RESOLUTION NO. 2005-129

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MARINA MAKING
FINDINGS AND DETERMINATIONS PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA WATER CODE
SECTION 10911(c) AND CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION
66473(b)(3), AND RESERVING AND ALLOCATING WATER SUFFICIENT TO

SERVE THE MCP DEVELOPMENT.

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Marina, California (the “City™), did on the
31st day of May, 2005, hold a duly-noticed public hearing, continued from the 17th day May
2005, to consider approval of the University Villages Specific. Plan and related approvals
consisting of a General Plan Amendment, Tentative Map, Design Review for Phase 1
Improvements, Tree Removal Permit, Zoning Map Amendment and a development agreement
between the City and Marina Coriraunity Partners, LLC, covering the development of
approximately 390 acres of the approximately 420 acre area covered by the Specific Plan
controlled by Marina Community Partner, LLC (the “Development Agreement”) (collectively,
the “Project”) (that portion of the Project controlled by Marina Community Partners; LL,C, and
to be developed in accordance with the Development Agreement is hereinafter referred to as
the “MCP Development” and the remaining portion of the Project is referred to as the “Other
UV Specific Plan Development™); and :

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Marina, California, did on the
Sth day of May, 2005, hold a duly-noticed public hearing, continued from the 14th day of
April, 2005-and a work session, on the 23rd day of April 2005, recommend approval, subject to
conditions, of the University Specific Plan and other entitléments; and '

WHEREAS, said University Villages Specific Plan has complied with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, California Public
Resources Code section 21000 et seq., in that the City of Marina has prepared and certified the
University Villages Specific Plan Environrnental Impact Report (SCH No. 2004091167); and

‘WHEREAS, the city has been allocated 1,325 acre feet of potable water annually
under the Fort Ord Reuse Plan adopted by the Fort Ord Reuse Authority (“FORA”) to serve
property within the City that is also within the Fort Ord Reuse Plan planning area (the “FORA
Allocation™); and X

WHEREAS, in connection with the preparation of the University Villages Specific
Plan Environmental Impact Report, on October 18, 2004 the City- requested the Marina Coast
Water District (“MCWD”) to prepare a water supply and demiand assessment and written
verification of sufficierit supply in compliance with Sections 10910 through 10912, inclusive,
of the Water Code, and Sections 65867.5 and 66473.7 of the Government Code, respectively,
to evaluate whether sufficient potable water will be.available to serve the water demands
associated with the Project, including, but not limited to, the MCP Development to be




developed by Marina Community Partners, LLC, and its successors and assigns, under the
Development Agreement (the “University Villages WSA”™); and

WHEREAS, acting on the City’s request, the MCWD did prepare the University
Villages WSA, attached hereto as Exhibit A, which document was approved by the MCWD’s
governing body, in accordance with California Water Code section 10910(g)(1), following
public hearings held on the 12th day of January 2005 and continued to the 26th day of January
2005; and

WHEREAS the University Villages WSA has been considered by the City, along with
those documents included in the administrative recorded and listed on the attached Exhibit B
and a true and correct copy thereof included in the University Villages Specific Plan
Environmental Impact Report, in accordance with California Water Code- secnons 10911(b-c).

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Marina, as follows:

1. That the above recitations are true and correct, incorporated herein by this
reference, and constitute findings of the City Council in this matter;

2. That, in accordance with California Water Code section 10911(c) and in light of
those considerations set forth in the attached Exhibit B and Exhibit B-1, the City Council
hereby finds that, based on the entire record, projected water supplies will be sufficient to
satisfy the demands of the Project, in addition to existing and planned future uses;

3. That, in accordance with California Government Code section 66473.7(b)(3)
and in light of those considerations set forth in the attached Exhibit B and Exhibit B-1, the City
Council hereby finds that, based on the entire record, in addition to overstating the Project’s
and the MCP Development’s water demands, the University Villages WSA failed to account
for additional water supplies that are, or will be, available prior to completion of the MCP
Development subdivision that will satisfy the requiremenits of Government Code section
66473.7. .

4. The City Council determines that the evidence in the records constitutes
substantial evidence to support the actions taken and findings made in this Resolution.

5. - Thatthe City Council does hereby irrevocably reserve and allocate 593 acre feet
arinually of the FORA. Allocation to that 390 acre portion of the Project covered by the
Development Agreement and controlled by Marina Community Partner’s LLC, it successors
and assigns, to serve the MCP Development;

6. That the allocation of water under this resolution is deemed to be sufficient to
meet the water demands associated with the full build-out of the MCP Development in a
manner consistent with the Specific Plan and the Development Agreement, as described in the

attached Exhibit B.




PASSED AND APPROVED by the City Council at a regular meeting of May 17,
2005 and continued to May 31, 2005, by the following vote

AYES, COUNCIL MEMBERS: Gray, Morrison, Wilmot, McCall and Mettee-McCutchon
NOES, COUNCIL MEMBERS: None
ABSENT, COUNCIHL MEMBERS: None

utchon, Myor




EXHIBITB
Finding 1:

In accordance with California Water Code section 10911(c), the City hereby determines, based
on the entire record, that projected water supplies will be sufficient to satisfy the demands of the
Project, in addition to existing and planned future uses.

Finding 2:

In accordance with California Government Code section 66473.7(b)(3), the Clty Council hereby
determines, based on the entire record, additional water supplies not accounted for by the Marina
Coast Water District (“MCWD”) in its WSA issued for the University Villages Specific Plan are,
or will be, available prior to completion of the MCP Development subdivision that will satisfy
the requirements of Government Code section 66473.7.

Evidence in Support of Findings:
Background

Followmg its determination that the Project is subject to the requirements of SB 610 (California
Water Code section 10910 et seq.), and SB 221 (California Government Code section 66473.7),
the City identified the Marina Coast Water District (MCWD) as the relevant public water system
that may supply water for the Project and, on October 18; 2004 requested MCWD to prepare a
water supply assessment and written verification of supply to determine whether projected water
supplies will be sufficient to serve the Project and the MCP Development, in addition to existing
and planned future uses, as required by Water Code section 10910 and Government Code section

66473.7.

Pursuant to Water Code section 10910(g), on January 26, 2005 , MCWD approved the Water
Supply Assessment and Written Verification of Supply for the. Proposed University Villages
Specific Plan Developmert and Marina Community Partners Project (“University Villages
WSA”). The University Villages WSA concluded that the MCP Development is, according to
MCWD, expected to consume approximately 732 acre-feet of water per year (“AFY™). The
University Villages WSA also concluded that additional development within the University
Villages Specific Plan area is expected to consume approximately 124 AFY, bringing total
expected water demand for the entire Project to approximately 856 AFY. The University
Villages WSA estimated that of the City’s existing 1,325 AFY water allocation from the Fort
Ord Reuse Authority- (“FORA”) to the City of Marina for use on the former Fort Ord,
approximately 694 AFY remains available to serve Fort Ord development within the City’s
jurisdictional boundaries. Accordingly, the University Villages WSA determined that (1) there is
162 AFY shortfall in water supplies necessary to serve buildout of the Project, and (2) there isa
38 AFY shortfall in water supplies necessary to serve the MCP Development.

‘Water Code section 10911(c) requires the City to make its own determination, based on
substantial evidence in light of the entire record, whether there is a sufficient projected water




supply available to satisfy the demands of the Project, in addition to existing and planned future
uses. When considered in hght of the entire record, the City concludes that such water supply is
available because, as explained below, (1) appropriate water demand factors for the Project
indicate that the Project will consume less water than that amount assumed by the University
Villages WSA, and (2) the planned MCWD Regional Urban Water Augmentation Project
(Augmentation Project) will, when implemented, provide an additional 2,400 AFY for uses on
the former Fort Ord, the City’s share of which will be sufficient to serve the Project water
demand, in addition to existing and planned uses. On May 26, 2004 MCWD: approved the
Notice of Determination for the Augmentation Project Final EIR, previously certified on October
27,2004.

Revised Demand Factors

Based on the information and analysis contained in Information Sources, Procedures and
Comparisons, Water Demand Estimates far the Umversxty Villages Project, Marina, California,
prepared by RBF Consulting (the “RBF Report”), it is apparent that that water demand factors
used by MCWD and incorporated into the University Villages WSA to determine the overall
water demand associated with both the’ Project and the University Vlllages Specific Plan area are
inappropriate because they do not reflect actual planned demand for the Project and the
University Villages Specific Plan.

WSA. Fxrst, as explamed in the RBF Report,‘ the Umvers_rty Vlllagcs WSA’s methodology for
calculating exterior non-residential water demand estimates is inaccuraté because it calculates
unit water demands as “Interior SF Demand Fac” by multiplying a unit factor by the proposed
interior square footage for each land use. Second, the University WSA determines a Total
Demand in acre feet per year for the exterior water demand on a Total Planning Area basis. The
University Villages WSA roughly adopts the Project projections for percent turf and ornamental
coverages, although the Project actually makes individual estimates of the exterior water
demands based on the planned parcel acreage proposed for each land use. Third, in connection
with estlmatmg exterior water demand, the University Villages WSA evenly applies these values
throughout the planning area, thus eliminating independent consideration of exterior water
demand on per parcel basis. In short, the WSA assumes that, as fo exterior water demands, one

size fits all.

RBF’s analysis (or the “project analysis,” as described in the RBF Report), on the other hand,
determinies exterior water demands on a per parcel basis, adjusted for planned recycled water
usages. This figure is subtracted from total water demands for each land use based on the unit
water demands recommended by MCWD’s own guidelines to determine interior water usages.
By individualizing exterior demands based on planned parcel acreages for each land use, the
RBF analysis providesa more accurate estimate of actual water demands associated with the
Project. Based on the demand factors described in the RBF Report, the Project will have an
estimated overall water demand of 701 AFY, rathier than the 856 AFY demand assumed by the
University Villages WSA, as shown on the attached Exhibit B-1. Based on the demands factors
described in the RBF Report, the MCP Development portion of the Project will have an.
estimated overall water demand of 593 AFY, rather than the 732 AFY assuméd by the University




Villages WSA. Table 1, below, compares current available supply against the total overall water
demand (based on demand factors set forth in the RBF Report) of (1) existing uses within the
City’s portion of former Fort Ord, (2) approved uses within City’s portion of former Fort Ord
(i.e., the Marina Heights project), and (3) the MCP Development. According to Table 1, when
appropriate demand factors are implemented, it is projected that the City has sufficient available
‘potable and or recycled water to serve the MCP Development, in addition to existing and
approved uses on the City’s portion of former Fort Ord, and the residual net surplus amount of
187 AFY could supply the remainder-of the Project (which requires 108 AFY) or such other
priority uses as determined by the City Council.

‘ " Tablel
Summary of Currently Avaxlable ‘Water Supply vs. Projected Demands of the MCP Development, Existing
Uses and Approved Uses Based on Demand Factors Set Forth in the RBF Report

Total Available Supply - 1 1,325 AFY

Less Total Demand.of Existing Development on Fort (253 AFY)
| Ord Within City .

Less Total Demand of Approved Marina Heights Project | (292 AFY)

Less Total Demand.of MCP Developmént {593 AFY)

Net Surplus.of Available Supply _187 AFY

Table 2, below, compares the 187 AFY net surplus available supply, as shown in Table 1, above,
against the Other UV Specific Plan Development and the total projected demands of future
planned uses within the City’s portion of the former Fort Ord, which projected demands are more
fully described on the attached Exhibit B-1.

Table 2
Summary of Net Surplus Avaflable Supply vs. Projected
Demands of the Other UV Specific Plan Development and Planned Future Uses Within- City’s Portion of

Former Fort Ord Based on Dernand Factors Set Forth in the RBF Report

Total Net Surplus of Available Supply 1 I87AFY v

Less Total Demand of Cypress Knolls Project (148 AFY)

Less Other UV Specific Plan Development 108 AFY)

Less Total Demand of Airport Business Park Project {155 AFY)

Less Total Demand of Airport Area Golf Course: {420 AFY)

Less Total Demand of Other Planned Development (229 AFY)

(see Exhibit B-1)

Net Supply Deficit ' {873 AFY)

As:demonstrated in Tables 1 and 2, above, current available supplies are sufficient to serve the
MCP Development, in addition to existing and approved uses on the City’s portion of the Former
Fort Ord, and the residual net surplus amount of 187 AFY could supply the remainder of the
Project (which requires 108 AFY) or such other priority uses as determined by the City Council.
When other planned future uses are considered, however, current available supplies are
insufficient to meet total overall demands. To accommodate the projects identified in Table 2,
the City must rely on reasonably foreseeable pla.nned future water supplies to serve the Project,
in addition to existing and planned future uses, in accordance with and as permitted by Water
Code sections 10910 and 10911,




Augmentation Project Background

The Augmentation Project is being developed to supply an additional 2,400 AFY of water to be
used by MCWD to serve the water demands of future buildout of the former Fort Ord. The
Augmentation Project is necessary to meet the quantified water demand requirements of the Fort
Ord Reuse Plan, as implemented by FORA and as evaluated in the FORA Reuse Plan EIR, The
development of a potable water supply to augment Fort Ord’s groundwater allocation has been a
centerpiece of the plans to reuse former Fort Ord sinice, at léast, the September 1993 execution of
Agreement No. A-06404: Agreement between the United States of America and the Monterey
County Water Resources Agency Concerning Annexation of Fort Ord into Zones 2 and 24 of the
Monterey County Water Resources Agericy (the “MCWRA Annexation Agreement”)

The MCWRA Annexation Agreement sets forth the terms of the annexation of the Fort Ord
‘property into the Monterey County Water Resources Agency’s (“MCWRA?®) Salinas Valley
‘Groundwater Special Benefit Zones 2 and 2A. The MCWRA Annexation Agreement limits
groundwater withdrawals from the Salinas Basin for the purpose of serving Fort Ord uses to
6,600 AFY. Under the agreement, this limitation must remain in place until a project to provide
future water supplies to former Fort Ord that do not rely on groundwater is implemented. The
‘MCWRA Annexation Agreement also anticipates developmg futare supplies cooperatively, with
another water agerncy, such.as MCWD, developing future water supplies through the
implementation of a smaller scale project, such as the 2,400 AFY Augmentation Project.

In 1996, MCWRA, MCWD, the Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control Agency
( ‘MRWPCA”) the C1ty the owners of the Armslrong Ranch and the owners of the Lonestar

Mztzgatzon Framework fbr Marma Area Lands (the “MCWD Annexatlon Agreement”)

Pursuant to Section 4 of the MCWD Anriexation Agreement, the Armstrong Ranch, Lonestar
Property and the MCWD service area were annexed into MCWRAs Salinas Valley
Groundwater Special Benefit Zones 2 and 2A. Section 5.1 of the MCWD Agreement limits
MCWD’s authority to withdrawal potable groundwater from the Salinas Basin to 3,020 AFY
unitil MCWD develops augmented water supplies, such as those supplies to be developed under
the Augmentatlon Project. Sections 5.1, 5. 5 and 6.10 of the MCWD Annexation Agreement
requires the parties to prepare a plan, such as the Augmentation Project, for the development of a
long-term water supply to MCWD’s service area, including Fort Ord.

In June 1997, the final Fort Ord Reuse Plan (the "Reuse Plan") was adopted by FORA. The
heart of the Reuse Plan is a set of goals, objectives, policies and programs to be implemented by
FORA and each of the three land use jurisdictions initially taking title and/or approving
development within the Fort Ord property. Pursuant to section 3.11.5.4(d) of the Reuse Plan,
development beyond the limits defined in the Reuse Plan’s Residential Development Program
will be allowed only upon the augmentation of existing water supplies. To formulate the
necessary water supply augmentation, the Reuse Plan requires FORA to continue to actively
participate in and support the development of reclaimed water supply sources by MCWD and the
MRWPCA to ensure adequate water supplies for the Fort Ord property. The Reuse Plan also




authorizes FORA to investigate and provide appropriate augmentation of the potable water
suppliés to assure the long-range water supplies for the planned uses on the Fort Ord property.

On June 20, 2000, the United States Army and FORA entered into an economic development
conveyance agreement (the “EDC Agreement”) pursuant to which the Fort Ord property’s water
rights were transferred from the Army to FORA, pursuant to the federal Base Closure Act, and
which authorizes FORA to transfer portxons of the Fort Ord property to its member jurisdictions.
The EDC Agreement contains several provisions relative to water supplies and systems for the
Fort Ord property. Pursuant to section 5.03 of the EDC Agreement, FORA — and its successors
and assigns — are required to cooperate with MCWD, MCWRA and grantees of the Fort Ord
property “to establish and apply a fair process to ensure that all grantees of the former Fort Ord
‘property will be provided an equitable supply of the water at the former Fort Ord.”

In 2002, a multi-tiered alternatives analysis was conducted by MCWD that considered twenty-
nine potential alternative water supply alternatives to meet the objectives.of the Augmentation
Project. Through that analysis, MCWD and a Technical Advisoty Committee comprised of
representatives of the MRWPCA, FORA, the Monterey Peninsula Water Managemient District,
the Carmel Area Wastewater District, MCWRA and the U.S. Army evaluated the 29 potential
alternatives and recommended two of the most viable augmentation alternatives that could be
implemented by MCWD: seawatér desalination and recycled water. Both of these recommended
alternatives were the subject of a detniled engineering feasibility study conducted by MCWD.
On October 27, 2004, MCWD:certified the. ‘Augmentation Project EIR, which document
evaluates the environmental impacts associated with the seawater desalination project, recycled
water project and hybrid project future water supply alternatives.

The seawater desalination alternative contemplates construction of a new 3,000 AFY
desalination facility in the area currently occupied by MCWD’s existing desalination plant. The
proposed desalination project would replace MCWD’s existing desalination plant and produce at
least 2,400 AFY of water. In addition to a new or expanded desalination plant, this alternative
would require the construction of two.radial-arm collection wells, two disposal wells, scawater
intake and brine disposal pumps and associated pipelines.

The recycled water alternative provides 3,000 AFY of récycled water which would be used by
MCWD for the irrigation of landscaping and open space within its service area, thus ﬁeemg up
proportional amounts of groundwater for potable uses. The recycled water alternative requires
the construction of a 63-acre recycled water storage reservoir, a distribution system consisting of
approximately 200,000 linear feet of 6- to 24-inch diameter main and lateral pipelines,
operational storage tanks and associated pumps and a connection to the Salina Valley
Reclamation Project facility. MCWD is also considering implementing a hybrid alternative
which would combine aspects of the recycled water alternative and seawater desalination
alternative while maintaining the Augmentation Project goal of producing at least 2,400 AFY of
augmentation supplies to serve buildout of former Fort Ord under the FORA Reuse Plan.

On May 25, 2005 the MCWD board adopted Resolution No. 2005-27 which, among other things,
approved the Regional Water Augmentation Project Plan, consisting of the Augmentation
Project, the Engineering Feasibility Report and the Final EIR for the Augmentation Project.




While no particular alternative was adopted, the MCWD approved a course of action that will
result in one of the three alternatives being adopted and implemented.

MCWD currently has identified a budget requirement for fiscal year 03/04 through fiscal year
07/08 of approximately $60 million to assure that reliable and high quality water is delivered to
its Fort Ord customers. A capltal fund collected by FORA as part of its development fee
‘program is estimated to generate approximately $19 million'by 2015, which funds will be
available to support implementation of the Augmentation Project. The Project will be included
in this fee program. '

City’s Reliance on the Augmentation Project Water

Pursuant to Water Code section 10911(a), if, as a result of its assessment, MCWD concludes, as

it did in'the Umvers:ty Vlllages WSA, that its water supplies-are, or will be, insufficient, MCWD
must provide to the City its plans for acqumng additional water supplies. This information is
contained in Section 4.0 of the University Vlllages WSA, which indicates that MCWD expects
the Augmcntauon Project will be on-line within six to ten years. If, as here, a water supply
assessment concludes that available supplies are insufficient to serve the project, in addition to
other planned uses, Water Code section 10911(a) requires the water supply assessment to include.
“plans for acqumng additional water supplies, setting forth the measures that are being
undertaken to acquire and develop such firtire supplies.” Such plans may inchide, biit are not
limited to, (i) the estimated cost and proposed financing methods related to the acquisition and
development of additional supphes, (i) a description of the federal, state and local permits
necessary for acquiring and developing additional supplies, and (jii) estimated timeframes for the
acquisition of additional supplies.

A lead agency’s relianice on planned, but unconfirmed, futire water supplies was recently
determined to comply with the requirements of CEQA by the California Court of Appeal. In
Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (Vineyard Area
Citizens) 2005 Cal. App. LEXIS 349, the Court upheld an EIR prepared for the proposed
Sunridge Specific Plan, covering a 6,015-acre mixed-use project located in the Sunrise Douglas
and Sunridge areas of unincorporated Sacramento County (and now ‘within the City of Rancho
Cordova).

As is the case with the University Villages EIR, the EIR for the 22,500 unit Sunridge. Specnﬁc
Plan project included a detailed analysis of the regional water demand and the supplies available
to serve that demand. The proposed Jong-term water supply for the planning area included a mix
of existing groundwater entitlements and unconfirmed, but planned, future surface water
deliveries. Much of the Sunridge Specific Plan EIR’s analysis of proposed firture surface water
supplies was based on the multi-jurisdictional Water Forum Plan, a significant water policy
project that evaluates water resources and future water supply needs:of the Sacramento
metropolitan region and the environmental impacts associated with developing future water

supplies.

The Vineyard Area Citizens court held that an EIR provides an adequate analysis of water supply
issues if the EIR identifies and analyzes potential water supply sources even though the final




availability of those water sources is not yet confirmed. Citing a similar ruling in Napa Citizens
Jor Honest Government v. Napa County Board of Supervisors, the court stated that “[sJuch an
approach makes sense as a practical matter. To hold otherwise would require each project
covered by the Water Forum Plan to revisit all of the issues addressed in that massive
collaborative effort each time a new project was proposed. ... Such an approach would be
wasteful and even possibly counterproductive.”

Like the future Water Forum Plan supplies relied upon by the lead agency in thé Vineyard Area
Citizen's case, the Augmentation Project is a multi-jurisdictional water supply project that, over
the course of several years, has been subject to numerous studies, publi¢ meetings, and a full
environmental analysis, as documented in the certified Augmentation Project EIR. The
Augmentation Project has been budgeted by MCWD and development fees are being collected
by FORA to help fund the Augmentation Project facilities. The Project will be included in this
fee program. Further, as noted above, the MCWD approved the Reglonal Water Augmentanon
In light of the various contractual comimitments to devclopmg a viable augmcntat:on supply, the
detailed planning and analysis already conducted for the Augmentation Project, the multi-
jurisdictional need and support for the Augmentation Pro;ect, the MCWDs recent approval of
the plan; and the parficipating jurisdictions’ efforts:to ensure funding for the Augmentation
Pro_lect, and in light of relevant case law and statutory mandates; the Cxty hereby determines that
xt is appropnate fo consxder the ﬁwure Augmentanon Pro_lect Water supphes when makmg 1ts

addition to planned. and fitture uses, as required by Water Code section 10911 (c)
Water Supply Reliability Assessment Assuming the Augmentation Project

As noted above, pursuant to section 5.03 of the EDC Agreement, FORA - and its successors and
assigns - are required to cooperate with MCWD,; MCWRA and grantees of the Fort Ord property:
“to establish and apply a fair process to ensure that all grantees of the former Fort Ord property
will be provided an equitable supply of the water at the former Fort Ord.” Based on the facts that
(1) that the Augmentation Project will produce at Teast 2,400 AFY of potable and/or reclaimed
water to serve the Fort Ord property as proVIded in MCWD’s own approvals, and (2) that FORA
‘will likely allocate Augmentation Project water in accordance with the allocation percentages
hxstoncally used by FORA to allocate the 6,600 of Salinas Basin groundwater among the
various member jurisdictions participating in the Fort Ord Reuse Plan (as ’]usted to account for
those member jurisdictions that likely would not receive future: allocations), then it is estimated
that the City will be allocated approximately 39 percent of the 2,400 AFY of Augmentation
Project water (i.e., 936 AFY) for use on the City’s portion of the Fort Ord property. Table 3
below compares total currently available supply and future supplies reasonably anticipated to
accrue to the City from the Augmentation Project against total projected water demands of

! The following jurisdictions were prewonsly allocated water from the Salinas Basin groundwater supply and arc.
projected to have a surplus of water in the foture: Monterey: County, and the State Parks. As aresult, it is
reasonably likely that these jurisdictions may not need or require augmented water supply. Further, the US Army
and the FORA Reserves may not need or require augmented water supply based on projected future demand.




existing, planned and future uses on the City’s 2pcrti‘on of the former Fort Ord property, based on
demand factors as set forth in the RBF Report.

Table3
Summary of Currently Available Water Supply and Augmentation Supply vs. Projected
Demands of Existing, Planned and Futiire Use on City’s Portion of Former Fort Ord,
Based on Demand Factors Set Forth in the RBF Report’

Total Avadable Supply Plus City:Share of 2,261 AFY
| Augmentation Water Supply .
| Less Total Demand of Existing Development on Fort (253 AFY)
‘Ord Within City
{ Less Total Demand of Approved Marina Heights Pro;ect (292 AFY)
| Less Total Demand of MCP Dévelopment 1 {593-AFY)
‘Less Total Demarnid of Cypress Knolls Project (148 AFY)

‘Less Demand of Other UV Specific Plan Development | (108 AFY)

Less Total Demand of Airport Business Park Project: (155 AFY)

Less Total Demand of Airport Area Golf Course {420 AFY)

Less Total Demand of Other Planned Development. . | (229 AFY)
(seeExhihxt B-1) .

Net Existing and Future Water Supply Surplus 63 AFY

As shown in Table 3, above, when the City’s estimated share of the Ail_gn_ientation Supply is
considered in addition to currently available existing supplies, there is a sufficient potable water
supply to serve the Project, in addition to planned and existing uses.

Additional Documentation
In addition to the information contained or referenced in the University Villages WSA and

University Villages EIR, the City has reviewed and considered the following documents as part
'of its water supply sufficiency determination made pursuant to Water Code section 10911(c):

e Marina Coast Water District 2001 Urban Water Management Plan, December 12, 2001;
o Marina Coast Water District Deep Aquifer Study, May 2003;

2 MCWD owns and operates a seawater desalination plant located at its former wastewater treatment plant site on
Reservation Road between Duries Drive and Monterey Bay. The plaiit hias a prodiiction capacity of approximately
300-AFY, assummg an on-line factor of 90 percent.. The desalination plant is part of MCWD’s distribution system
for its Marina service area, which is interconnected with the Fort Ord water-distribution system. The existing
desalination plant is currently off-line, but can be rehabilitated and made operational at fairly minimal costs, If the
Augmmtat:on Project is delayed for any reason, then future development (including the Project) could finance the
repair and operation of the desalination plant in order to serve development on the City’s portion of the former Fort
Ord. On May 25, 2005 the MCWD board directed staff to consider selling or transferring water rights from the
immobilized dcsalmanon plant to-the City. As a result, this water source may be available to provide augmented
watet to'the City.

3 Water Code section 10910 and Government Code section 66473.7 require a description of the water provider’s
supply reliability and vulnerability fo shortage for an average water year, a single dry year and multiple dry years.
Such an analysis is most clearly relevant to systems that are supplies by surface water. Since the supply discussed
hetfein is either desalinated water; fecycled water or groundwater, short and medium-term hydrologic conditions
over-a period of less than five years usually have little bearing on'water availability.




Marina Coast Water District Regional Urban Water Augmentation Project Altcmatlves
Analysis, March 31, 2003;

MCWD Regional Urban Water Augmentation Project FORA Board Meeting
‘Presentation, April 11,2003;

Marina Coast Water District Regional Urban Water Augmentation Project Engineering
Feasibility Study Report; August 2003;

Marina Coast Water District Notice of Preparation of EIR for the Regional Urban Water
Augmentation project, August. 21 2003; -

Marina Coast Water District Public Scoping Meeting presentation on the Regional Urban
Water Augmentation Project, September 8, 2003;

Marina Coast Water District-Groundwater Inventory and Status Report; March 18, 2004;
Marina Coast Water District Groundwater Inventory and Status chort Presentation to
the MCWD Board; March 24, 2004;

Marina Coast Water District Regional Water Augmentation Project Final Environmental
Impact Report (SCH# 2003081142), certified October 27, 2004;

Marina Coast Water District Resolution No. 2005-27, entitled “Resolution of the Board
of Directors Approving a Plan for the MCWD Regional Water Augmentation Project and
the Notice of Determination for he Regional Water Augmentation Project,” approved on
May 25, 2005.

Information Sources and Procedures Used In The Preparation of Water Demand

Estimates for the University Villages Project, on or about April 2004 as updatcd,
prepared by RBF Consulting ;

Annexation Agreement and Groundwater Mitigation Framework for Marina Area Lands
by and between the City of Marina, Marina Coast Water District, Monterey County
Water Resources Agency, J G Armistrong et. all and RMC Lonestar, August 7, 1996;

~ Memorandum of Agreement between the United Statés Army-and the Monterey County
Water Resources Agency;

Annexation Assembly and Evaluation Report for.the Annexation of Fort Ord by the

Monterey County Water Resources Agency, September 9, 1993;

. Agreement No. A-06404: Agreement between the United States of America and the
Monterey County Water Resources Agency Conceming Annexation of Fort Ord into
Zones 2 and 2A of the Monterey County Water Resources Agency, September 21, 1993;
Settlement Agreement and Gencral Release by and between the Sierra Club and the Fort
Ord Reuse Authority, November 30, 1998;

A Resolution of the Fort Ord Reuse Authority, Amending Section 1.01.050 and Adding
Chapter 8 to the Fort Ord Reuse Authority Master Resolution, Relating to Base Reuse
Planning and Consistency Determinations;

‘Implementation Agreement by and between the Fort Ord Reuse Authority and the City of
Marina, May 1, 2001;

Memorandum of Agreement Between the United States of America, Acting By and

Through The Secretary of the Army, United States Department of the Army and The Fort
Ord Reuse Authority for the Sale of Portions of the Former Fort Ord Located in
Monterey County, California, June 20, 2000.

Fort Ord Reuse Plan; June 13, 1997;




Fort Ord Reuse Plan Final Environmental Impact Report (SCH# 96013022), certified
June 13, 1997;

Salina Valley Water Project Final Environmental Impact Report.

American Water Works Associationi Manual of Water Supply Practices, M22, Sizing
Water Service Lines and Meters; '

American Water Works Association Research Foundation Residential Water Use

- Summary, AAWARF Residential End Uses of Water Study, 1999;

Water Demand Forecasts Methodology for California Water Planning Areas - Work Plan
and Model Review Final Prepared for the Cal-Fed bay Delta Program, July 29, 2003;
Residential Indoor Water Conservation Study: Evaluation of High Efficiency Indoor
Plumbing Fixture Retrofits In Single-family Homes in the East Bay Municipal Utility
District Service Area, July 2003; '
Water Use Classification of Landscape Species: A Guide to the Water Needs of
Landscape Plants, L. Costello and K. Jones, University of California Cooperative
Extension, April 1, 1994

Marina Coast Water District 2002-05 Board Meeting Agendas and Minutes
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