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AUNUREVVATER DEMAND ESTIMATES VARY
JJJ]\ "T ANTLY

= BUIL Jf T POPULATION INCREASED BY 2,198

HFO" .E AND WATER DEMAND ESTII\/IATES TO
_-.flh _ORT BUILDOUT DECREASED

ﬁ""é—r‘

VARIATIONS IN WATER DEMAND CALCUATION
~ METHODOLOGY

- NUMEROUS DISCLAIMERS DOCUMENTED BY
EXPERTS
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DOCUNENTED,VISION STATENENTS™

SEIENINAg for a resort community like June
BERENEgUIres balancing the needs of

[ESIC nts against those of visitors. The
B[00p’s scenic beauty and numerous

__:, ?:reatlon opportunities are it's primary

g attractlon for visitors, while the small-town
and mountain lifestyle are the attraction

for seasonal and permanent residents.
(continued on next slide)
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SENVING T e existing natural environment
-md rné ‘f; bience it creates, while

c,orr odatmg additional development IS
ary concern.” @
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DOCUMENTED VISION STAT@EH%
. ()

“Trie gor s ‘and objectlves of the updated
Jugie el e area Plan inherently minimize
IBLEN tiall environmental impact by limiting
_,er Iepment June Lake citizens realize
-~' fiat a drastic increase in growth would
~ruin the Loop’s existing character and
appeal to visitors.” (9
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DOCUMENTED VISION STATEMENTSH

JE! 2eds o "PErManent residents, seasonal residents,
SECONE me OWRETS,, VISItors and DUSINess OWNers.
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“Tre oue Sed preject would have a number of significant
m}m aitible and unmitigatible environmental effects.”
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-~ Si qulcant * Significant effect on the environmental” means

= @ substantial or potentially substantial, adverse change

- In any of the physical conditions within the area affected
Py the project, except economic or social changes by
themselves.” @



REGL ir-@wum

“Thig Cellifoggles nvironmental Quallty Act
CEQ ‘r\) ﬁequwes lead agencies prepare an

JR m ases Where a project may have a
Jcant effect on the environment.”
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illFdetermimenifs
vvgn providers available water supplies are
rnolﬂ meeting the development’s needs

1 ' émgle -dry and multiple-dry water years
ascribbed in the Urban Water Management

_20 year projections.” ©

The local Planning Agency may deny the
development If the assessment shows that
insufficient water supplies are available.” )
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REGULZ @RA{@REMW

= “Sfficient, reliable water supply
rp aI ewdence test to support

—*

4 * rlbe the reliability of the water
- = 5L pp1y and vulnerability to seasonal or

et e

"‘:“u:hmate shortage...” (V



QENENGLN and Severity o drought ini California
CElfIflUT Oe predlcted with any accuracy.” ()

- “Wr iermore, California’s overall water delivery
VStem has become less reliable over the last 20
A\ vi, ‘because demand for water has continued to
W Whllernew supplies have not been
___*_ eveloped =)

.= iImpoese water rationing...” ()

» "The identification and development of water
supplies needed during multiple-year droughts ..” )
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EULATIORY, @MEM@N'@%@"’

ontan REgional \Water Quallty Control Board
Jru goVverning water contaminants.

el ater Project Recreation Act,
o1} arable o the Davis-Delwig Act, of 1965.
aderall Energy. Regulatory Commission license
'-—~" @perate a hydroelectric facility usually
mcludes an obligation to construct specific
iecreation facilities to provide for anticipated
demand. (27

e Department of Fish & Game Regulations

‘l gL, 20, 0
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PISCE eeegg GféTAiF-EMﬂR- —

sierEiRenG Regional Water Resources — Supplymg water to
ire Jevef of development allewed under the Plan could
1morlg£ v\r €r respurces in and around the June Lake
Logg, eC|aIIy under drought conditions.”

¥ ._- - 1_;
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ferrce Water Resources —Potential Impact 6, Poor
gi.w,:.‘-.erter circulation in Gull Lake and contaminants caused
- by development adjacent to Gull Lake are degrading the

~ lake’s fish habitat. Additional pollutant loads could lead
to algae bleoms and fish die-offs from oxygen

starvation.” (10)




DISEE _ =RTHN TATEMM rﬂ‘)"’

SEeierence: SB610, 94, 3, Section 1, (a), G
“WMIte) L creasmg freguency, Califernia’s
WEILET 2 A@Eencies are required to impose
_. J_/‘F e rationing on their residential and
‘: Jsiness customers during this state’s

~ frequent and severe periods of drought.” ©




PISCONCERTI Ng!.STATEME-_u:E@nﬁ"

SREerence: JLVEAT Water dlverS|ons for Export

el BV roelectrlc Power Generation. “ ..water

fl]veuc for domestic use and energy

productions have caused the greatest impacts on

EVeler “bodies.” “ ...Public Utility District and the

?‘.E"* Jlime Mountain Skl Area are the principa

*Ilcensec diverters of water for domestic

= consumption. These diversions cause stream

- flow reductions and lake level fluctuations in
surface waters tributary to Rush Creek.” (14)
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=R Ngg TATEMMW’

REfErence JLEIR: Water Quality: “All alternatlves that call
redditional develepment pose the risk ofi degrading
e I_Qorj_a Water quality: and negatively affecting the

| LYYy J-J: NING| epportunities. ... Larger areas of

II[9E] Vious surfaces cause hlgher levels of stormwater
—an ?—snowmelt runoffi and could cause erosion and

R =
_-_a—

&= Scdimentation of water bodies. Increased sedimentation

517 ""vof water bodies could also be caused by higher usage of

- sensitive the creek and lakeshore areas by people
attracted by new development. (5




BISCONCERT! Ngg TATEMM@“'

fefer Ce VEA: Enerqv SOUrces: “The
em 0 of additional energy to

COITES sond with community growth could
= S?Ersely affect the Loop’s environment.”
44" ~.while additional hydroelectric

= generatlon facilities could have

g'%trimental effects on streams and lakes.”




DISEON RT—IN&E TATEMEM%@'

ierence VEA: Enerqy Seurces: “Resource
SGIES are concerned that generating

cliije JE Al Ay droelectric power could reduce the
IoUNt and condition of aguatic and riparian
WJJ ﬂfe habitat, scenic quality and water based
= rec reation.” (17)

= s “0ad increases related to June Mountain Ski
— Area expansion and community growth will
~ pecessitate the construction of new electrical
distribution and substation facilities in the near
future.” (20)
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=R I}JQE;I'AT EMM nﬁ"’

IS Al ount IS madequate 10 Meet the current
clef nrrmr ‘Down Canyon....” (29)

“JEise) Iy thhat LADWP WI|| file protests against
rlm hanges oI extensions associated with the
=~ junior JLRUD rights as there will be a concern
== fthat Upstream diversions could increase and
~ affect LADWP's ability to comply with the
~ reguirements of Decision 1631 and Order 98-05.

(Mono Lake Settlement).” 0




=RTHIN _@;I’ATEMMW

golving the low-flow season followmg dry
Weltels years Snow Creek flows appear to
g il fflClent to meet projected increased
,er ands assoclated with build-out of the
fPUD Village system (excluding Rodeo
Grounds) or development if only the

Rodeo Grounds.” (32




BISCONC :'Hy@élﬂaw

SREIIENCE ‘on increased June lake

cl VErsions to offset Snow Creek supply
cle Jr}r vfor projected demands will
erate drops in June lake levels.” &)

— -l-l-
P

f 51



=R H@E;I'AT EMM n{?"

- rlovvw ' Fern Creek, which supplles JLPUD’s
DOEVINCANYON System, do not appear to be
SUIHICIE T durng lew-flow periods following dry
ver er years to meet existing Down Canyon
demands while concurrently complying with
§ate mandated minimum in-stream flow bypass
— ’re_qwrements =)

® “Sufficient information IS not available to
guantify water availability...” ¢4




DIEEONCERT! I\JQ‘_STATEMMHEV'
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WASSES TETSt Ay DWR N used an
Il Ja: lake evaporation value of 38” for

Jine Lake....” (39

Fc al Bund out (existing plus incremental
ﬂfS Rodeo Grounds)-Snow Creek is
'I]‘JSUffICIent for all months.” (36)

' “Existing plus incremental build-out only
(Without Redeo Grounds)-Snow Creek
supply: is sufficient for November only.” (39
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=RTHN _@ATEMMW

£5 1ve ‘draw downs of the level of
e e could detract from the Lakes

l.i-

a_e_ |c appeal 2LZ0)
..._--e, “The Down Canyon System treatment

#ff ﬁlltles are not adequate to meet build
- out demands. An increase of
- approximately 288,000 gpd (200 gpm) Is

proposed.” (16)



DISEONC ;HMTEM

“Thig \/JH? Systemiis unable to meet fire flow
demrlnrl with the present system and: Is
i erarQ‘“ , unable to meet fire flow demands at
g JJc"c Ut. It is recommended large diameter
"eplace the small diameter pipes.” (16)
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"ER'{-J_%.E_{S:I'-I \

\/\/“r\ requires standard procedures of
errn g Water demand' at a per capita (per
per day rate. (18

moeth Urban Water Plan (2004) uses figures for.
s1dents at 200 gallons per day. %

--i'_.. —_—

'___4-_'__.-
_—L‘—

="- J__—; ~ State Wide estimates range about 220 gpd. @3

——?f...” ~ Pacific Institute, 2003, provides a statewide figure
-~ of 185 gpd for municipalities. (3



WATER SA%;I MATIESH(€ont)

P

Momou.zﬁ Basin Water Right Decision #1631,
1904, *‘[ the time the EIR was drafted, “Daily water
IVeIS el put 179 gpd per person which is moderately
Jow— comparlson to other cities in California and
_;e’n where in the County.” @4

i ——— - .
—

""“ThIS translates to an annual use of about 945 gpd

_'—_-r—
e
.

= per capita.” Down Canyon- (2°)
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Highl_and/ Permanent Peak Pop@| GPD Est. Ave Est Max
Year | Study | Rodeo Grnd| Residents | Buildout [per persorf  Build out Build out
1974 | DWR No 542 10,500

1981 | SWR No 686 10,500 597 afa

| 1983 | Boyle No 686 10,500 174 afa 1,548 afa

{1991 | JLAP | Yes 580 | 12,698 670afa | 12340afa

| 1999 | Boyle |  Yes 580 12,698 643 afa 1,859 afa

2004 | Boyle | Yes/900 613 12,698 545 afa 1,160 afa
2006 | ECO | Yes/499 12,698 394 afa

2006 |JLPUD| Yes/499 12,698 431 afa 859 afa

JLA 12,689 2,546 afa




WANSSUILD=OU] WATERSREQUIRED™

Est Max Build-out water required, afa

nmi

Boyle JLAP Boyle Boyle JLPUD JLA 06
83 91 99 04 06




‘G OUN%T-ER supgﬂi‘ -

siiENarea hetween Gu and June Lake Was not
C overgg because an earlier study ® had shown
C om Ejgle l’ty withi the lakes. Extracting ground

V(Z,; Jr here would be a direct drain on the lakes.”

‘PUtentlaI Impact 3 — Increased water diversions
fﬁr local water consumption could impact
streamside riparian habitat and, if groundwater
sources are developed, lower water tables and
impact the overlying vegetation.” ©)




ERE ND:\/\/ﬂ,_gg-sumeeﬁ)‘ —

“r\l"rhe‘ ] the existing developed water
Jour___c- ‘Willf previde water for the community.
'ror:' any years into the future, new water
Ssoluirees will be needed to provide for the
- ____ ﬁthlpated future build-out. Developing new
-~ water sources will require strict compliance

- with existing environmental laws which are

- “designed to prevent or lessen impact of new
water projects.”
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CRE NDWAI__EE-SUPPMm —

SEIpEicren June Lake ground water resources has not
pEErEdeguately collected! by the local water agencies
orler e rf Veloping ground water sources, additional
Jmormsa o on the guantity of ground water available
il on environmental impacts would need to be

o) Ex:ted Euture ground water development projects

"_-rvv be subject to existing environmental laws.” ©®
5%‘.’*"‘ =

- et
— e i

) "‘I’mpacts of disturbing...vegetation...will result in
- Increases in surface runoff...and carry contaminants...to
deteriorate water quality and speed aging process of

water bodies.” (23)



CRE NDWAI__EE-SUPPMm p—

SRCONSHUCHNG Impermeanie surface over ground

WaleIsrechange zones...could! risk

copiteElgmll jation...and may diminish...surface water
of ] -_-.-une Lake Loop.” (23

== Bec ause the ground water Is actually in a
“---'=T [ansient state moving downstream as
subsurface flow or surfacing in the creek
‘channel, the subsurface flows would have to be
estimated to determine the actual ground water
supply.” 1




ERE NDW@-SUPMogﬁ —

SE SPECIfies that where a water supply for a
orood%’ subdivision includes

JfOl dwater, that the public water system
] "'evaluate based on substantial

-
=

,_, \Hdence the extent to which It or the

— a—

— |andowner has the right to extract the
additional ground water needed to supply
the proposed subdivision.” 2
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< WORS FG*“"' O'AGREE © THE PARAI\/IETERS
AND) J\/I” 10DSI OF ANALYSIS FOR DETERMINING
EUNURE WATER DEMAND ESTIMATES

. \/FRJF\(_ ~ARAI\/IETERS WITH ACTUAL DATA

T RE]T [ERATE ANALYSIS USING NORMAL, DRY AND
MJEE IPLE DRY SEASONAL DATA

=E’EXPLAIN NEW POWER PLANT

f_r’:i "ESTABLISH ACCEPTABLE JUNE LAKE AND STREAM
~_ FLOW THRESHOLDS

- o POTENTIAL IMPACT ON ECO SYSTEMS BRIEFING
e ADDRESS DISCLAIMERS WITH SOLUTIONS
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- par 7
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A, Ozl
. Moo Lsu_l_,_a- Water nghts De0|3|on #1631, 1994, page 160

. Coritlezity trom M. Pohlman, JLPUD, August 23,2005. Wagner &
BorJJUer- Memo No.3, page 6, par 1

), r]/rJfOJOJ . Burak
-f;BonSIgnore Tech Memo No.4, page 15
za /\/ch & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.4, page 17
A vﬁe - & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.3, page 6, par 2
'.'""P agner & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.3, page 28
— “Wagner & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.4, page 2
= 32.=Wagner & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.4, page 3
33. Wagner & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.4, page 3
34. Wagner & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.4, page 4
35. Wagner & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.4, page 11
36. Wagner & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.4, page 16
37.\Wagner & Bonsignore, Tech Memo No.4, page 17
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