 6-8 p.m., Santa Rosa Utilities field office, 35 Stony Point Road.

You can reach Staff Writer Derek Moore at 707-521-5336

http://www .pressdemocrat.com/news/local/6815123-181/sonoma-county-on-path-to 3/3
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Smart water meters are different

The March 22 story regarding North Marin Water District’s installation of a pilot program of wireless meters
represents the confusion that the public has with regard to wireless meter technology.

In order to prevent premature failure of the wireless meter’s battery — due to excessive usage — the meters are
placed in what is called “sleep” mode. “Sleep” mode.can only be interrupted by a call from the utility base when the
base asks the meter for information. Once the meter is activated and the information obtained, the meter reverts back
to “sleep” mode. Think of a person who constantly leaves their cellphone on; the cellphone battery runs out and must
be recharged more frequently.

“Sleep” mode allows the utility to extend a meter’s battery life to 10 years — 10 years being the cost break-even point
for the utility. Thus, the fear of wireless meters causing cancer due to constant emanation of radio waves is non-
existent.

One of the only drawbacks to wireless meter reading is the fact that the meter box installation is rarely if ever
examined. With most water utilities being responsible for the state of the meter installation and with wireless meter
reading resulting in the installation being rarely if ever inspected, the utility becomes more vulnerable to lawsuits
resulting from a tripping hazard caused by an uninspected installation.

In order to lessen the possibility of lawsuits due to a damaged installation, the utility has to make a proactive
inspection of that installation every six months. This inspection by the former meter readers results in less cost
recovery via the elimination of meter reader salaries and benefits.

Just prior to the installation of San Francisco’s wireless meters, a citizen’s wife broke her ankle on a faulty meter box
(inspected by the meter reader every two months) which had been crushed by trucks repeatedly running over it.

One part of the damages claimed by the injured party was loss of connubial bliss.

http://www.marinij.com/opinion/20170323/marin-ij-readers-forum-for-march-24 1M
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Russian River's future draws diverse crowd
to conference

GUY KOVNER
THE PRESS DEMOCRAT | March 24, 2017, 6:47PM

Environmentalists, bureaucrats, public officials, Native Americans and a patron of the arts
gathered Friday to plot a future for the Russian River, the waterway they all consider a

foundation for communities throughout the North Bay.

The river, which snakes 110 miles from the Mendocino County highlands near Willits to the
Pacific Ocean at Jenner in Sonoma County, is a magnet for boaters, bird-watchers,
swimmers and anglers, a water supply for 600,000 North Bay residents and the main

artery of a 1,500-square-mile watershed.

It also faces a host of challenges over poor water quality and competing demands to
support endangered fish, tourism, water storage, flood control and human needs ranging

from raw thirst to pure inspiration.

Sonoma County Supervisor James Gore convened the Russian River Confluence, which
drew about 220 people Friday to Santa Rosa Junior College’s Shone Farm, located about 2

miles east of the river in the Forestville area.

“We're trying to create a movement,” Gore said in an interview. “And this is the starting

n

gun.

The supervisor's goal in drawing together diverse interests from the public, private and

nonprofit sectors is to “drive toward creating a one-watershed plan,” he said.
“It's about owning our stake in the future.”

The crowd included state and federal water regulators; conservationists; river advocates;
officials from Sonoma County parks, open space, agriculture and planning departments;

city council members from Ukiah, Cloverdale, Windsor, Healdsburg and Sebastopol;

http://www.pressdemocrat.com/news/6813717-181/russian-rivers-future-draws-diverse 13
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Mendocino County Supervisor Carre Brown and Sonoma County Supervisor Lynda

Hopkins.

Dave White, former chief of the U.S. Natural Resources Conservation Service, said he was

impressed by the multilateral effort to “sit down and forge a common vision” for the river.,

“This is unique,” said White, co-founder of the 9b Group, a Washington-based conservation

consulting and lobbying organization. “I think they're doing it right.”

White, who was Gore's former boss at the federal agency, showed the crowd slides
illustrating taxpayer-funded conversion of despoiled private lands into productive

landscapes.

The examples of soil, water and wetlands restoration across the country are “a few

threads of what has become an incredibly rich tapestry,” he said.

Opening the conference, three Pomo tribal leaders offered a prayer and song, shaking

wooden rattles and speaking in English and their native language.

“We thank you for this special day,” said Lorraine Laiwa, head of the Ukiah-based Indian

Child and Family Preservation Program.
“We all have this great desire to do things that are right for our land.”

Laiwa was accompanied by her daughter, Liz Elgin DeRouen, and granddaughter, Laila
DeRouen, both leaders of the Ya-Ka-Ama organization, an Indian education and

development nonprofit located next to Shone Farm.
Perspectives on the river came from a range of sources.

David Manning, the Sonoma County Water Agency's environmental resources managet,
showed how a tiny tag embedded in a juvenile fish nicknamed “Lynda Hopkins” enabled
researchers to track it from the Russian River estuary at Duncans Mills 25 miles upstream

to a man-made backwater built off Dry Creek, then farther upstream to Grape Creek.

The fish is now thought to be out in the ocean, and “we’re waiting for her return,” Manning

said.

http://iwww.pressdemocrat.com/news/6813717-181/russian-rivers-future-draws-diverse
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A network of 60 antennas detects tag-bearing fish as they swim around the watershed.

Penny Sirota of Santa Rosa described how Friends of the Mark West Watershed, a
community group, has become dedicated “to understanding a complex system under

tremendous pressure.”

The 34-square-mile Mark West Watershed has been designated a “priority conservation

area” by the Association of Bay Area Governments, she said.

While some Mark West residents had been wary of regulation, Sirota said the drought and

Lake County wildfires prompted the community to “sit up and take notice.”

Margo Warnecke Merck told how her family has hosted artists from throughout the United
States and Europe in a residency program at their 265-acre ranch on a bend in the river in

Alexander Valley.
Merck urged public officials to “welcome an artist to be part of their scientific process.”

Kara Heckert, executive director of the Sonoma Resource Conservation District, said in an
interview that collaboration among stakeholders is essential to maintaining the river's
health.

“If it goes down the tubes, we've lost the lifeblood of our communities, the ecosystem and

our local economy,” she said. “It's not about protecting one or the other.”

You can reach Staff Writer Guy Kovner at 707-521-5457 or

guy.kovner@pressdemocrat.com. On Twitter @guykovner.
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flood control?

The answer is probably yes. Two aspects of the operations of our region’s other reservoir, Lake
Mendocino, provide guidance. Lake Mendocino is a much smaller reservoir and efforts have been

underway for years to stretch its water supply mission.

First, unlike Lake Sonoma, Lake Mendocino’s water supply pool varies by time of year. During the
rainy season, its water supply pool is 68,400 acre feet. But during the summer months, when major
storms are unlikely in California, the flood control pool shrinks while the water supply pool grows to

112,000 acre feet.

The Lake Sonoma watershed is subject to the same weather patterns and storm systems as the
Lake Mendocino watershed, so Lake Sonoma’s water supply pool should also grow in the drier

months when major storms are unlikely.

A second aspect of Lake Mendocino operations should also be extended to Lake Sonoma. In recent
years the responsible government agencies have collaborated on a new demonstration
management program for Lake Mendocino called “Forecast Informed Reservoir Operations,” or
FIRO.

Under FIRO, “exceedances” above the water supply pool are allowed to remain as long as weather
forecasts do not show a major storm approaching, which would require water to be released to free

up capacity in the flood control pool.

The same March 2016 storm that filled Lake Sonoma beyond the water supply pool also did the
same at Lake Mendocino, which filled to 26,000 acre feet above the water supply pool. Most of that
water was saved, rather than released to the ocean, because of the combination of these two

policies. And that water was used beneficially over the next year.

Improved weather forecasting capabilities in recent decades allow reservoir operations to be

modernized to increase water supply without harming flood control.

Congressman Jared Huffman'’s bill in the 113th Congress, H.R. 3988, would have been an important

step in the right direction. Further efforts need to be made.

(Mike Healy is a member of the Petaluma City Council and chair of the Water Advisory Committee to

the Sonoma County Water Agency.) .
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Five Reasons Water Efficiency and Recycling Are a Perfect Match — Waler Deeply
As a civil engineer/water policy analyst who
has worked on California water issues for 15
years, I draw the exact opposite conclusion:
Water efficiency and conservation measures

complement investments in recycled water.

Here are the five facts underlying

my conclusion:

1. Water conservation and efficiency

improvements are almost always the
least expensive, fastest and most
environmentally sound way to meet our

water needs.

Water conservation strategies save
energy, reduce greenhouse gas
emissions, lessen water and wastewater
treatment costs and defer or eliminate
the need for costly new water and
wastewater infrastructure.

The development of centralized
infrastructure like recycled water
projects can be expensive, raising the
cost of water service to ratepayers and
exacerbating affordability concerns. So
we want to make sure that we maximize
the value of these important investments
by using recycled water efficiently, too.
Including recycled water in new water-
use standards helps to ensure that we
don’t oversize or overinvest in
unnecessary new infrastructure,
therefore maintaining affordability.
Using recycled water efficiently

maximizes the value of investments in

https://www.newsdeeply.com/water/community/2017/03/24/five-reasons-water- efficiency-and-recycling-are-a-perfect-match
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infrastructure that is appropriately sized

to meet demand.

1. Conservation and sustainable supplies
development are complementary not
competing strategies. The purpose of the
long-term water conservation

framework, “Making Water Conservation

a California Way of Life,” is to reduce

stress on our water resources from the
Sierra Nevada Mountains, the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta and the
Colorado River; this is best achieved by
combining conservation and local supply
development, as we do in the energy
sector with energy efficiency
requirements and standards and a

renewable portfolio standard.

2. The state’s recommended approach to
making water conservation a way of
life

decision-makers. If a water supplier

leaves implementation largely to local

prefers to utilize recycled water for
outdoor demands, they can focus
efficiency efforts on potable uses by
improving indoor water efficiency or
reducing leaks in their

distribution system:.

3. The $725 million for recycled water in
Proposition 1 is an effective incentive to
drive recycled water use. There isn’t any
evidence to suggest that this distinct
efficiency framework will impact the

development and operation of new local

hitps:/iwww.newsdeeply.com/water/community/2017/03/24five-reasons-water-efficiency-and-recycling-are-a-perfect-match 3/4
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supplies, and therefore there hasn’t been

a demonstrated need for this exemption.

4. Exempting recycled water creates a
needless loophole in the new framework.
Exempting recycled water from the new
conservation framework for recycled
water would punch a hole in the new
framework and send a confusing
message to Californians that water
conservation is needed for some water
sources but not others. This undercuts
the new water ethic we have collectively
worked so hard to foster, which
prioritizes the efficient use of all water

resources in California.

Water recycling should be strongly encouraged
and supported, but in oﬁr water-limited state,
it is important that all of our water — from
whatever sources — be used wisely

and efficiently.

The views expressed in this article belong to
the author and do not necessarily reflect the

editorial policy of Water Deeply.

Never miss an update. Sign up here for
our Water Deeply newsletter to receive
weekly updates, special reports and featured
insights on one of the most critical issues of

our time.
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Opinion > Commentary

My Word: State water regulations could
flush recycled water projects

sian designates the Central Contra
o in Matinez, Calif., on Wadns
sndscape irrigation is provided £
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By LISA M. BORBA AND PAUL H. CAUSEY |
January 20, 2017 at 1:56 pm

One significant takeaway from this drought is that investments in local, resilient water
supplies are imperative to get through extended dry periods.

In the most recent drought, customers have sacrificed and conserved. Locally, Central Contra
Costa Sanitary District’s (Central San) recycled water efforts combined with Contra Costa
Water District’s (CCWD) conservation, storage, and regional connections have helped
navigate several dry/drought years.

As state officials examine long-term water use efficiency regulations that propose major
changes to the state’s authority over tocal water use, we are concerned that they are not
giving proper recognition for investments in recycled water, and you, as a paying customer,
should be too.

http://www.eastbaytimes.com/2017/01/20/my-word-state-water-regul ations-could-flush-recycled-water-projects/
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ADVERTISING

WATER GRADIENT CONTACT

State officials have recently released a new water use efficiency framework entitled, “Myaking

Water Conservation a California Way of Life.” This framework outlines a new approach to the
state’s regulatory oversight on residential water use and targets to whlch local water agenc1es
will be held accountable.

This is a change from the previous regulation of 20 pelcent conservatlon by 2020, and would
implement more complex measurements of local water use and conservatlon goals ‘This step
by the state raises concerns about taking over local control and overlookmg umque condltlons
depending on location.

CCWD provided comments to the state regarding concerns about how new regulations would
be enforced and accounted for on a local basis — including how recycled water is accounted
for as part of a local supply. '

CCWD and Central San agree that the state’s proposed framework diminishes existing
investments made in recycled water and eliminates incentives to invest in future recycled
water projects. This should be amended.

CCWD has worked with Central San and others to implement projects to provide recycled
water for landscape irrigation and industrial use. In fact, approximately 10 percent of all
CCWD’s water demand is met with recycled water provided by local wastewater agencies.

Central San has been delivering recycled water since the 1970s and is currently providing
more than 200 million gallons of recycled water annually to commercial and irrigation
customers in Pleasant Hill, Concord and Martinez. 1

During the drought, Central San opened fill stations for residents to access free recycled water
for use at their homes. The response from residents was tremendous with nearly two.
thousand residents signing up for the program and faithfully filling their containers and totes
to take home recycled water for lawns and landscapes. This was new for residents and the
response shows another valued service that can be met with recycled water.

http://Awww.eastbaytimes.com/2017/01/20/my-word-state-water-regul ations-could-flush-recycled-water-projects/
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Recycled water will play a significant role in new development as well. With the need for
separate pipes to distribute recycled water, it is difficult to implement in existing
neighborhoods without major disruptions, and it is expensive to dig up streets to lay down
miles of new pipes and other facilities.

New planned developments, like the Concord Reuse Project at the old Concord Naval
Weapons Station site, provide fresh opportunity to lay out the pipes and pumps before the
roads, homes and businesses are built.

CCWD and Central San have joined with the city of Concord to use recycled water for public
parks, medians and commercial/residential landscaping for the Concord Reuse Project.

CCWD and Central San are concerned that the state’s proposed framework for regulations
does not adequately credit local water systems for using alternative sources like recycled
water.

In effect, the state will be taking away years of customers’ investments in their local water
supply projects, significantly devaluing these investments. The framework is also missing an
opportunity to provide incentives for local agencies to invest in new recycled water projects.

We need to ensure the state hears our concerns and makes changes accordingly to support
customers’ investments in a reliable water supply.

We need to avoid heavy-handed state approaches that rob local water agencies’ ability to
implement projects that make sense for our community. We encourage residents to contact
their state representatives and support us in protecting local control.

Lisa M. Borba, AICP, is the board president of the Contra Costa Water District and Paul H.
Causey, PE., is president of the Central Contra Costa Sanitary District Board of Directors.

Tags: Water Rates

Lisa M. Borba and Paul H. Causey
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It Only Takes 3-5 Minutes to
Refuel the Hydrogen-Powered
Clarity Fuel Cell. And It’s...

By .3,

It only takes 3-5 minutes to refuel the hydrogen-powered
Clarity Fuel Cell . And it’s ridiculously easy.
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Marin Voice: Why it’s raining rate hikes at
Marin Municipal Water District

By Dick Tait
POSTED: 03/22/17, 10:44 AMPDT |  UPDATED: 15 HRS AGO21 COMMENTS

On April 11, Marin Municipal Water District will conduct a workshop to inform its customers that the district is doing
a great job by providing us top-quality water for about a penny a gallon and why rates must again be raised to do so.

Staff and its consultant, Carollo Engineers, will outline the need to replace worn pipeline and storage facilities in a
staged manner to avoid another large rate increase, such as occurred in 2016.

Instead, the district is proposing to increase rates 77 percent per year for the next two years. But wait, there’s more.
The Carollo study recommends that rates continue to increase 7 percent, then 8 percent for the following two
additional years, which would result in a compounded rate increase of 32 percent during the next four years.

While most of the rate increase will be for funding improvements, what staff and Carollo won'’t discuss is why
management has allowed personnel costs to increase so rapidly that funds that would have been available for facility
improvements have instead been diverted to excessive salaries, benefits and staffing.

ADVERTISING

MMWD claims that high salaries are necessary to remain a competitive employer. The district’s compensation policy
is to match the average salary of those with comparative job titles in public works organizations. These salaries are
determined by surveying only those organizations that are mutually agreed to by the employees’ union.

No survey of private organizations is made, even though fewer than 15 percent of the district’s 109 position titles
relate to treatment plant operator or other water provider specialists.

While Citizens for Sustainable Pension Plans isn’t focused on salaries per se, salaries are of interest to us because
excessive pensions derived from excessive salaries — in combination with overly generous pension formulas —
together result in unsustainable pensions and the need for increasing contributions.

In 2015, MMWD contributed $5.5 million to CalPERS, the state’s largest public pension fund. In 2021, the district
estimates its contribution will increase to $11.6 million. The latest CalPERS actuarial report — 2015 — indicates the
district’s unfunded liability to be $74 million,

Regarding fringe benefits, the district’s vacation, sick leave, holiday pay, retirement and retiree medical contributions
costs add over 80 percent to the salary costs of its employees. These benefits increased some 23 percent the year
after the last rate increase, even though the number of employees did not change.

http://imwvww.marinij.com/opinion/20170322/marin-voice-why-its-raining-rate-hikes-at-marin-municipal-water-district 172
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Current labor agreements lock in salaries, fringe benefits and cost-of-living increases until they expire in June 2018.
These agreements also include lifetime retiree medical subsidies for both the retiree and spouse.

Advertisement

Nearly all Marin public agencies modified their retiree benefits
after 2012 to exclude spousal medical coverage. Since then, the
district’s annual retiree medical contribution has increased from
$3.7 million to $4.8 million. Its unfunded actuarial medical care
liability as of June 2015 was $34 million.

Combining unfunded pension and retiree medical benefit
liabilities, the district’s retiree-related debt is well over $100
million.

With respect to staffing, the district has four employees devoted
to public information and eight employees who work on
information systems. It appears as though MMWD is more
concerned with good PR and maintaining an overly compensated
workforce than in fiscal prudency or giving its customers a break
from burdensome rate hikes.

Looking ahead to personnel cost control, compensation surveys

should include the costs of fringe benefits, as they are substantial. They also should survey private-sector employers.

These surveys should be initiated this year so that comparative data is available when the next round of negotiations

begins.

In addition, the district should retain a consultant to review the district’s management structure and staffing, use of
outsourcing functions that are more general in nature such as PR, human resources, administrative duties, etc. and to
develop recommendations for improving operational efficiency.

We urge the board take these steps to eliminate or at least reduce the magnitude of future rate increases.

Dick Tait of Mill Valley is a founding member of Citizens for Sustainable Pension Plans, a Marin group focused on

public employee pensions.
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