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STEFANIE D. HEDLUND, Bar No. 239787
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FACSIMILE: {949) 260-0972
Attorneys for Cross-Complainant
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DISTRICT NO. 40

OFFICE OF COUNTY COUNSEL
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JOHN F. KRATTLL, Bar No. 82149
COUNTY COUNSEL
WARREN WELLEN, Bar No. 139152
PRINCIPAL DEPUTY COUNTY COUNSEL
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TELEPHONE: (213) 974-8407
TELECOPIER: (213) 687-7337

EXEMPT FROM FILING FEES
UNDER GOVERNMENT CODE
SECTION 6103

Attorneys for Cross-Complainant LOS ANGELES

COUNTY WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 40

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

ANTELOPE VALLEY
GROUNDWATER CASES

Included Actions:

Los Angeles County Waterworks District
No. 40 v. Diamond Farming Co., Superior
Court of California, County of Los
Angeles, Case No. BC 325201;

Los Angeles County Waterworks District
No. 40 v. Diamond Farming Co., Superior
Court of California, County of Kern, Case
No. S-1500-CV-254-348;

Wm. Bolthouse Farms, Inc. v. City of
Lancaster, Diamond Farming Co. v. City of
Lancaster, Diamond Farming Co. v.
Palmdale Water Dist., Superior Court of
California, County of Riverside, Case Nos.
RIC 353 840, RIC 344 436, RIC 344 668

Judicial Council Coordination No. 4408
CLASS ACTION

Santa Clara Case No. [-05-CV-049053
Assigned to The Honorable Jack Komar

STIPULATION WITH WAGAS LAND
COMPANY LLC IN LIEU OF
DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF EDWARD
A. WOPSCHALL FOR PHASE 4 TRIAL
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Los Angeles Waterworks Dismict No. 40, City of Palmdale, Chiy of Lancaster, Littlerock

1 i

| Creek Dvigation District, Pabm Ranch hrigation District. Palmdale Water Distriet, Quartz Hill

i

Warer District. Rosamond Community Services District, and California Water Service Company

1

wereby enter inte the tollowing stipulation with

(collectively, the “Public Water Suppliers™)
Wapgas Land Company LLC.

Whereas, tor purposes of the Phase 4 trial the above parties wish to enter into the
following stipulation in licu of taking depositions:

Whereas, Edward A. Wopschall has signed the attached declaration and the attached
supplemental deelaration on behalf of Wagas Land Company LLC and under penalty of perjury
{collectively “Wopschall Declarations™) ;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration and on the basis ot the foregoing recitals, the
| Public Water Suppliers and Wagas Land Company LLC, enter into the following supulation:

I. Based on the attached Wopschall Declarations, the Public Water Suppliers will
forego taking the deposition of Edward A. Wopschall during discovery for the Phase 4 trial:

2. The attached Wopschall Declarations may be used in the same manner at trial as g
deposition transcript executed under penalty of perjury by the Public Water Suppliers.

3. The Public Water Suppliers reserve the right to depose Edward A. Wopschall
during discovery for subseguent trial phases; and

e the testimony of

4. The Public Water Suppliers reserve their right to challen

Edward A. Wopschall at trial,
Dated: May 2013

{EGER LLP

Attorneys for Cross-Complainant
LOS ANGELES COUNTY
WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 40
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Dated: May 16, 2013

Dated: May _, 2013

Dated: May |, 2013

Dated: May , 2013

Dated: May , 2013

e

JAMES L. MARKMAN
STEVEN ORR

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
CITY OF PALMDALE

DOUGLAS I EVERTZ

Attorneys for Cross-Detendant

CITY OF LANCASTER AND
ROSAMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES
DISTRICT

By

WAYNE LEMIEUX

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
LITTLEROCK CREEK IRRIGATION
DISTRICT AND PALM RANCH
[RRIGATION DISTRICT

By

" THOMAS BUNN 111
Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
PALMDALE WATER DISTRICT

By

BRADLEY T. WEEKS
Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
QUARTZ HILL WATER DISTRICT
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Dated: May __, 2013

Dated: May/g, 2013

Dated: May , 2013

Dated: May _, 2013

Dated: May _, 2013

JAMES L. MARKMAN
STEVEN ORR

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
CITY OF PALMDALE

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
CITY OF LANCASTER AND
ROSAMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES
DISTRICT

By

WAYNE LEMIEUX

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
LITTLEROCK CREEK IRRIGATION
DISTRICT AND PALM RANCH
IRRIGATION DISTRICT

By

THOMAS BUNN III
Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
PALMDALE WATER DISTRICT

By

BRADLEY T. WEEKS
Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
QUARTZ HILL WATER DISTRICT

-2 -
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DATED: May 16,2013 LEMIEUX & O’NEILL

Q,,ﬁ’_f
By

Christine Carson, Attorneys for

LITTLEROCK CREEK IRRIGATION DISTRICT,

PALM RANCH IRRIGATION DISTRICT,

NORTH EDWARDS WATER DISTRICT, DESERT LAKE
COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

Stipulation.Sample.doe - 4 =

STIPULATION WITH WAGAS LAND COMPANY LLC IN LIEU OF DEPOSITION TESTIVMONY OF EDWARD Al
WOPSCHALL FOR PHASE IV TRIAL
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Dated: May , 2013

Dated: May |, 203

Dated: May |, 2013

Dated: May!é 2013

Dated: May |, 2013

By

JAMES L. MARKMAN
STEVEN ORR

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
CITY OF PALMDALFE

By

DOUGLAS J. EVERTZ

Attorneys tor Cross-Defendant

CITY OF LANCASTER AND
ROSAMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES
DISTRICT

By

WAYNE LEMIEUX

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
LITTLEROCK CREEK IRRIGATION
DISTRICT AND PALM RANCEH
IRRIGATION DISTRICT

THO’\’IA@ BUNN [H
Attorneys ter Cross-Defendant
PALMDALE WATER DISTRICT

By

BRADLEY T. WEEKS
Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
QUARTZ HILL WATER DISTRICT

..
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Dated: May __, 2013

Dated: May __, 2013

Dated: May , 2013

Dated: May __, 2013

Dated: May 2/, 2013

By

JAMES L. MARKMAN
STEVEN ORR

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
CITY OF PALMDALE

By

DOUGLAS J. EVERTZ

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant

CITY OF LANCASTER AND
ROSAMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES
DISTRICT

By

WAYNE LEMIEUX

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
LITTLEROCK CREEK IRRIGATION
DISTRICT AND PALM RANCH
IRRIGATION DISTRICT

By

THOMAS BUNN I
Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
PALMDALE WATER DISTRICT

7T :
//17%- .’/
By fs7 LT e

-~

BRADLEY T. WEEKS
Atiorneys for Cross-Defendant
QUARTZ HILL WATER DISTRICT
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Dated: May@%li&

Dated: May/é, 2013

26345.0000087549081. 1

By Y}Wﬂ é

adl
JOPNITOCTLE
Atforigeys for Cross-Defendant
CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE
PANY

oy

B
E

Attorngys for Cross-Defendant

c
DWARD S. RENWICK \L
WAGAS LAND COMPANY MLC

STIPULATION
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HANNA AND MORTON LLP

EDWARD S, RENWICK (State Bar No. 29325)

444 South Flower Street, Suite 1500
Los Angeles, California 90071-2916
Telephone:  (213) 628-7131
Facsimile: (213) 623-3379

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
WAGAS LAND COMPANY LLC

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

ANTELOPE VALLEY
GROUNDWATER CASES

Included Consolidated Actions:

Los Angeles County Waterworks District
No. 40 v, Diamond Farming Co., Superior
Court of California, County of Los Angeles
Case No. BC325201

Los Angeles County Waterworks District
No. 40 v. Diamond Farming Co., Superior
Court of California, County of Kern Case
No. 8-1500-CV254348

Wn. Bolthouse Farms, Inc. v. City of
Lancaster; Diamond Farming Co. v, City of
Lancaster; Diamond Farming Co. v.
Palmdale Water Dist., Superior Court of
California, County of Riverside,
Consolidated Actions, Case Nos.
RIC353840, RIC344436, RIC344668.
Rebecca Lee Willis v. Los Angeles County
Waterworks District No. 40, Superior
Court of California, County of Los Angeles
Case No, BC364553

Richard A, Wood v. Los Angeles County
Waterworks, District No. 40, Superior
Cowrt of California, County of Los
Angeles, Case No. BC391869

Judicial Council Coordination Proceeding
No. 4408

Santa Clara Case No. 1-05-CV-049053
Assigned to the Hon. Jack Komar

DECLARATION OF EDWARD A.
WOPSCHALL IN LIEU OF DEPOSITION
TESTIMONY FOR PHASE 4 TRIAL

DECLARATION
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DECLARATION

I, Edward A. Wopschall, declare:

1. I'am a managing member for Wagas Land Company LLC, a party to this action. In lieu of
deposition testimony for the Phase 4 trial, I am providing this declaration. This declaration
applies only to the categories I have filled in. The items left blank or crossed out do not apply to
me. I have personal knowledge of each fact herein and would testify competently thereto under
oath.

Property Ownership and Parcel Size

2. Wagas Land Company LLLC owns property that overlies the Antelope Valley Area of

Adjudication as decided by this Court. Theland-is-in-beth-ern-County and-intosAnveles
Cevntyandis-dentt

acres of contiguous land fronting on Avenue A near 30th Street West, Approximately % the land

s: The parcels consist of approximately 630

pom i

is located in Kern County and % is located in Los Angeles County. The Assessors’ parcel
numbers are:

Los Angeles County 3115-1-17.

Los Angeles County 3115-1-18.

Los Angeles County 3115-03-1.

Los Angeles County 3115-03-2.

Kern County 473-021-04,

torm-reen-sneeded pleaseiden
copy-oibrhibit-A-is-attached-hereto-andinesrporated-herein,

3. Wagas Land Company LLC claims groundwater rights only as to the properties listed in
Paragraph 2 and-ExhibitA-

4. For each APN/APNs identified above, the total acreage by parcel is as follows: I don’t
know the exact acreage of each of the APNs but the parcels are all contiguous and total

approximately 630 acres, /2 of which is in Kern County and % is in Los Angeles County. L

additional room.desmanded ntenen tlnmtitis sl A i")\ilfs?‘}’\ and-morechcize in makilae BT A foe

ERALN L UL S AP R S AL LW T A LWL LW ) gy 1,)1"4,! LI 3 ibélkllj Tt TR [adyaey l AR SLWY S § RS W I S e o W MnJ TP
N T LT Pl 2 co apte e d Toonempn wpn 120 e g F e

[EREE LD B R WLy iy \ukﬁ].}‘} FAL VTN UTEFTY ERE R N R L] I VW G N VR A L lll\ruli}ul—l-il\aru FEROTYT
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5, For each APN/APNs identified above Wagas Land Company LLC and its
predecessor entities have owned the property gusingthe-follevwing-timerperiod: since 1925.
Wagas Land Company LLC took title in September 2005. Prior thereto for many years title was
held by Wagas Land Company, a partnership aka Wagas Ranch aka Wagas Gun Club. Prior
thereto title was held by various entities consisting of at least one corporation, one sole
proprietorship and one partnership each of which used the name Wagas Land Company, Wagas

Gun Club and or Wagas Ranch.

6. The following are all individuals/entities appearing on the title for the above identified
APN/APNS from Jan 1, 2000 to the present: Wagas Land Company, a general partnership and
Wagas Land Company LLC.

7. For each individual/entity identified in paragraph 6 that individual/entity appeared on the
title during the following time: Wagas Land Company LLC took title in September 2005. Prior

thereto Wagas Land Company, a general partnership held title.

1.eases

8. \ (declarant or party affiliated with declarant) leases propert
\\ own and that overlies the Antelope Valley Area of Adj

decided by this court and idéntified by the following APNS:

9. The total acreage by parcel is:

10, The property is currently leased to:

11, The property was lgaded on the following dates:

may claim groundwater rights from the@‘f\

-2 -

12, Thelkease provides that

DECLARATION
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attached hereto ynd incorporated herein.

13. leases property from which overlies the

Antelope Valley Area of Adjudication as decided by this court and is identified by the following

APNS:

14, The total acreage by parcel\\ /

15. The Lease provides that

ay claim groundwater rights from use of

water on leased property. Attached to this delara on is a true and correct copy of the lease.

[If additional room is needed, please attach A PN/A. \WNs, Name of the Lessor and acreage by APN
for each parcel list in Exhibit D to this dgclaration. ] A'ue and correct copy of Exhibit D is

attached hereto and incorporated herein.

16. ckaims groundwater rights only as to the leasehold interests listed

in Paragraph 15 and Exhibit Dy

17. claims groundwater rights only s to the properties listed in

Paragraph 2 and Exhibjf A and as to the leasehold interests listed in Pardgraph 8 and Exhibit C.

18. To the best

my knowledge, only claims groundwater rights as to the

properties by water meters. Exhibit E contains the records for these water meters for the

following vears:
- 3 -

DECLARATION




LAW OFFICES 3§
BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP

3750 UNIVERSITY AVENLUE, SUITE 400

O, 8B0OX 1028
RIVERSIDE, CALIFIRNIA 92502

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

24
25
26
27
28

true and correct copy of Exhibit E is attached hereto and incorporated herein.

20. \ Exhibit F sets forth the total yearly production amounts by metered water well6n the

isdttached hereto and incorporated herein.

Pump Tests/ Electric Records

23, In order to calculate groundwater pumped and used on the properties referenced above,
Wagas Land Company LLC and Wagas Land Company a general partnership relied on Edison
Company pump tests and electric records. Exhibit I contains true and correct copies of the pump
test records and electrical records for wells on the properties referenced above. The electric
records attached to this declaration as Exhibit I do not include electric use on the properties
referenced above for anything other than pumping groundwater.

24, Exhibit 3_1also sets forth the amount of total yearly groundwater that Wagas Land

Company LLC estimates was pumped and used on the properties referenced above for the years
2000-2004, 2011, and 2012 based on the attached pump test records and electrical records for the
wells on the properties referenced above. A true and correct copy of Exhibit 3 | is attached
hereto and incorporated herein.

25. Pump tests were performed on the-felewing-dates: the dates shown on the Edison punip
- 4 -

DECLARATION
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test records contained in Exhibit I. Edison Company pump tests were also performed for years
prior to the years referenced above. We have those records back to and including 1985.
26. Wagas Land Company LLC is not producing pump test records for $he-followine dates

years prior to 2000 because the Court Order did not direct us to do so.

27.  lam set aware etasy-ether that Edison Company also conducted pump tests on the

properties referenced above prior to 1985 but Edison Company has not preserved those records

and neither have we having-beenperforned on the propertesreferenced above

Pump Tests/Diesel Records

&\In order to calculate groundwater pumped and used on the properties referenced above,

relied on pump tests and diesel fuel records. Exhibit K cefitains

31. is no¥producing pump test resprds for the following

dates because:

/

32.  Tam not awapeof any other pump tests having been performed on

e properties
referenced aboves

Crop Duties and Irrigated Acres

33. order to calculate water use on the properties referenced above,

relis on the amount of acres in irrigation on the properties referenced above muitéph’edN
- 5 -
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by APN for the years 2000-2004, 2011

copy of Exhibit N is attached hereto and i

e amount of water for each use.)

36. The amount of water used on the parcels on an annual basis is set out in Exhibit | herelo,

We keep track of the water used by well. We do not keep track of the water applied by APN

mumbers, used
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The water was used for the following: Wildlife habitat and a very small amount for domestic

purposes.
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foregoing is true and correct. Executed this Z_é_ day of January 2013, at Zﬁﬂmﬁ,{, 4

California.

-8~
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Dates of Lease:

Acreage: \
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/

Leased ty./
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WAGAS LAND COMPANY LLC WATER USAGE: 2000-2004
AND 2011-2012 {Revised 12-19-12)

(AS DETERMINED BY EDISON COMPANY PUMP TESTS)

South Well
(60 HP)
Referred to
by Edison as

North Well  East Well "WestWell" Total

Year (30 HP)AFY (50 HP) AFY AFY AFY
2000 220.3 556.7 605.9 1382.9
2001 88.3 426.7 521.7 1036.7
2002 44 .5 433.6 575.8 1053.9
2003 34.6 4557 548.8 1038.9
2004 32.8 466 518.6 1017.4
Average 1106.0
Median 1038.9
Highest 1382.9
2011 11.5 472.1 467.9 051.5

2012 10.3 469.8 536.7 1016.8
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| SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Confidential/Proprietary information

A EDISON

A EDISON INTERNATIONAL® Compsny

October 18, 2011

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAE LAND COMPANY
4306 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 810112650

HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS, PlantNORTH WELL #1

Location: 38TH ST VW N/S AVE A HP: 36
Cust# 0-008-172% Serv. Actt # 003-4220-09

Meter:  3412M-7140 Pump Ref# 2580

In accordance with your request, an energy efficiency test was parformed on your furbine well
pump on Ootober 11, 2000, If you have any questions regarding the results which foliow, please
contact GARY PARDUE at (B61)728-5662.

Equlpment

Purp: AUROR No: V8472008

Motor: Us Noo ‘R718303219
Discharge Pressure, PSI 17 151 26.5
Standing Water Level, Feet 143.7 143.7 143.7
Drawdown, Feet 41.3 3540 - 28.9
Digcharge Head, Fest 3.8 349 81.2
Pumping Water Level, Feet 185.0 178.7 172.8
Total Head, Feet 188.8 213.8 233.8
Capacity, GPM 379 38 283
GFM per Foot Drawdown 8.2 8.1 .1
Acre Feet Pumped in 24 Hours 1.675 1.410 1182
kW Input to Motar 245 238 22.2
HP Inputto Motor 328 . 31.8 29.8
Motor Load (%) 98.8 94.2 g7.8
Measured Speed of Pump, RPM 1,774
kWh por Acre Foot 351 405 458
Overall Plant Efficlancy (%) 55,0 53.8 52.2

Test 1 is the normal operation of this pump at the time of the above test(s). The other results
were obtained by throtiiing the discharge.

DAN L. JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services’

10180 Telegraph Road
Ventura, T4 93004 ’



VE  SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ConfidentialProprietary Information

EDISON

AnEBJSUN INTERNATIONALS Company

October 19, 2014

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4805 INDIANCLA WAY

- LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant ‘NORTH WELL #1

Looation: 35TH 5T W N/S AVE A HP; 30
Cust#:; 0-008-1728 Serv. Acct. # 003-4220-08
Meter:  3412M-7140 Pump Ref# 2580

The foliowing energy efficiency analysis is presented as an &id to your cost acootnting, This is an
estimate based on the condifions present during the Edison pump test performed on
‘Qctober 11, 2000, bllling histery for the past 12 months, and your surrent rate 6f TOU-PA-A.

Assuming that waler requirements will be the same es for the past year, and alf operating
conditions (annual hours of operation, head above, and water pummping level) will remain the
same as they were at the time of the pump test, it is estimated that:

1. Oversll plant efflclency can be improved from 55.0% to 65.0%,
. 4. This can save you up o 11,868 kWh and $1,233.62 annuatly,
3. These kKWh savings franslate to a 5,2-lon decrease in 0O: amissions,

A Plant Efficlency

Existing {mproved Savings
Total kWh _ - 77,340 85474 11,868
KW Input " 245 207 3.8
KWh per Acre Foot ‘ 354 . 207 54
Acre FestperYear . %203
Average Cost per KWh $6.10
Average Cost per Acre Foot $36.51 $30.91 $5.60
Overall Plant Efficiency (%) . 850 65,0
Total Annual Cost $8,042.74 $8,B08.82 $1,233.02

It & sincerely hoped that this Information wili prove haipful.to you, and that YOUr conoerns over
rnaintaining optimum energy efficiency will be continued, ! you have any questions regarding this
repor, please contact GARY PARDUE at (551)726-5882.

DAN L, JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraullz Services

10180 Telrgraph Road
Veotura, CA 93004



Confidential/Proprietary information

February 14, 2012

ATTN. ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4908 INDIANCLA WaY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS, Flant: 'EAST WELL #2

Location; E/S 30THW S/IOAVE A HP: §0
Cusl#:  0-000-2633 Serv. Acct & 14-8034-41
Meter: 3412M-6681 Pump Ref# 2578

In accordancs with your request, an energy efiiciency test was performed on your turbine well
pump on Qclober 11, 2000, i you have any questions regerding the results which follow, please
contact GARY PARDUE at (881)726-5662.

EBquipment

Pump: LERB No:  'D{B00D

Motor: us No.  "H1019382
Discharge Pressurs, PSI i3
Stanging Waler Level, Faet 145.8
Drawdown, Feset 384
Discharge Head, Fest 0
Pumping Water Level, Feel 182.2
Total Head, Feat 186.2
Capacity, GPM 709
GPM per Foot Drawdown 148.5
Acre Feet Pumped in 24 Mours 34134
kW input to Motor 43.06
HP Input to Motor B7.7
Motor Load (%) 103.8
Measured Speed of Pump, RPM 4,774
kWh per Acre Foot 328
Gverall Plant Efficiency (%) 57.5

DAN L. JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services



Confidential/Proprigtary information

February 14, 2012

ATTN: ED WOPRSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4806 INDIANGCLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 21011-2650

PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant: 'EAST WELL#2

Location: E/S 30TH W S/0 AVE A HP: 50
Cust#  0-000-2833 Serv. Acet & 014-8034-41
Meter:  3412M-BBB1 Pump Ref# 2578

The following energy efficiency analysis is presentad as an aid to your cost accounting. This is an
estimate based on the condifions present during the Edison pump test performed on
October 11, 2000, billing history {or the past 12 months, and your current rate of TOU-PA-80P-1,

Assuming that water requirements will be the same as for the past yesr, and sall operating
conditions (annual hours of ocperation, head sbove, and water pumping level) will remain the
same as they ware al the ime of the pump test, it is estimated thaf

1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved from 57.5% to 70.0%.
2. This can save you up 1o 32,736 kKWh ardd $2,262.30 annually.
3. These kWh savings translate to a 14-ton decraase in COzemissions.

Piant Efficiency

Totai kWh 183,372 166,636 32,736
kW input 43.0 35.3 7.7
kWh per Acre Fool 328 271 59
Acre Feet per Year 5868.7

Average Cost per kWh $0.07

Average Cost per Acre Foot $22.76 $18.70 $4.08
Gverall Plant Efficiency (%) 57.5 70.0

Total Annual Cos! $12,672.47 $10,410.18 §2,262.30

i i3 gincerely hoped thal this nformation wilt prove helpful 1o you, and tha! your conserns over
maintaining optimum energy efficiency will be continued.  If you have any gquestions regarding this
report, please sontact GARY PARDUE st (661)726-5562.

DAN L. JOMNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services



Confidential/Proprietary information

Qctober 19, 2011

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS, Plant’'WEST WELL #3

Location: 3310 W AVENUE A HP:60 .
Cust# 00061720 Serv, Acet #  003-8970-34
Meter:  3416M-7011 Pump Ref#: 2579

In accardance with your request, an energy efficiency test was performed on your iurblne well
purmp on Oclober 12, 2000. If you have any questions regarding the resulis which follow, please
contact GARY PARDUE at (661)726-5662.

Equipment

Pump: L&B hNa: 21847

Motor: us Noo ‘1025182
Discharge Pressure, PSI 8 14.1
Standing Water Leval, Faet 158,8 158.9
Drawdown, Feet 35.2 30.7
Discharge Head, Feet 1.8 32.8
Pumping Water Leve), Feet 194.1 189.6
Total Head, Fest 185.8 2222
Capacity, GPM 878 827
GPM per Foot Drawdown 27.8 28.9
Acre Feet Pumped in 24 Hours 4.323 3.855
kW Input io Motor - ; 81.2 §0.5
HP Input to Motor B2.1 81.1
Motar Load (%) 1234 121.7
Measured Spesd of Pump, RPM . 1,778
KWh per Acre Foot 240 397
Overall Plant Efficiency (%) 58.0 A §7.2

Test 1 is the normal operation of this pump at the time of the above lest{s), The other resulls.
were oblained by throtiling the discharge,

DAN L. JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Bervices

10180 Telepraph Road
Ventra, CA 93004



| SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ConfidentialProprietary Information

| EDISON

An EDISON INTERNATIGHALY Company

October 18, 2011

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4908 INDIANCLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 21011-2650

PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant 'WEST WELL #3

Location: 3310 W AVENUE A HP: 60
Cust# 0-008-1729 Serv. Acct, # 003-6970-34
Meter,  3418M-7011 Pump Ref# 2579

The following energy efficiency analysis is presented as an aid to your cost aceounting. "this is an
estimate based on the condifions present during the Edison pump test performed on
October 12, 2000, biliing history for the past 12 months, and your current rate of TOU-P-S-1-AP.

Assuming that water reguiraments will be the same as for the past year, and zli operating
. conditions (annual hours of operation, head above, and water pumping leve!) will remain the
same as they were at the time of the pump test, It is estimated that

1. Overall plant efficiency can be impraved from 58.0% to 70.0%.
2. This can save you up 1o 32,498 kWh and $2,000.88 annually,
3. These kWh savings translate to a 14-ton decrease in COzemissions.

Plant Efficiency

) Existing [mproved Savings
TotalkWh 205,908 173,410 32,488
KW input B1.2 91.5 ' 8.7
kWh per Acre Foot 340 ] 286 &4
Acra Faat par Year ‘ 6068.9
Average Cost per KWh §0.08
Average Cost per Acre Foot §20.82 $17.62 $3.30
Overall Plant Efficiency (%) 5a.0 70.0
Total Annual Cost’ $12,677.24 §10,676.45 £2,000.86

It Is sincerely hoped that this Infermation will prove helpful to you, and that your concerns over
maintaining optimum erergy efficiency will be continued. you have any qguestions regarding this
feport, please contact GARY PARDUE at (551)726-5662.

DAN L. JOHNSON
Manager
Mydraulic Services

103180 Telegraph Road
Ventura, CA 93004
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SOUTHERN CALIFORMNIA

EDISON

Avs FHISON INTERNATIONAL™ Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

Qctober 5, 2001
ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL

WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIANOLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS - NORTH WELL #1
35TH ST W N/S AVE A
CUST #: 0-006-1729  SERV ACCT #: 003-4220-09
DATE OF TEST: October 1, 2002

In accordance with your regquest, a test was made on your turbine well
pump on the date listed above. If you have any questions regarding the
results which follow, please contact GARY BPARDUE at {661)726-5662,

EQUIPMENT
PUMP: AURCR NO: V8472093
MOTCR: US NO: R718303919 30 HP

METER: 732M-54
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2580

TEST REEULTS TEET 1 TEST 2 TEST 3
Discharge Pressure, PSI 1.0 15.9 26.3
Standing Water Level, Ft. 150.4 150.4 150.4
Drawdown, Ft. 29.1 3z2.2 26.1
Discharge Head, Fr. 2.3 36.7 0.8
Pumping Water Level, Ft. 188.5 1B2.6 17€.5
Total Head, Ft. 191.8 219,3 237.2
Capacity, GPM 36E.0 254 .0 235.0
GPM per Ft. Drawdown S.4 2.1 9.0
Acre Ft. Pumged in 24 Hrs. 1.618 1.289 1.03%9
kW Input to Motor 24 .3 22.1 21.5
HP Input to Motor 4.6 31.0 28.8
Motor Load (%} 96.1 91.4 B5.1
Measured Speed of Pump, REM 1790
kWhk per Acre FL. 427 487
Overall Plant Efficiency {%) 54 .4 2.6 48.8
Test 1 ie the normal coperation of this pump at the time of the above
test (s). The other results were cbtained by thr 1 t discharge. L

ey st \
gi???i?ic Services c§§€}
Vv

(A

N

Y&g;3%§k€39967

42060 10th 5t W,
Lanuasier, TA 93534



] SOUIHLRN CALL OlNiA

EDISON

AR ERISOUN ISTERNATIONALSY Compiay

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

OCctober S, 2002
ATTN: ED WOPBCHALL

WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIANOLA WAY
La CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING £OST ANALYSIS
HP: 30 - PLANT: NORTH WELL #1
CUST #: 0-006-1729 SERV ACCT #: 003-4220-09
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2580

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operaking
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed October 1, 2001
and billing history fer the past 12 monthe.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY
PA-1
Current Rate

Total kWh 3183¢
kW Input 24.3
kWh per Acre Ft, ' 361
Acre FL. per Year 88.3
Avg. Cost per kwh $£0.11
Avg. Cost per Acre Pt. £28.30
Overall Plant Eff. (%) Bg . 4
TOTAL ANNUAL QST $3,469.61

The hydraulic test regults indicate that this pump ig operating in
an efficient manner.

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining cptimum pump efficiency will
ke continued.

(661} 726-5662,

If you have any questions, please contact GAR:i[ﬁhD
Zan,

DAN TOHNSON
HManager
Hydraulic Sexvices

42060 10th St W,
Larcaster, CA 83334



SOUIHERN CALE ORNIA

EDISON

AR EDISOR INTLENATIONAL™ Connpny

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

October 5, 20021
ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND CCMPANY
4906 INDIAWOLA WAV
LA CANADA, CA 83011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALVSIS
HP: 30 - PLANT: NORTH WELL #1
CUST #: 0-006-17209 SERV ACCT #: 003-4220-05
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2580

The following Pumping Cost Analysig is Presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the REdison Pump Test performed October 1, 2001
and billing history for the past 12 months.

It is recommended and agsumed thar:

1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved to 65.0%.
2. Water requirements will be the same as for the past vear.
3. All coperating conditions {annual hours of operation, head

above, and water pumping level) will remain the samg as

they were at the time of the pump test.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY IMPROVED PLANT EFFICIENCY
PA~1 Ph~1
Current Rate Current Rate Savings

Total kWh 31836 26644 5162
KW Input 24.3 20.3 4.0
kWh per Acxe FL. 361 . 302 ]
Acre Ft. per Year 88.3 8.3
Avg, Cost per kWh $0.11
Avg. Cost per Acre Fh, 439,30 832.8¢ 26 .41
Overall Plant BFff. (%) 54.4 65.0
TOTAL ANNUAL COST 53,469,861 $2,903.80 8565, 81

It ir sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining eoptimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any questions, please contact GARY}E?%%U

61} 726-5662.

DAN JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services

42060 10th B, W,
Laneasior, CA 93534



| SOUITHERN CALIORNIA

EDISON

A TIHSON INTERNATIONAL ™ Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

Qetober 5, 2001
ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4908 INDIANOLAR WAY
LA CANADA, CA 91011-~2650

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS - EAST WELL 2
E/S 30TH W S§/0 AVE 1
CUST #: 0-000-2633 SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41
DATE OF THST: Qctober 1, 2001

In aeccordance with your request, a test was made on your turbine well
pump cn the date listed above. If you have any gquestious regarding the
results which follow, please contact GARY PARDUE at {661)726-5562,

EQUIPMENT
POMP: L. & B NCG: D1B8CO09
MOTOR: U8 NG: Higie3dsz 50 Hp

METER: 732K-1194
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2578

TEST RESULTS

Discharge Pressure, PSI 1.1

Standing Water Level, Ft. 144 .7

Drawdown, FL. 36.9

Discharge Head, PFt. 2.5

Pumping Water Level, Ft, i81.6

Total Head, Fr. i84.:2 CQ?C |=§: n
Capacity, GPM 700.0 #‘15&\{”"%
GPM per Ft. Drawdown 18,0

Acre Ft. Pumped in 24 Hrs. 3.054

KW Input teo Motor £2.7

HP Input to Motor 57.3

Moter Lozd (%) 103.1

Meagsured Speed of Pump, RPM 1773

kWh per Acre FE.

Overall Plant Efficiency (%) ;iaéf
?A.N

D SON .
Manager q@)
Hydraulic Services

y Q@

G P
42060 10th SL W, a157

Lancaster, CA 83534



[ SOUIHESN CALEGINIA

EDISON

AN ERISON INFERNATIONAL™ Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

Octobex 5, 2001
ATTN: BD WOPSCHALL

WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIANOLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 51011-265D

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS
HP: 50 - PLANT: BAST WHELL #2
CUST #: 0-000-2633 SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2578

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to YOour
cost accounting. This analysie is an estimate prepared from operating
eriteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed October 1, 2001
and billing history for the past 12 months.

EXISTING PLANT BFFICIENCY
TOU-PA-S0P
Current Rate

Total kWh 141372
kW Input az .7
kWh per Acre Ft. 331
Lere Fr, per Year 426.7
Avg. Cost per kWh 50.07
Avg. Cost per Acre Ft. £21.82
Overall Plant Eff., (%) 56.8
TOTAL ANNUAL CQCET §%,311.04

The hydraulic test results indicate that this pump is aperating in
an efficient manner.

It is sincerely hoped that this information will preve helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pump efficiency will
be continued.

El}726-5662,

If you have any guestions, please contact SARitzzzD

%Y
0 DAN SCON
qf5(30$¥b %~'Ie;mag;w:r\f
\ er o\ 0 4 Hydraulic Services
AN

Y 0
y U
42060 10th 51, W, qﬁ%
Luncasten, CA 93534 ,\/&



SOUHFIRN CALHORNIA

EDISON

An EDISDN INTHRNATIONAL™ Conpang

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

October 5, 2001
ATTN: ¥®D WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4306 INDIANOLA WAY
La CanNmRDa, CA 91011-25650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS
HP: 50 - PLANT: EAST WELL {i2
CUST #: 0-000-2633 SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2578

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an ald to vour
cost accounting. This analysgis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed Octecber 1, 2001
and billing history for the past 12 months.

It is recommended and assumed that:
1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved to 70.0%.
2. Water requirements will be the same as for the past year.
3. All operating conditions (annual hours of operation, head
above, and water pumping level) will remairn the same as
they were abt the time of the pump test.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY IMPROVED PLANT EFFICIENCY

TOU- PA- S0P TCU-TA-30P

Current Rate furrent Rate Savings
Total kWh 141372 114780 26592
kW Input 42,7 34.7 8.0
k¥Wh per Rere Pr. 331 269 62
Acre Ft. per Year 426 .7 426 .7
Avg. Cost per kWh $0.07
Avg. Costf per Acre Ft. $21.82 517.71 $4.10
Overall Plant EEf, {%] 56.8 0.0 :
TOTAL ANNUZIL, COET $5,311.04 57,589.63 $1,751.%§)

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum purping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any gquestions, please contact GARY‘jgﬁ§ L (#61)726-5662,
#an
DAN J@HNEON

Manager
Hydraulic Services

42060 10th 51 W,
Larwaster, CA 83534



SOUTHERNY CALIHNIA

EDISON

An LIHEON BNTERNATHONAL™ Comprny

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATTION

Coctober &, 2001
ATTN: EL WOPRCHALL

WAGAS LAND (COMPANY
4506 INDIANOLA WAY
LA CANADA, Ch 91011-2650

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS - WEST WELL #3
35TH W 1/4 &/0 AVE R
CUST #: 0-006-1729  SERV ACCT #: 003-6970-34
DATE OF TREST: October 2, 2001

In acccrdance with your request, a tezt was made on your turbine well
pump on the date listed above. If vou have any questions regarding the
results which follow, please contact GARY DPARDUE at {661)726-5662,

EQUIPMENT
PUMEP: L & B NO: 21847
MOTOR: US NG: 1025182 60 HMp

METER: Q728K-1297
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2575

TEST RESULTS

Discharge Pressure, PSI 0.8
Standing Water Level, Ft. 168.3
Drawdown, Ft. 31.8
Digcharge Head, Ft. 1.8
Pumping Water Level, rt. 200.1
Tctal Head, Ft. 201.9
Capacity, GPM 938.0
GPM per Ft. Drawdown 28.5
Acre Ft, Pumped in 24 Hrs. 4,146
kKW Input to Motox 61.1
HF Input te Motor 81.8
Meotox Lead (%) 122.9
Measured Speed of Pump, RPEM 1786

kWh per Acre Pt.

.
Overall Plant Efficiency (%) Sﬁ,iézgla

o ai.g_ Jgr SO
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SOUHIE RN CAT IFORNIA

EDISON

An EEHSOR INTERNATIONAL Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY TNFORMATION

Cctober 5, 2001
ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL

WAGAE LAND COMPANY
4506 INDIANCLA WAY
LA CANRDA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS
HP: 60 - PLANT: WEST WELL #3
CUST #: 0-006-1729 SERV ACCT #: 003-6970-34
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 257%

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your

cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating

criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed October 2, 2001
and biliing history for the past 12 months.

EXIEBTING PLANT EFFICIENCY
TOU-PA-S0OP
Current Rate

Total kWh 184592
kW Input 61.1
k¥h per Acre Fo, 354
Acre Ft., per Yeax 521.7
Avg, Cost per k®h 50.07
Avg. Cost per Acre It, $23.02
Cverall Plant BEFf. (%) 58.4
TOTAL ANNUAL COST £12,010.28

The hydraulic test results indicate that thie pump is operating in
an efficient manner.

it is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pung efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any guestions, please contact GA%;ﬂEjRDUE at [661)726-5662.

19
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SOUTHLEN CAYEORNIA

EDISON

AN EDISUN INTERNATIONAL Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

Octoker 5, 2001
ATTN: BED WOPSCHALL

WAGAE LAND COMPANY
4206 INDIANCOLE WAY
LA CANADA, CR 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALVYSIS
HE: g0 -~ PLANT: WEST WELL #3
CUST #: 0-006-172% SERV ACCT #: 003-6970-34
HYDRAULI¢ TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2579

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analvsie is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed October 2, 2001
and billing history for the past 12 months.

It de recommended and assumed that:
1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved to 70.0%.
2. Water requirementse will be the same as for the past year.
3. All operating conditions (annual hours of cperation, head
above, and water pumping level} will remain the same as
they were at the time of the pump test.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY IMPROVED PLANT EFFICIENCY

TOU-PA-50P TOU-PA-30P

Current Rate {urrent Rate Savings
Total kWh 184572 153801 30671
kW Input 6i.1 50.9 10.2
kWh per Acre Ft, 354 2585 59
Acre FU, per Year 521.7 521.7
Avg. Cost per kWh £6.07
Avg. Cest per Acre FL. $23.,02 £1%.19 $3.83
Overall Plant Eff. (%) 58.4 70.0
TOTAL ANMUAL COgT $12,010.28 510,014 .50 $1,985,79

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that vour cencerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any questions, please contact GAR3A2;Zi? 61)726-5662.,

DAN HNS0W
Managexr

Hydraulic Services

42060 10th St. W,
Lancoster, CA 93534
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W sourery CALIFORNA ConfidentiallProprietary Information
= EDISON

: Oolober 18, 2011
An EDISON INTERNATIONAI® Campary

ATTN: EDWOPSCHALL
WABAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIANCLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 910112650

HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS, PlantNORTH WELL #1

Location: 35TH ST W N/B AVE A HP; 30
Cust#  0-008-1728 Serv. Acch # 003-4220-08
Meter:  3412M-7140 Pump Refs#: 2580

In accordance with your request, an energy efficiency test was performed on your turbine welt
pump on September 26, 2002, If you have any questions regarding the results which follow, please
contact BARY PARDUE at (651)728-5662.

Equipment :

Pump: AUROR No: V8472088

Notor us No: 'R718303919
Discharge Pressure, PSI 140 11.8 19.4
Standing Water Level, Fegt 1527 152.7 182.7
Dirawdown, Feet 34.0 8.5 25.6
Discharge Heed, Feat - 2.3 288 44.8
Pumping Water Level, Feet 186.7 182.2 178.2
Tofal Head, Feet 188.0 208.8 2230
(Gapapily, GPM 325 284 227
GPM per Foot Drawdown 9.8 0.0 8.8
Acre Fest Pumped in 24 Hours 1.437 1.288 1.003
kW [riput to Motor . 24.8 24.0 3.1
HP Input to Mator 333 32.2 1.0
Motor Load (%) 98.1 . 94.9 81.4
Measured Speed of Pump, RFM 1,760 .
KWh par Acre Foot 414 443 553
Overall Plant Efficlency (%) , 46.6 - 482 41.3

Test 1 Is the normal operation of this pump at the time of the above test(e). The other results
were obtained by throttling the discharge.

DAN L. JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services

10180 Telegraph Road
Ventura, CA 93004



An EDISON INTERNATIONALS Compamy

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ConfidentialiProprietary Information

 EDISON’

QOctober 19, 2011

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4806 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

PUNMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant 'NORTH WELL #1

Location: 36TH 8T W N/S AVE A HP: 30
Cust#  0.008-1729 Serv, Acct. # 003-4220-08
Meter: 3492M-7140 PumpRef#: 2580

The following energy efficiency analysis is presented as an aid 1o your cost accounting, This is an
estimate based on the condilions present during the Edison pump iest performed on
September 25, 2002, billing history for the past 12 months, and your current rate of TOU-PA-A.

Assuming that water requiremants will be the same as for the past year, and all operating
conditions (annual hours of operation, head above, and water pumping level) witi remain the
same as they were at the fime of the pump test, it is estimated that:

1. Overall plant efficlency can be improved from 48.6% 1o 65.0%.
2. This can save you up tc 5,206 XWh and $635.14 annuatly,
3. These KWh savings translate 1o a 2.3-1on decrease in COz emissions.

Plant Efficlency

Existing Improved Savings
Total kWh ‘ 18,432 13,226 5,208
KW Input 24.8 17.8 7.0
kWh per Acre Foot . 414 . 287 "y
Acre Fedt per Year 44.5 a .
Average Cost per kWh 50,92
Average Cost per Acre Foot $50.56 £36.28 $14.28 -
Overall Plant Efficiency (%) 46.8 BE.0
Tolal Annual Cost §$2,248.74 81,613.60 $635.144

itis sincerely hoped that this information. will prove helpful to you, and that your concemns over
rmaintaining cptimum energy sfficiency wifl be continued. If you have gny questions regarding this
report, please contact GARY PARDUE at {661)726-5662.

DAN L. JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulle Services

10180 Tclcgfeph Rord
Veotura, CA 93004



SOUTHIERN CALITORNIA

EDISON

AU EDISON INTERNATIONALS Comprry

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

September 30, 2002
ATIN: ED WOPSCHALL

WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIANOLA WAY
La CANADA, CA 91011-265(

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS - BAST WELL #2
E/8 30TH W S/0 AVE 2
CUST #: 0-000-2633 SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41
DATE OF TEST: September 25, 2002

In accordance with your request, a test was made on your turbine well
pump on the date listed above. If you have any questiocne regarding the
results which follow, please contact GARY PARDUE at (661)726-5662.

EQUIPMENT
PUMP: L & B NO: D1800S
MOTOR: U3 NO: HiplRazg2 50 HP

METER: 732K-11%4
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2578

TEST RESULTS

Discharge Pressure, PSI 1.8
Standing Water Level, Fi. 131.6
Drawdown, Ft,. 40.1
Discharge Head, Pt, 3.5
Pumping Water Lewval, Ft. 171.7
Total Head, Ft. 175.2
Capacity, GPM 719.8
GPM per Fit. Drawdown 17.8
Acre Ft. Pumped in 24 Hrs. 3.178
kW Imput to Moter 42.5
HP Input to Motor 57.0
Motor Lead (%) 102.6
Measured Speed of Pump, REM 1,773

kWh per Acre Ft.
Overall Plant Efficiency (%)

42050 10th St WL
Lancaster, CA 935347002

321
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DAN L. JOHNSCN
Manager
Hydraulic Services



| SOUIHLEN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

An EDISON INTERNATIGNAL® Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFCRMATION

September 30, 2002
ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL

WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 TNDIANOLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS
HP: 50 -~ PLANT: EABT WELL #2
CUST #: 0-000-2633 SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBRER: 2578

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your

cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Bdison Pump Test performed September 25, 2002
and billing history for the past 12 months.

It is recommended and assumed that:
1, Overall plant efficiency can be improved to 70.0%.
2. Water requiremente will be the same as for the past year.
3. a1l operating conditions {annual hours of operation, head
above, and water pumping level) will remain the same as
they were at the time of the pump test.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY IMPRCOVED PLANT EFFICIENCY

TOU-PA-SOP TOU~PA-80P

Current Rate Current Rate Savings
Total kWh 138,200 110,992 28,208
kW Input 42.5 33.¢9 8.6
kWh per Acre Ft. 321 256 65
Acre Ft. per Year 433.6 433 .6
Avg. Cost per kWh $0.09
Avg. Cost per Acre Ft, 528.18 822.47 $5.71
Overall Plant Eff. (%) 55.8 0.0
TOTAL ANNUAL COST £12,219,53 $9,743.31 $2,476.22

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpiul to vou,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any guestions, please contact GARY P ¥

1)726-5662.

DAN L. JOHNSON
Managexr
Hydraulic Services

42060 10th S1. W,
Lomcaster, CA 935347002



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

N INTERNATIONAL® Compony

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

September 30, 2002
ATTH: ED WORPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMDPANY
4906 INDIANOLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 81i011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS
EP: 50 ~ PLANT: EAST WELL #2
CUST #: 0-000-2633 SERV ACCT #: 014-B034-41
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMEER: 257B

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your

cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed September 25, 2002
and billing history for the past 12 wmonths.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY
TOU-PA-50P
Current Rate

Total kWh 139,200
kW Input 42.5
k#h per Acre Ft, 321
Acre FL. per Year 433.6
Avg. Cost per kWh 80.09
Avg. Cost per Acre Ft. £28.18
Overall Plant Eff. (%) 55.8
TOTAL ANNUAL COST 512,219.53

The hydraulic test results indicate that this pump is operating in
an efficient manner.

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining cptimum pump efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any guestions, please contact GBRY P )726-5662,

i

b

/A,- ..........
DAW L. <WOHNSON
Manager

Hydraulic Services

42060 t0th St WL
Lancaster, CA 93534.7002



An EDISON INTERNATIONAIS Conpany

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ConfidentialiProprietary Information

EDISON

Oclober 18, 2011

ATTN: EDC WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4908 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-2850

PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant 'WEST WELL #3

Location: 3310 W AVENUE A HP. 80
Cust# 0-Q05-1728 Serv. Acot # 003-8570-34
Meter,  3416M-7014 Pump Refg: 2570

The following energy efficiency analysis is presented as an aid to your cost accounting. This is an
estimate based on the conditions present during the Edison pump test performed on
Seplember 26, 2002,  billing history for the past 12 months, and vour current rate of
TOU-P-5-1-AP, .

Assuming that water requirements will be the same as for the past yesr, and all operating
conditions {annual hours of operation, head above, and water pumping level) will remain the
same as they were ai the ime of the pump test, it is estimated that:

1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved from 58.8% to 70.0%.
2. This can save you up to 29,735 KWh and $2,854,26 annually.
3. These kWh savings fransiate to a 13-ton decrease in COxemisslons.

. Plant Efficiency

Existing improved Savings
Total kWh : 186,456 156,721 29,735
KW Input 0.7 51.0 8.7
kKWh per Acre Faot 324 are 52
Acre Feet per Year 875.8
Average Cost per kWh $0.10
Average Cost per Acre Foot $32.47 $27.04 $5.13
Overall Plant Efficiency (%) 58.8 70.0
Total Annual Cost $18,524.78 - %1B,570.54 $2,954.26

It is sincerely hoped ihat this lnfofméﬂon will provs helpful to you, and that your concerns over
rmainteining optimum energy efficlency will be continued. If you hava any quastions regarding thig
report, please contact GARY PARDUE at (661)726-5662.

DAN L, JORNSON
Manager
Mydraulic Services

18186 Telegraph Road
Vemtora, CAS3004



L SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ConfidentiaProprietary Information

I EDISON

An EDJSON INTERNATIONALS Company

Cgtober 19, 2011

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4808 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 81011-2650

HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS, Plant'WEST WELL #3

Location: 3310 W AVENUE A HP: B8O
Cust# 0-005-1729 Berv. Accl, # 003-8970-34
Meter:  341BM-7011 PumpRef#: 2579

In accordance with your request, an energy efficiency test was performed on your twrbine well
purnp on September 28, 2002, If you have any questions regarding the results which follow, please
contact GARY PARDUE gt {661)728-5862,

Equinment

Bump: L&R No: '21847

Motor: us No: '1026182
Discharge Pressure, P8I ' 2
Standing Waler Level, Feet 144,14
Drawdown, Feet 4.7
[Nscharge Head, Feet ]
Pumping Water Lavel, Feet 185.8
Total Head, Feat 186.3
Capacily, GPM 1,018
GPM per Foot Drawdown 244
Acre Feet Pumped in 24 Hours 4.500
kW Input to Motor B0.7
HP Input to Mater 8.4
Wotor Load (%) 1221
Meastred Speed of Pump, RPM . 4,776
kWh per Acre Foot 324
Overali Plant Efflclency (%) 68.8

DAN L. JOHNSON
Managar
Hydraulic Services

10180 Telegraph Road
Ventura, CA 93004
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

An KBISON INTERNATIONAL® Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 31, 2003

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY

4906 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011~2650

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS - NORTH WELL #1
35TH 8T W N/5 AVE 2

CUST #:

0-006-1729 - SERV ACCT #: 003-4220-09

DATE OF TEST: August 27, 2003

In accordance with your request, a test was made on your turbine well

pump on the date listed above.
resylts which follow,

If you have any gquestions regarding the

please contact GARY PARDUE at (661)726-5662,

EQUIPMENT
PUMP: AUROR NO: V3472099
MOTQOR: US NO: R7183032919 30 HP
METER: 732M-54

HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2580

TEST RESULTS

Discharge Pressure, PSI

Standing Water Level,
Drawdown, Ft.
Discharge Head, Ft.

Pumping Water Level, Ft,

Totel Head, Fit.
Capacity, GPM

GPM per Ft. Drawdown
Acre Pt, Pumped in 24
KW Input to Motor

HP Input to Motor
Motor Load (%)

Measured Speed of Pump, RPM

kWh per Acre Ft.

Overall Plant Efficiency (%)

Test 1 is the normal

peration
test{s}. £

The other 5

A ‘
Manager

TEST 1 TEST 2 TEST 3

1.1 11.6 19.8

i, 155.9 155.9 155.9
33.2 28.5% 24,4

2.5 26.8 45,7

184,11 184.4 i80.3

191.6 211.2 226.0

357.0 313.0 277.0

10.8 11.0 11.4

Hrs, 1.578 1,243 1.224
24.6 23.86 23.0

33.0 31.6 30.8

97.3 93.4 51.0

1,759
374 4049 481
52.4 52.7 51.3

of this pump at the time of the above
e obtained by throttling the discharge.

Hydraulic Services

42000 1h S W,
Lancaster, CA 93534-7002



H SCUTHERN CALIFORNA

EDISON

An EDISON WITERNATIONAL® Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

Aungust 31, 2003

ATFN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY

4506 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS
HP: 30 - PLANT: NORTH WELL #1
CUST #: 0-006-1729 - SERV ACCT #: 003-4220-09
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2580

The fellowing Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an ald to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed August 27, 2003
and billing history for the past 12 months.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY
PA~1
Current Rate

Total kKWh 12,948
k¥ Input 24.8
KWh per Acre Ft. 374
Acre Ft. per Year 34.8
Evg. Cost per kwh 50.15
Avg,. Cost per Acre F&. $54.39
Cverall Plant Eff. %) 5d.4
TOTAYL ANNUAL COST $1,881.78

The hydraulic test results indicate that this pump is operating in
an efficient manner.

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

'1f you have any additional guestions regarding this report, please

contact GARY PARDUE at/]66 726-5662.
.r": -
s Sobsnee o
DAN L. 80N

Manager
Bydraulic Sexrvices

42060 10th SI. W,
Lancaster, CA 93534.7002



E| SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

An ERISON INTERNATIONALS Cumpany

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 31, 2003

ATTN: ED WOPBCHATLIL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY

4906 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CB 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS - HP: 30 - PLANT: NORTH WELL #1
CUST #: 0-006~1729 - SERV ACCT #: 003-4220-09
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2580

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed August 27, 2003
and billing history for the past 12 months.

It is recommended and acsumed that:
1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved from 52,4% to 65.0%.
These improvements can save you up to 2,518 kWh annually.
2, water reguirements will be the zame as for the past vear.
3. All cperating conditions (annual hours of operation, head zahove,
and water pumping level) will remain the same as they were at
the time of the pump test.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY IMPROVED PLANT EFFICIENCY

PA-1 Ba-1

Current Rate Current Rate Savings
Total kWh 12,848 10,430 2,518
kW Input 24.6 i8.8 4.8
kWh per Acre Ft. 374 301 3
Acre Ft. per Year 34.6 34.6
Avg. Cost per kWh §0.15
Avg. Cost per Acre Ft. $54.39 $43.81 $10.58
Overall Plant Eff. (%) 5Z.4 65.0
TOTAL ANNUAL COST $1,881.78 $1,515.86 $365.92

It is sincerely heoped that this information will prove helpful to vou,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any additdiona]
contact GARY PARDUE @

Manager
Hydraulic Services

guestions regarding this report, please
L} 7/6-5662.

42060 10th St W,
Lancaster, CA 03534-7002



1 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

An EDISCN INTERNATIONALE Compasy

ATTN: ED WOPSCHAL
WAGAS T.AND COMPANY
4906 INDIANOLA WAY
LA CaNaDa, CA 9101

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTE - EAST WELL 42

In acecordance with

pump on the date listed above.

results which foll

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

Bugust 3

L

1-2650

E/S 30TH W 8

CUST #: 0-000-2633 - SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41

1, 2003

/0 AVE 3

" DATE OF TEST: August 27, 2003

your request, a test was made on vour turbine well
If you have any questions regarding the
OW, please contact GARY PARDUE at (661)726-5662,

EQUIRMEN
PUMP: L & B NOs
MOTGR: (8 NG«

METER: 732K-~1184
HYPRARULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2578

TES

T RESULTS

Discharge Pressure, P8I

Standing
Drawdown,

Water Level, Ft.
.

Discharge BHead, Ft.
Pumping Water Level, Ft,
Total Head, Ft.

Capacity,

GPM

GPM per Ft. Drawdown

Acre Ft.
kW Input
HP Input

Pumped in 24 Hrs,
to Motor
to Motor

Motor Load (%) 1
Measured Speed of Pump, RPM 1,772
kWh per Acre Ft.

Overall Plapl Effjcigmcy (%

42060 10th 8t W,
Lancaster, CA 83534.7002

T
Bl8009
F1019352

2.0
133.4
38.6
4.6
172.0
17€.6
714.40
18.5
3,188
42.4
56.9
i02.3

323
) 56.0

e

DAaN CHNEON
Manager
Hydraulic Services

50 Hp



 SOUIHERN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

An EDISON INTERNATIONALS Compony

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY IRFORMATION

Auguat 31, 2003

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIARKOLA WAY
LA CRNADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS
HP: 50 ~ PLANT: EAST WELL #2
CUsST #: 0-000~2633 ~ SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2578

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed August 27, 2003
and billing history for the past 12 months.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY
TOU-PA-SOP
Current Rate

Total k®h 146,976
kW Input 42.4
kWh per Acre *t. 323
Avre Ft. per Year 455,7
Avy. LCost per kWh §0.09
Avg. Cost per Acre Ft. $28.16
Overall Plant Eff. (%) 56.0
TOTAL ANNUAL COST $13,288.96

The hydraulic test results indicate that this pump is operating in
an efficient manner.

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any additional gquestions regarding this report, please

contact GARY PARDUE at#{661)726-5662.
Zar '
DAN L. NEON

Manager
Hydraunlic Services

42060 10tk St W,
Lancester, CA 93534-7002



L SOUTHCUN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

An EDISCGN INFERNATIONAL® Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INPORMATION

August 31, 2003

ATIN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4506 INDIANOLA WAY
La CANWADA, CA 91011-2630

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS - HP: 50 -~ PLANT: EAST WELL £2
CUST #: 0~000~2633 - SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2578

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed August 27, 2003
and billing history for the past 12 months.

It is recommended and assumed that:
1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved from 56.0% to 70.0%.
These improvements can save you up to 29,392 kWh annuzally.
2. Water requirements will be the same as for the past vear.
3. All operating conditions {annual hours of operation, head above,
and water pumping level} will remain the same asg they were at
the time of the pump test. :

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY TMPROVED PLANT EFFICIENCY

‘TOU-PA-B0P TOU~-PA-S0OP

Current Rate Current Rate Savings
Total kWh 146,976 117,584 25,392
kW Input 42.4 33.9 8.5
kWh per Acre Ft. 323 258 64
Acre Pt, per Year 455.,7 455,77
Avg. Cost per kWh 50.09
Avg. Cost per Acre Ft. 529.1% 823,33 §5.83
Overall Plant Eff. (%) 56.0 70.0
TOTATL ANNUAL COST $13,288.96 810,631.44 $2,657.52

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to vou,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued,

If you have any additignal questions regarding this report, please
contact GARY PARDUE z;:(ﬁ 1285662,

\ﬁ.?k—h—
¥anag

Hydranlic Services

42060 10th St W.
Laneasier, CA 93534.7002



1 SOUTHERN CALITORNIA

An EDISON INTERNATIONAL® Compay

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 31, 2003

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY

4906 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 81011-2650

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS - WEST WELL #3
35TH W 1/4 §/0 AVE 2
CUST #: 0-006-1729 - SERV ACCT #: 003-6970-34
DATE OF TEST: August 28, 2003

In accordance with your request, a test was made on your turbine well
pump on the date listed above. If you have any questiong regarding the
results which follow, please contact GARY PARDUE at {661)726-5662.

EQUIPMENT
PUMP: L & B NO: 21847
MOTOR: US NO: 1025182 60 HP

METER: O72BK~1207
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2579

TEST RESULTS

Discharge Pressure, PSI 0.9
Standing Water Level, Ft. 148.3
Drawdown, Ft. 40.7
Discharge Head, 7i. 2.1
Pumping Water Level, Fk. 189.¢0
Total Head, ¥t. 191.1
Capacity, GPM 862.0
GPM per Ft. Drawdown 23.6
Acre Ft. Pumped in 24 Hrs. 4.252
kW Input to Motor 80.7
HP Input to Motor 81l.4
Motor Load (%) 122.1
Measured Speed of Pump, RPM 1,775
kWh per Acre Ft. 343
Overall Plapt Efficiency (%) 57.0
NSON
Manater

Hydraulic Services

42060 10th St W,
Luncuster, CA ©3534.7002



B SOUDHLIN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

0 EDISON INTERNATIONALE Company

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 31, 2003

ATIN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMBANY

4906 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS
~ HP: 60 - PLANT: WEST WELL £3
CUBT #: 0-006~-1729 -~ SERV ACOT #: 003-6970-34
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2579

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from cperating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed August 28, 2003
and billing history for the past 12 moanths.

BY¥ISTING PLANT EFPICIENOY
TOU-PA-SOP
Current Rate

Total kWh 187,980
kW Input &80.7
kWwh per acre Pt. 343
Aere Ft. per Year 548.6
Avg. Cost per kWh $0.09
Avy, Cosi per Acre Ft. $31.45
Overall Plant Eff. (%) 57.0
TOTAL ANNUAL COST §17,254,86

The hydraulic test results indicate that this pump is operating in
an efficient mannher.

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any additional gquestions regarding this report, please

contact GARY PARDUE (6611 726~B662.
£ : [ SR C———
AN L HNBON

Manager
Hydraulic Services

420660 10th 8t W,
Lancaster, CA 93534-7002



L1 SOUTHERN CALIEURNIA

EDISON

An EDISON INTERNATIONALE Compeny

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 31, 2003

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4506 INDIANCLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2659)

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS - HP: 60 =~ PLANT: WEST WELL #3
CUST #: 0-006-1729 ~ SERV ACCT #: 003-6970-34
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2579

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Dump Test performed August 28, 2003
and billing history for the past 12 months.

It is recommended and assumed that:
1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved from 57.0% to 70.0%.
These improvements can save you up to 34,823 kwh annually.
2. Water reguirements will be the same as for the past year,
3. All operating conditions (annual hours of operation, head above,
and water pumping level) will remain the same as they were at
the time of the pump test.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY IMPROVED PLANT EFFICIENCY

ToU~-PA~SOP T0U-PA~S0P
Current Rate  Current Rate Savings

Total kWh 187,980 153,187 34,823
kW Input 80.7 49,5 11.2
kWh per Acre F:t. 343 279 63
Acre Ft. per Year B4B.6 548.6

Avg. Cost per kWh $0.09

Avg. Cost per Acre FPt. 531.45 $25.63 $5.83
Overall Plant BEff. (%) 57.0 70.0

TOTAL ANNUAL COST $17,254,8¢6 $14,058,42 £3,196.44

It is gincerely hoped that this information will prove helipful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

contact GARY PARDUE 6H1Y726-5662.

S

Hanager
Hydravlic Services

If you have any ai:%;ional gugstions regarding this report, pleare

42060 10th St, W.
Lancaster, CA U3534.7002
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£ SDUIIIRN CALN ORNIA

EDISON

An ERISON INITERNATIONALS Company

SQUTHERN C

ALTFORNIA EDISON

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

Augus

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
VIAGAS LAND COMBANY
4906 INDIRNOLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC
35TH ST W
CUST $#: ©
DATE OF 7T

In accordance with your request,
pump on the date listed above. IF

results which follow, please cont
BEQUIP

PUMP: RUROR N

MOTOR: US Ni

METER: 732M-54
HYDRAULIC TEST REF

TEST RESULTS
Discharge Pressure, PSI
Standing Water lLevel, Ft
Drawdown, Fr.

Discharge Head, Ft.
Pumping Water Level, Ft,
Total Head, Ft.
Capacity, GPM

GPM per Fit. Drawdown
Acre Pt. Pumped in 24 Hr
kW Input Lo Motor
HP Input to Motor
Motor Load (%)
Measured Speed of
kWh per Acre Fb.

Pump,

Overall Plant Efficiency (%)

Test 1 is the normal operation of
test(g8). The other re

ar

Hydréulic Servi

1080 Telegraph Rel.
Venturn, CA 93004

€t 27, 2004

TEST RESULTS - NORTH WELIL, #1

N/8 AVE A

-006-1729 ~ SERV ACCT #: 003-4220-09
EST: Augusk 24, 2004

& test was made on vour turbine well
you have any questions regarding the

act RICK XOCH at {661)726-KR662.
MENT

O: VB47208%8

C: E718303919 30 HP

ERENCE NUMBER: 2580

TEST 1 TEST 2 TEST 3
7.0 12.® 22.6
. 147.6 147.6 147.6
34.6 29.8 25.1
i16.2 25.8 b2.2
ig2.2 177.4 172.7
188.4 207.2 224.9
328.0 295.0 270.0
8.5 8.9 10.8
s. 1.45¢0 1.304 1.1983
25,0 24.4 23.3
33.5 3z.7 3i.2
58.5 96.5 9z.2
RPM 1,760
414 446 4089
49.0 47.2 43.1

this pump at the time of the above
obtained by throttling the discharge.

ces



;somummcuwmmmw SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
EDISON

An ERISON INTERNATIONAL® Cumpany

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

Bugust 27, 2004

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4506 INDIANOLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING CQST ANALYSIS
HP: 30 - PLANT: NORTH WELL #1
CUST #: 0-006-1729 - SERV ACCT $: 003-4220-05
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2580

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed August 24, 2004
and billing history for the past 12 menths.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY
PA-1
Current Rate

Total k¥Wh 12,572
k¥ Input 25.0
kwWh per Acre Ft. 414
Acre Ft. per Year 3Z.8
Avg. Cost per kWh 50.11
Avg. Cost per Acre Ft. $46.53
Overall Plant Bff. (%) 4%.0
TOTAL ANNUAL COST $1,525.61

The hydraulic test results indicate that this pump is operating in
an efficient manner.

It is sincerely heped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be centinued.

If you have any additional gquesticnsg regarding this report, please

contact RICK KOru j;ﬁjESl T2E-5662.
- fudZan,

DAN
Manager
Hydraulic Services

10180 Telegraph R,
Venfura, CA 93004



| SOUTHERN CALIFGRNIA

. SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
{EDISON

An ERISON INTERNATIONAL Compony

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 27, 2004

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY

4206 ITNDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS - HP: 30 - PLANT: NORTE WELL #1
CUST #: 0-006-1729 - SERV ACCT #: 003~-4220-09
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2580

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to vour
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Rdison Pump Test performed August 24, 2004
and billing history for the past 12 menths.

It is recommended and assumed that:
1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved from 45.0% to £5.0%.
These improvements can save you up to 3,337 kWh annually.
2. Water requirements will be the same as for the past year.
3. All operating conditions (annual hours of operation, head akove,
and water pumping level) will remain the same a5 they were at
the time of the pump test.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY IMPROVED PLANT EFFICIENCY

PA-1 PA-1
Current Rate Current Rate Bavings

Total kWh 13,572 1G,235 3,337
k¥ Input 25.0 18.9 6.1
k¥Wh per Acre Ft, 414 31z 102
Acre Ft. per Year 32.8 32.8

Avg. Cost per kWh 80.11

Avg, Cost per Acre Ft. 5456.53 $35.085 £11.44
Overall Plant EEf, (%) 49.0 £5.0

TOTAL ANNUAL CO0ST $1,525,.51 $1,150.49 5375.12

It ieg sincerely hoped that this informaticn will prove helpful to you,
and that your concerns cover maintalning optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any additional gquestions regarding this report, please
contact RICK KOCH a EE 26K 662 .

Managéer
Hydraulic Services

1M 80 Telegraph Rd.
Ventina, CA 93004



| souniew CAUTORRIA SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
EDISON

An EDISON INTERNATIONALS Compuny

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 27, 2004

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY

£906 INDIANCLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-265D

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS - EAST WELL #2
E/S 30TH W S/0 AVE &
CUST #: 0-000-2633 - SERV ACCT #. 01l4-B034-41
DATE OF TEST: August 23, 2004

In accordance with your request, a test was made on your turbine well
pump on the date ligted above. If you have any questions regarding the
results which follow, please contact RICK KOCH at (661)726-5662.

EQUIPMENT
PUMP: L & B NO: D18009
MOTOR: US NO: B10ig3g2 50 HP

METER: 732K-11%4
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2578

TEST RESULTS

Discharge Pressure, PSI 0.9
Standing Water Level, Ft. 127.8
Drawdown, PFt. 40.0
Discharge Head, Ft. 2.1
Pumping Water Level, Ft. 167.8
Total Head, FhL. 169.9
Capacity, GPM £76.0
GPM per Ft. Drawdown 16.5
Acre F{. Pumped in 24 Hrs. 2.988
kW Input to Motor 42.0
HP Input to WMotor 56.3
Motor Load (%) 101.4
Measured Speed of Pump, RPM 1,773
kWh per Acre Pt 337
Overall Plan: Efficiency (%) 51.5

Hydraulic Services

1180 Tolegraph Rd.
Vennrg, CA 95004



isumnmNcmxmmm’ SCUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
EDISON

An EDISON INTERNATIDNA LS Conrpang
!

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 27, 2004

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMFPANY
4906 INDIANOLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYEIS
HP: 50 - PLANT: EAST WELL #2
CUST #: 0-000-2633 - SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2578

The following Pumping Cost Analysis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed August 23, 2002
and billing history for the past 12 months.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY
TOU-BA-50P1
Current Rate

Total kwh 157,248
kW Input 42.0
kWwh per Acre Ft. 337
Acre Ft. par Year 466.0
Avg, Cost per kwh 50.07
Avg. Cost per Acre Ft. 522.84
Overall Plant BFff. (%) 51.5
TOTAL ANNUAL COST $10,645,69

The hydraulic test results indicate that this pump is operating in
an efficient manner.

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,

and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

£ you have any additiocnal questions regarding this report, please
contact RICK KOCH at & 26-8662.

Aan,
DAN L¢"JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services

10180 Telegraph Re.
Venturz, CA 93004



SOUTHERN CALH ORNiA . SOUTHERN CALTFORNIA EDTISON
EDISON

An EINSON INTERNATIONAL® Compuny

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 27, 2004

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY

4906 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADR, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS - HP: 50 - PLANT: EAST WELL #2
CUST #: 0-000-2633 - SERV ACCT #: 014-8034-41
EYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE WUMBER: 2578

The following Pumping Cost Analyeis is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analyeis ie an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed August 23, 2004
and billing history for the past 12 months.

It is recommended angd assumed that:
1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved from 51.5% to 70.0%.
These improvements can save vou Up to 41,569 kWh annually,
2. Water requirements will ke the same as for the past year.
3. All operating conditions {(annual hours of operation, head above,
and water pumping level) will remain the same as they were at
the time of the pump test.

EXISTING PLANT EFFICIENCY IMPRCVED PLANT EFFICIENCY

TOU-PA-50P TCU~PA-SDOP
Current Rate  Current Rate Savings

Total kiWh 157,248 115,679 41,569
kW Iaput 42,0 30.9 11.1
kWh per Acre Ft. 337 248 85
hecre Ft, per Year 466.0 466.0

Avg. Cost per kwh 50.07

Avg. Cost per Acre Ft. $22.84 516.80 56,04
Overall Plant BEff. (%) 51.5 70.0

TOTAL ANNUAL COST $10,645.69 $7,831.46 $2,814.23

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you,
and that your cencerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any additjonal questions regarding this report, please
g(f

contact RICK KOCH at 6;;%26;@662.
Manag&r

Hydraulic Services

10180 Tejegeaph fd.
Ventura, CA 3004



ﬁSUm”W“CM“m“““ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
EDISON

An LDISON INTERNATIONAL® Cunpany

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 27, 2004

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIANOLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

SUBJECT: HYDRAULIC TEST RESULTS - WEST WELL #3
3310 W AVENUE A
CUST #: 0-006-1729 - SERV ACCT #: 003-8970-34
DATE OF TEST: Auguet 24, 2004

In accordance with your request, a test was made on vour turbine well
pump on the date listed above. If vou have any questions regarding the
results which follow, please contact RICK KOOH at (661} 726-5662,

EQUIPMENT
PUMP: L & B NO: 21847
MOTOR: US NCO: 1028182 60 HP

METER: 0728X-1287
HYDRAULIC TEST REPERENCE NUMBER: 2579

TEST RESULTS TEST 1 TEST 2
Discharge Pressure, PSI 0.8 44 .0
Standing Water Level, Ft, 141.8 i41.8
Drawdoewn, Ft. 39.6 2.1
Discharge Head, Ft. 2.1 102.6
Pumping Water Level, Ft. 181.4 163.¢9
Total Head, ¥t. 183.5 265.5
Capacity, GPM 878.0 322.0
GPM per Ft. Drawdown 22,2 14.6
Aere Ft. Pumped in 24 Hrs. 3.881 1.423
kW Input to Motor 60.7 5z2.0
HP Input to Motor 81.4 65.%
Motor Load (%) 122.1 1c04.6
Measured Speed of Pump, REM 1,777
kWh per Acre Fo, - 37% 877
Overall Plant Efficiency (%) 50.0 31.0

The above test results indicate various operating conditions of thisg
pump. Test #1 the pupp was running slightly throttled. Test #2 the
pump was filling the i eservoir,

O

Hydraulic Servicer

10180 Telegiaph Rd.
Vepors, CA 93004



| SoutILEN CAlroRNIA SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
EDISON

An ERISON INFERNATIGNAL® Cunpuny

CONFIDENTIAL/PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

August 27, 2004

ATTN: £ED WOPSCHALIL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIANCLA WAY
LA CANADA, CA 51011-2650

SUBJECT: PUMPING COST ANALYSIS - HPR: 60 - PLANT: WEST WELL #3
CUST #: 0-006-1729 - SERV ACCT #: 0063-6570-34
HYDRAULIC TEST REFERENCE NUMBER: 2579

The following Pumping Cost Analysiz is presented as an aid to your
cost accounting. This analysis is an estimate prepared from operating
criteria supplied from the Edison Pump Test performed Augnet 24, 2004
and billing history for the pasgt 12 months.

It is recommended and assumed that;
1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved from 50.,0% to 70.05%.
These improvements can zave you up to 55,664 xWh annuall
2. Water requirements will be the same as for the past year.
3. All operating conditiong {annual hours of operation, head above,
and water pumping level) will remain the same as they were at
the time of the pump test.

.

EXIBSTING PLANT EFFICIENCY IMPROVED PLANT EFFICIENCY

TCU-PA-S0P TOU~PA-80P
Current Rate Current Rate Savings

Total kWh 194,724 139,040 55,684
kW Input 0.7 43 .3 17.4
kWwh per Acre Ft. 375 268 207
Acre Ft. per Year 518.6 518.6

Avyg, Cost per kWh 50.07

Avg. Cost per Acre Ft. 525,44 518.16 57.27
Overall Plant Eff. (%) 0.0 70.0

TOTAL ANNUAL COST $33,192.55 59,419,985 $3,772.60

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to vou,
and that your concerns over maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will
be continued.

If you have any addit#onal questicns regarding this report, please

contact RICK KOCH a & 2 662.
L NSON
Manager

Hydraulic Services

10180 Telegraph Rd,
Yentura, CA 85004






SOUTHERN CALIFORMIA ConfidentialProprietary information

EDISON

December 23, 2011

An EBISON INTERNATIONALF Compony

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4806 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 81011-2650

PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Piant NORTH WELL #1

Locafion: 35TH 8T W N/S AVE A HE: 30
Cust# 0-006-1720 Serv. Acol. #  003-4220-09
Meter:  3412M-7140 Pump Ref.# 2580

The following energy efficiency analysis is presented as an zid 1o your cost accounting. This is an
estimate based on the condifions present during the Edison pump test performed on
Lecember 22, 2011, billing history for the past 12 menths, and your current rate of TOU-PA-A

Assuming that water requirements will be the same as for the past year, and all operafing
conditions (annual hours of operation, head above, and water pumping level) will remain the
same as they were at the time of the pump test, it is estimated that:

1. Querall plant efficlency can be improved from 36.1% to 61.0%.
2. This ¢an save you up fo 2,350 kWh and $1,667.34 annually.
3. These kWh savings transiate to a 1 0-tan decrease in CO: emissions.

Plant Efficiency

Existing Irproved Bavings
Toial kWh 5,760 3410 2,350
kW Input ' 26.0 15.4 10.6
kWh per Acre Foot 501 296 204
Acre Feet per Year 1.5
Average Cost per KWh $0.1
Average Cost per Acre Fool $355.23 5210.29 $144.94
Overail Plant Efficiency (%) 36.1 §1.0
Totai Annual Cost $4,088.37 $2,419.04 $1,667.24

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you, and that your concerns over
maintaining optimurn pumping efficiency will be continued. I you have any questions regarding
this report, please contact RICK KOCH at {805)654-7312,

RUSS JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services

FGLBG Talspraph Rond
Veniura, CA 3004
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Save Energys

ED%%@NQ Save Mﬁney- . e

Your test results show that you can!

Av EDISON INTERNATIONAT Company

December 23, 2011

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plani: NORTH WELL #1
WAGAS LAND COMPANY Location: 35TH ST W NIS AVE A HP:30

4808 INDIANCLA WAY Cust# 0-006-1729 Serv. Acct. #  003-4220-09
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650 Meter, 3412M-7140 Pump Ref# 2580

Dear SCE Custemer:

Helping Galifornia businesses save energy and money is a rajor goal 81 SCE. As you know, our Technical Specialist perfosmed a
free energy efficiency test on ona or more pumps at your facility on December 22, 2011, We thank you for the opporiunily to
provide this service, and eppreciate your interest in the pedormance of your pumps.

The resulis of {he testing, shown in the table below, indicate that the pump listed above has the potenlial for improved Overall
Plant Efficiency {OPE}, jower energy costs, and 2 cash incentive,

Prajecled Incentive, Energy, and Cost Savings

Exigling Improved . Savinos Cash Ingantive
Total kWh 5,760 3,410 2,350 $211.52
KW Input 25.0 15.4 10.6
kW on-peak aclivily facior * 8.9 $689.56
Acre Feet per Year 11.8
kWh per Acre Foot 501 296 204
Average Cost per Acre Foot $355.23 £270.29 5144.94
Cverall Plant Efficiency (%) 36.1 61.0
Annual Totat £4,086.27 $2,419.04 $1,667.34 8601.08

("The kW on-peak activily faglor represents how the KWW impacis the SCE sysiem during on-peak periods as
delermined by SCE's apricultural ant waler pumping cusiomers' average load profiles. By improving efficiency, your
expected kW savings is 10.6 KW, and the savings vsed for incentive calculations is 85% of 0.6, or 8.9 kW)

Case sludies have shown that repairing, retrofitling, or replacing inefficient pumps can save energy and money, and may even
help you aveid serious operational problems, For your business, this could mean the foflowing:

& Improved Plant Effiiciency: Your OPE can be improved from 36.1% to 61.0%.

o Lower Energy Costs: Based on the lest data, your past energy usage, and yoir current rate of TOU-PA-A, we estimate
that you may save up to 2,350 kWh annually (which transiales to a 1.0-ten decrease in CCz emissions). This may resulf in
energy cost savings of $1.667.34.

= Cash Incentive: Through the relraiit and insialiation of more energy-gfficient equipment, you have the potential lo receive
an incentive of $0.08 per kWh and $100 per on-peak aclivity factored kW raduced, couresy of SCE's Customized Efficiency
Program. Based on your eslimated kWh and KW, you would be eligible for a Potential Cash Incentive of $904.08. czpped
at 50% of your project cost. {See conirect for defails.)

if you are interested in an incentive for this pump, please conlact CHRISTIAN TORRES at (6261633-8954 1o complete 2 project
application. All applicants must receive a written approval authorization hefore fmplemanting any project; failure fo comply will
result in forfeiture of incentive funding.

We encourage you fo review your results and take adventege of SCE's emergy efficiency expertise and intenlives,  Visil
www.sce.comrebatesandsavings, or give us a call and let us know how we can be of further service to you

Sincerely,

Sguthers California Fdison

Program fundet by Califorsia ulility ratepayers, and admisistered by Southerr: California Edison under the auspices of the Calfomiz Pablic Uiilties Commission.

10180 Telegraph Road
Ventura, CA 93004




SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Confidential/Proprietary Information

TEDISON:

TE Decermber 23, 2011
An CISON INTERNATIONAL Compeny

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4008 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-26850

PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant FAST WELL #2

Location E/S 30TH W 8/0 AVE A HP: 80
Cust# 0-000-2833 Serv. Acct. #: 014-8034-41
Meter:  3412M-8681 Fump Ref# 2578

The following energy efficiency ansiysis is presented as an aid to your cost accounting. This is an
estimate Dased on the conditions present during the Edison pump test performed on
December 22, 2011, biling history for the past 12 months, and your current rate of
TOU-PA-S0P-1,

Assuming that water requirements will be the same as for the past vear, and all operating
conditions (annuat hours of operation, head above, and water pumping level} will remain the
same as they were at the time of the pump test, it is estimated that,

1. Overall plant efficlericy can be improved from 55.0% to 65.0%.
2. This can save you up to 24,783 kWh and $2,£419.63 annuaily.
3. These kWh savings translate {o & 11-ton decrease in CO:emissions.

Plant Efficiency

Exisfing improved Sevinas
Total kWh 160,382 135,639 24,7683
KW input 42.5 38.0 6.6
kKWh per Acre Foot 340 287 52
Acre Feet per Year 4721
Average Cost per kWh $0.10
Average Cost per Acre Font $33.24 $28.08 $5.13
Cverall Plant Efficiency (%} £55.0 85.0
Total Annual Cost $15,678.32 $13,258.68 $2,419.83

i is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you, and that your congerns over
maintaining oplimum pumping efficiency will be continued. If you have any questions regarding
this report, please contact RICK KOCH at (805)654-7312.

RUSS JCHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Bervices

10180 Telearapb Road
Veatura, CA 93004




SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Save Ene rgy.

EFDISON Save Money. . .

Your test resuits show that you can!

Ar ELNSON INTERNATIONAL Company

December 23, 2011

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL FUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant EAST WELL #2
WAGAS LAND COMPANY Locatien: EfS 30TH W S/0 AVE A HP: 80

4508 INDIANGLA WAY Cust#: 0-000-2633 Serv. Acct. #  014-8034-41
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2850 Meter. 3412M-0681 Pump Ref# 2578

Dear SUE Customer:

Helping Callfornia businesses save energy and money is 2 major goal 8l SCE. As you know, our Technical Specizist performed a
free energy efficiency test on one ar more pumps at your facility on December 22, 2041, We thank vou for the opporlunity o
provide this service, and appreciate your interest in the performance of your pumps.

The resuls of the testing, shown in the table below, indicale that the pump listed above has the potential for improved Overall
Plant Efficiency (OPE), lower eneigy costs, and a cash incentive.

Projected Incentive, Energy, and Cost Savings

Exinting Improved Savings Cesh incentive

Total kWh ' 160,392 135,639 24,753 $2,227.80
- KW Inpuit 42.8 38.0 6.6

VW on-peak activity factor * 4.3 $427.34

Acrg Fegt per Year 4721

kWh per Acre Foot 340 287 52

Average Cost psr Acre Fool £33.21 $28.08 $5.13

Cversl! Plant Efficiency (8) 550 65.0

Annugl Total $15,678.32 $13,258.88 $2,419,63 %2,655.14

(‘The kW on-psak activity faclor sepresents how the kW impacts the SCE system during on-peak periods as
determined by SCE's agricullural and water pumping customers’ average ioad profiles. By improving efficiency, your
expected kW savings s 5.5 kW, and the savings wsed for incentive calculations is 85% of 6.8, or 4.3 kW.)

Case studies have shown that repairing, retrofiting, or replacing inefficient pumps cen save energy and money, and may even
help you avoid serious operationsl problems. For your busingss, this could mean the following:

s Impraved Plant Effiiciency: Your OPE can be improved from 55.0% to 65.0%.

s Lower Energy Costs: Based on the test dala, your past energy usage, and your curent rate of TOU-PA-SOP-1, wa
estimate that you may save up 10 24,753 kWh annually (which transiales lo & 11-ton decrease in 0Oz emissions). This may
result ingnergy cost savings of $2.419.63.

s Cash Incentive: Through the refrofit and installation of more energy-efficient equipment, you have the polential lo receive
an incentive of $0.08 per kWh and $100 per on-pesk activity factored kW retuced, couriesy of SCE's Cuslomized Efficiency
Prograwn.  Based on your estimated kWh ant kKW, you would be eligible for & Potential Cash Jncentive of 52,655.14,
capped al 50% of your project cost. (See contract for details.)

if you ere interested in an incentive for this pump, please contact KRISTINA L LUNA at {909)873-7964 1o corplete a project
applicetion. Al applicants must receive a written approval authorization before implementing any project: {zilure [0 comply wili
resull in forfelture of incentive funding.

We encourage you o review your resulis and take advantage of SCEs energy efficiency expertise and incenfives.  Visit
www.sce.comirebatesandsavings, of give us a call and let us know how we can be of further service to you.

Sincerely,

Southern Califormia Edison

Frogram fundad by California iy ealepayers, and administered by Southemn Galifornia Edisan under the suspices of the Califomiz Public Utiities Cemmission,
10180 Telegraph Road
Venlurz, CA 83604



B SOUIHERN CALIFORNIA Confidential/Proprietary information
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An ERISON INTERNATIONAL: Conpany

December 23, 2011

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4908 INDHANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 81011-2650

PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant WEST WELL #3

l.ocation: 3310 W AVENUE A HP: 60
Cust#: 0-006-1728 Serv, Acct # 0023-8870-34
Meter:  3416M-7011 Pump Ref#: 2579

The following energy efiiciency analysls is presented as an aid to your cost accounting. This is an
estimate based on the conditions present during the Edison pump test performed on
December 22, 2011,  billing history for the past 12 months, and your cument rate of
TOU-P-5-1-AP,

Assuming that water requirements will be the same as for the past year. and all operating
conditions (nnual hours of operation, head above. and water pumping level} wil remain the
same as they wers al the time of the pump test, it is estimated that

1. Overall plant efficiency cen be improved from §3.8% to0 65.0%.
2. This can save you up to 28,826 KWh and $3,035.39 annually.
3. These kWh savings transiate to a 13-lon decrease in COzemissions,

Plant Efficiency

Existing Improved Savings
Total KWh 166,788 137,862 28,826
kKW Inpui 59.4 481 10.3
kWh per Acre Foot 358 205 62
Acre Feel per Year 467.9
Average Cost per KWh 20.11
Average Cost per Acre Foot $37.52 $31.05 £6.48
Overall Plant Efficiency (%) 53.8 65.0
Total Annual Cost $17,562.78 $14,527.39 §3,035.39

Hfis sincersly hoped that this information will prove helpfil to you, and that your conceme aver
maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will ba continued. If you have any questicns regarding
this repori, please contact RICK KOCH at (BG5)654-7312.

RUSS JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services

10180 Telegraph Roud
Venturs, CA B3004



Save Energy,

: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
= FEDISON Save Money. ..
g T Your test results show that you can!
An EDISON INTERNATIONAL Company
December 23, 2011
ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant: WEST WELL #3
WAGAS LAND COMPANY Logation: 3310 VW AVENUE A HP: 60
4908 INDIANOLA WAY Cust#:  0-006-1729 Serv. Acct #  003-B870-34
LA CANADA, CA 81011-2650 Meter: 3416M-7011  Pump Ref# 2579
Dear SCE Cuslomer:

Helping California businesses save energy and maney is a major goal al S8CE. As you know, our Technical Specialist performed a
free energy efficiency lest on one or more pumps at your facility on December 22, 2011, We thank you for the cpportunity to
provide this service, and appreciate your inlerest in the performance of your pumps.

The resulis of the testing, shown in the table below, indicate that the pump listed above has the polential for improved Overall
Piant Efficiency (OPE), lower energy costs, and a cash incentive.

Projected Incentive, Energy, and Cost Savings

Exisling Improved Savings Lash Incenlive
Total kWh 166,788 137,962 28,826 52,594.35
KW Input 598.4 49.1 10.3
kW on-peak activity factor * 6.7 $667.30
Acre Feet per Year 4675
kKWh per Acre Foot 356 295 62
Average Cosl per Acre Foot $37.53 $31.08 $6.49
Overail Plant Eficiency (%) 53.8 85.0
Annual Total $17,562.78 $£14,527.38 $3,035.38 $3,261.65

(*The kW on-peak aciivity faclor represents how the ¥W impacts the SCE system durlng on.peak periods as
determined by SCE's agricufturat and water pumping custorners’ avarage load profiles. By improving efficiency, your
expected kW savings is 10.3 kW, and the savings used lor incentive calculations Is 65% of 10.3, or 8.7 kW)

Case studies heve shown thal repalring, retrofitting, or replacing inefficient purmps can save energy and monegy, ang may even
help you avoid serious operationa! problems. For your business, this could mean the following:

e Improved Plant Effiiciency: Your CPE can be improved from 53.8% 1o 65.0%.

« Lower Energy Costs; Based on the lest data, your past energy usage, and your current rate of TOU-P-5-1-AF, we
estimale that you may save up to 28,826 kWh annually (which iranslates (o a 13-ton decrease In CO2 emissions). This may
result inenergy gostsavings of £3,0353%,

¢ Cash Incentive: Through the retrofit and installation of more eneray-efiicient sguipment, you have the polential lo receive
an inceniive of $0.09 per kKWh and $100 per on-peak activity Tactored KW reduced, courtesy of SCE's Qustomized Efficiency
Program. Based on your eslimated kWh and kW, you would be eligible for a Potential Cash jngentive of §3.261.65,
capped at 50% of your project cost. (See contract for detalls.)

H you are interested in 2n ncendive for this pump. please contacl CHRISTIAN TORRES at (628)633-8854 to complete a project
application. All applicants must receive a written approval authorization before implementing any project; failuse te comply wili
resull in forfelivre of incentive funding.

We encourage you io revipw your results and lake advaniage of SCE's energy efficianty experise and incentives.  Visit
www.ses.comrebatesandsavings, or give us a call and let us know how we can be of funther service o you,

Sincerely,

Soulbkern Californiz Edison

Program fanded by Califerniz utilty relepayers, and adminisiered by Southem Calitornia Edison under the auspices of the Califoria Public Utiites Commission.

1018 Telegvaph Road
Ventura, CA 93004







SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Confidential/Proprietary information

EDISON

Octlober 26, 2012

An EDISON TRTERNATIONAL® Compuony

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4906 INDIANGLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant NORTH WELL #1
Location: 35TH ST W N/S AVE A HE: 30
Cust# 0-008-1720 Serv. Acct #  003-4220-0¢
Meter:  254000-018403 Pump Ref# 2580

The following energy efficiency analysis is presented as an aid 1o your cost accounting. This is an
estimaie based on the conditions present during the Edison pump test performed on
October 22, 2012, bilfing history for the past 12 months, and your current rate of PA-1,

Assuming that water requirements will be the same as for the past year, and all uperating
conditions (annual hours of operation, head above, and water pumping level) will remain the
same as they were at the time of ihe pump test, it is estimated that

1. Overali plant efficiency can be impsoved from 37.3% to 61.0%.
2. This can save you up to 2,041 kWh and $859.98 annually.
3. These kWh savings transiate 1o 2 0.9-ton decrense in CO2 emissions.

Plant Efficiency

Existing Improved Savings
Total kWh 5,258 3.215 2,041
kW input 24.7 15.1 9.5
kWh per Atre Foot 508 311 197
Acre Feet per Year 10,3
Average Cost per kWh $0.48
Average Cost per Acre Foot $241,51 $147.74 §83.77
Overall Plant Efficiency (%) 37.3 61.0
Total Annual Cost $2.498.23 51,528.25 $9869.58

It is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you, and that YoUur CORCeIns over
maintaining optimum pumping efficlency will be continued. If you have any questions regarding
this repert, please contact RICK KOCH at (805)554-7312.

RUSS JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services

{D1R0 Telegraph Road
Ventura, CA 93004




SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Save Energy’

FDISON Save Money. ..

Your test results show that you can!

Ar ELHSON INTERNATIONAL® Company

Qctober 26, 2012

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant NORTH WELL #1
WAGAS LAND COMPANY Location: 35TH STW N/S AVE A HPF: 30

4906 INDIANOLA WAY Cust#: 0-00B-1728 Serv. Acet #  003-4220-00
1A CANADA, CA 91011-2680 Meter:  254000-016403 Pump Ref#: 2880

Dear SCE Customer:

Helping California businesses save energy and money s a major goal at SCE. As you know. our Technical Specialist pariormed a
free energy efficiency test on one of more pumps al your faciiity on Cctober 22, 2012, We thank you for the opportunity to provide
this service, and appreciate your interest in the performance of your pumps.

The resulte of the tesling, shown in the table below, indicate that the pump listed above has the potentisl for improved Qverall
Plant Efficiency (OPE), lower energy costs, and & cash incenlive.

Projected Incenlive, Energy, and Cest Savings

Exigting mproved Savings !;a‘;ih Inzenliva
Tolal KWh 5,256 3,215 2,041 $183.67
KW Input 24.7 15.1 9.8
kW onrpeak activily Tactor * 6.2 $623.36
Acre Fest per Year 1.3
kWh per Acre Foot 508 3 197
Average Cost per Acre Foot 5241.51 $147.74 %9377
Overalt Plant Efficiency (%) 37.3 61.0
Annual Total $2,488.23 $1,528.25 965,98 $807.03

{"The KW on-peak activity faclor represents how the KW impacts the SCE systern during on-peak periods as
determined by SCE's agriculiural and waler pumping customers' average load profiles. By improving efficisncy, vour
expected kW savings is 8.8 kW, and Ihe savings used for incenlive caloulations is 85% of 8.6, or 6.2 kW)
Case studies have shown that repairing, refrofitting, or replacing inefficient purnps cen save ensrgy and money, and may even
help you avoid seribus operational problems. For your business, this coutd mean the following;

v improved Flant Effiiciency: Your OPE can be improved from 37.3% to 84.0%.

v lower Energy Costs: Based on the lest dala, your past energy usage, and your current rale of PA-1, we estimate lhal you
may save up to 2,041 kWh annually (which franslates to & 0.9-ion decrease in COz emissions), This may result in energy
cost savings of $968.98,

¢ Cash Ingentive: Through the retrofit and installation of more energy-efficient eguipmant, you have the polential 1o receive
an incentive of $0.06 per kWh and $100 per on-peak activity factored kW reduced, courtesy of SCE's Cuslomized Efficiency

Programn. Based on your estimeled kWh and kW, you would be eligibie for a2 Potential Cash Incentive of $807.03, capped
at 50% of your project cost. (Se# contract for details.)

if you are inlerested in an incentive for this puinp, please contact CHRISTIAN TORRES ot (826)633-9954 to compiete a project
application. All applicants musi receive a written approval authorization beforg implementing any projest; failure to comply wil
result in forleflure of incestive funding,

We encourage vou lto review vour resulis and take advantage of 8CE's energy efficiency expertise and inceniives. Visil
www.sce.comrebatesandsavings, or give ue a cell and let us know how we can be of further semvice to you,

Sincerely,

Southern California Edison

Program funded by Calitornia utiity retepayers, and admirisiered by Seuthem California Edison under the euspices of the California Public Utiiies Gommission,

10180 Telegraph Road
Ventura, CA 930604




SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GConfidentialPreprietary Information

EDISON

Octaber 26, 2012

An EDISON INTERNATIONAL® Compeny

ATIN: ED WOPSCHALL
WAGAE LAND COMPANY
4008 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91011-2650

PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant EAST WELL #2

Location: B8 30TH W S/0 AVE A HP: 50
Cust# 0-000-2633 Serv. Accl. #  (14-8034-41
Meter:  3412M-8681 Pump Ref#: 2578

The following energy efiiciency analysis is presented as an aid to your cost accounting. This is an
estimate based on the conditions present during the Edison pump test performed on
Oclober 22, 2012, hilling history for the past 12 months, and your current rate of TOU-PASOP-1,

Assuming ihat water requirements will be the same as for the past year, and all operating
conditions {annual hours of cperation, head above, and water pumping level} will remain the
same as they were at the time of the pump test, it is estimated that:

1. Overail plant efficiency can be improved from 54.2% to 65.0%.
2. This can save you up o 26,123 kWh and $2,418.17 annually.
3. These kWh savings iranslate to & 11-ion decrease in CO2 emissions,

Plant Efficlency

Existing Improved Savings
Total kwh 167,388 141,285 26,123
kW Input 43.1 36.4 6.7
kWh per Acre Foot 3586 301 L1
Acre Fest per Year : 469.8
Average Cost per kWh 50.09
Average Cost per Acre Foot £32.98 §$27.83 $8.15
Qverall Plant Efficiency (%) 54.8 65.0
Totat Annual Cost $15,485.11 $13,076.84 $2,418.17

it is sincerely hoped that this information will prove helpful to you, and that your concerns over
maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will be continued. If you have any questions regarding
this report, please contacl RICK KOCH at (805)654-7312,

RUSS JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services

10130 Telegraph Road
Ventura, {4 93004




SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Save Energy5

EDISON Save Money. ..

Your test results show that you can!

Ar EGISON INTERNATIONAL? Company

October 26, 2012

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant EAST WELL #2
WAGAS LAND COMPANY Location: EfS 30TH W S/O AVE A © O HPiBD
4806 INDIANCLA WAY Cust# (-000-2633 Serv. Acct #:  014-8034-41
LA CANADA, CA 91011-2850 Meter: 3412M-68681 PumpRef# 2578

Dear BCE Customer:

Helping California businesses save energy and money is & major goal al SCE. As you know, our Technical Hperialist performed a
free energy efficiency lest on ene or more pumps at your facility on October 22, 2012, We thank you for the opportunity 1o provide
this service, and appreciate your inlerest in the performance of your pumps.

The resufls of the testing, shown in the table below, indicale that the pump listed above has the poleniia! for improved Overall
Plant Efficiency {OPE}, lower energy costs, and & cash incentive.

Projected Incentive, Energy, and Cost Savings

Existing Lmproved Savings Cash Inceniive
Total k\Wh 167,388 141,265 26,123 $2,351.03
W Inpul 431 368.4 6.7
kW on-peak aclivity factor 4.4 $437.20
Acre Fest per Year 469.8 .
kWh per Acre Foot 358 301 56
Average Cosl per Acre Fool $32.98 $27.83 55.18
Overall Flant Efficiency (%) 54.9 §5.0
Annuat Total $15,485.11 $13,076.%4 5241847 $2,788.24

{(*The KW on-peak activily factor represents how the KW impacts the SCE system during on-peak periods as
determined by SCE's agricultural and waler pumping cusiomers' average load profiles. By improving efficiency, your
expected kW savings is 6.7 kW, and the sevings used for incentive calcutations is B5% of 6.7, or 4.4 kW)

Case studies have shown thal repairing, retrofitting, or replacing inefficient pumps can save energy and money, and may even
help you avoid serious cperalional problems. For your business, this could mean the following;

s improved Plant Effitciency: Your GPE can be impraved from 54.9% ta 65.6%.

« Lower Energy Costs: Based on lhe test dala, vour past ensigy usage, and your current rate of TOU-PA-SOP-1, we
estimate thal you may save up 10 26,123 kWh annually {which translates to a 11-ton decrease in CO: emissions), This may

result i energy cost savings of $2.41817,
o Cash Incentive: Through the retrofit and instaflation of more energy-efficient equipmenl, you have the polentiat to receive
an incentive of $0.00 per k\Wh and 5100 per on-peak activity aciored kW reduced, courtesy of SCE's Customized Efficiency

Program. Based on your estimeled kWh and kW, you would be eligibie for = Potential Rash Incentive of $2,788,24,
capped at 50% of your project cost. {See contract for details.)

H you are interested in an incenfive for this pump, please contect Veronica Diaz af (B26)812-7670 1o complele a project
application. All applicants must receive 2 written approval authorization pgfore implementing any project; Tailure to comply wil
resull in forfefture of incentive funding,

We encoursge you lo review your resulls and iake advaniage of SCE's energy efficiency experiise and incentivee.  Visit
www.sce comfrebatesandsavings, or give us 8 cail and el us know how we can be of {urlher service Lo you.

Sincerely,

Southern California Edieon

Program funded by Califoriz uility ratepayers, and administered by Scuthsr Californiz Edison under the auspices of the Califomia Public Uiiliies Commissieh.
10180 Telegrapl Road
Ventura, CA 93004




SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Confidential/Proprietary Information

EDISON

October 26, 2012

An ERISON INTERNATIONAL® Company

ATTN: ED WOPSGHALL
WAGAS LAND COMPANY
4308 INDIANOLA WAY

LA CANADA, CA 91014-2660

PUNMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant WEST WELL #3

Location: 3310 W AVENUE A HP: 60
Cust# 0-006-1729 Serv. Acct. #: 003-697D-34
Meter:  3416M-7011 Pump Ref#: 2579

The foliowing energy efficiency analysis is presented as an aid to vour cost accounting. This is an
estimate based on the conditions present during the Edison pump lest performed on
October 22, 2012, billing history for the past 12 months, and your current rate of TOU-P-8-1-AP.

Assuming that water requirements will be the same as for the past year, and all operating
conditions (annual hours of operation, head shove, and water pumping level wili remain the
same as they were al the time of the pump test, it is estimated that:

1. Overall plant efficiency can be improved from 56.2% 0 65.0%.
2, This can save you up to 27,887 kWh and $2,564.34 annuaily.
3. These kWh savings translete to a 12-ton decrease in CO; emissions.

Plant Efficlency

Exisfing Improved Savings
Total kWh 204,780 176,913 27,867
KW Input 60.7 524 8.3
kWh per Acre Foot 382 330 52
Acre Feet per Year 536,7
Average Cost per KWh 50,08
Average Cost per Acre Fool §35.11 $30.33 $4.78
Qverall Pland Efficiency {%) 58.2 §5.0
Total Annual Cost §18,843.66 $£16,279.52 $2,564.34

It is sincerely hoped that this infermation will brove heipiul to you, and that your concerns over
maintaining optimum pumping efficiency will be continued. If you have any questions regarding
this report, please contact RICK KOCH at (805)654-7313.

RUSE JOHNSON
Manager
Hydraulic Services

10180 Telcgraph Hoad
Venrra, CA 83004




SCGUTHERN CALIFQRNIA Save EnerQY’

FDISON Save Money. . .

Your test results show that you can!

An EDISON INTERNATIONAL® Company

October 26, 2012

ATTN: ED WOPSCHALL PUMPING COST ANALYSIS, Plant WEST WELL #3
WAGAS LAND COMPANY Lopation: 3310 W AVENUE A HP: 60

4906 INDIANDLA WAY Cust# 0-008-1720 Serv. Acol. # DU3-68570-34
LA CANADA, CA 91011-26850 Meter:  3446M-7011  PumpRef#: 2578

Dear SCE Cusiomer

Helping California businesses save energy and money is @ maior goal at SCE. As you know, our Technicai Specialist performed a
free energy efficiency lest on one or more pumps at your facility on Oclober 22, 2012, We thank you for the spperunity to provide
this service, and appreciate your interest in the performance of your pumps.

The resulls of the testing, showa in the abie below, indicsls thal the pump listed above has the potential for improved Overall
Plant Efficiency (OPE), lowar eneroy costs, and a cash incentive,

Projected ncentive, Eneray, and Cost Savings

Total kWh 204,780 176,913 27,887 $2,508.05
KWW Inputl 80.7 2.4 B.3

KW on-peak achivity jactor » 5.4 $636.92
Acre Fegt per Year 536.7

kWh per Acre Foot 382 330 52

Average Cosl per Acie Foot 535,11 $30,33 $4.78

Overall Plant Efficiency (%) 56.2 65.0

Annual Tolal $18,543.86 £16,279.,52 $2,564.34 $3,044.56

{*The kW on-peak sclivily factor represents how the kW impacts the SCE system during on-peak periods as
determined by SCE's agriculiural and walsr pumping customers’ average load profiles. By improving efficiency, your
gxpected kW savings is 8.3 kW, end the savings used for incentive calculations is 65% of 8.3, or 5.4 kW)

Case studies have shown that repairing, retrofifling, or replacing inefficler pumps can save snemgy and monsy, and may sven
help you avoid serious wperational problems. For your busingss, this eould mean the following:

o Improved Plant Effilclency: Your OPE can be improved from §6.2% to 65.0%.
L.ower Energy Gosis: Based on the fest dale, your pasi energy usage, and vour current rale of TOU-P-8-1-AP, we
estimate that you may save up to 27,867 kiwh annually (which translates to a 12-ton decrease i CO2 emissions). This may
resullt ingnergy cost savings of $2,564.34.

¢ Cash incentive; Through the retrofit and installztion of more energy-efficient eguipment, you have the pelential to receive
an incentive of $0.08 per kWh and $100 per on-peak activity lactored KW reduced, courgsy of SCE's Gusiomized Efficiency
Program. Based oh your estimated kWhn and kW, you would be eligible for 2 Potential Cash Incentive of $3.044.08,
capperd at 50% of your project cost. {See contract for details.)

If you are interested in an incentive for this pump, please contacl CHRIETIAN TORRES ai (826)633-8854 to complete a project
application, Al applicanis must receive a wrltten approval avthorization hefore implementing any projec!; failure 1o comply will
resull in forfefiure of incentive funding.

We encourage you lo review your resulls Bnd leke adveniage of SCE's energy efficiency expertise and incentives.  Vieit
www.sce.condrabatesandsavings, or give us g call and 1et us know how we can be of further service o you.

Sincerely,

Southern Celifornia Edisen

Pregrams funded by Calilomia uliity ratepayers, ang adminislerad by Southern Califomia Edison under Ihe euspices of the Califomiz Peblic Uliities Commission.

10180 Telepraph Road
Venrura, CA 95004
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Appendix D-3: Table 4
Applied Crop Water Dutles and Irrigation Efficiency Values
(Db = 80%)
Antelope Valiey Area of Adjudication

E‘l;*\\ P ETane D AWE AW, E A, /AWT“ X

Crep (in} (1)) Gnj {%) (in) {in} {in} - an} 4] {84)
Alfaita 6210 60.33 80 75,42 a / 77.42 65 #
Carmnts 2747 0.00 2747 80 2433 85 46.83 38 a5
Grain 2284 1.42 21.52 80 26,80 9 4.0 3080 26 83
MelonsiSquash 2384 0.06 23,91 \\eq 20, 4 4.0 388 28 82
Orions 37.57 0.00 37.57) 80 4696 3 40 £5.96 45 83
Orcherd (Deciduous) 47.38 0.0 47,38 587 9 00 59.22 48 80
Pasture 66.18 177 £4.42 80 8053 a6 80.53 67 80
Polatoas 24.02 0.06 24.0 50 30.03 Y 34,03 28 82
sitage 27.31 000 7731 80 34.14 o 40 36,14 32 82
Sugar Beats 40.55 0. 4055 a0 50.68 - @ 4&\5153 46 a1
Vineyard (Grapes! 35.33 0.00 35,33 80 44.56 8 0.0 16 a7 80

! ET, = K, * ET, where ET, = average ET,
2 P, = pHective precipiation offsettn
¥ ET aw = evapotranspiration of
! DU = Irigation distrbution sATomity

iad water = ET, - P,

for erpsicn eontrol
Ler for feki preparation and prednigation

r specified periods, based on datz from Victorvile CIMIS Station, 1984-2003); K, values fom Univ, California Coopearative Extension
o bp 10 172 of the average precipitation, in Dec. - Feb., inclusive

ALV

21
22
23
24
25
20
27 >
28

- 21 -

DECLARATION




T

-2 -
DECLARATION

e

Lo S o A o S T SN o S g
L e TR e S = S A T S S

ZOGZE VINMOAIMVYY "SO1S583AIN
8201 Xxag ‘u'd
0ar ALINS "ANNIAVY ALISHEAIND OGLE
717 MIGFIEN P LS5IH LsEa
A0 SIO14480 Ml

oo
—

o
—

=
[

-
(o]

23
24
25
26
27
28



PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Tam over the age of eighteen and not a party to the within action. Iam employed by
Hanna and Morton LLP in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. My business address is
444 South Flower Street, Suite 1500, Los Angeles, CA 90071-2916.

On January 29, 2013, T served the following document(s) in the Anrelope Valley Groundwater
Adjudication cases, JCCP No. 4408, described as: DECLARATION OF EDWARD A.
WOPSCHALL IN LIEU OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY FOR PHASE 4 TRIAL

on the interested parties in this action, by posting the document(s) listed above to the Santa Clara
County Superior Court e-filing website (http://www.scefiling.org) under the Antelope Valley
Groundwater matter pursuant to the Court’s Order dated October 27, 2005.

Executed on January 29, 2013, at Los Angeles, California.

(STATE) [ declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California

that the above iS frie and correct.
% %
;, Syivia Cantos



SUPPLEMENTAL
DECLARATION OF EDWARD A.
WOPSCHALL
IN LIEU OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY
FOR PHASE 4 TRIAL
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HANNA AND MORTONLLP

EDWARD S. RENWICK (State Bar No. 29325)
444 South Flower Street, Suite 1300

1.0s Angeles, California 90071-2916

Telephone:  {213) 628-7131

Facsimile: (213} 623-3379

Attorneys for Cross-Defendant
WAGAS LAND COMPANY LLC

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

ANTELOPE VALLEY . Judicial Council Coordination Proceeding
GROUNDWATER CASES ~ No. 4408

I[ncluded Consolidated Actions:

Los Angeles County Waterworks District | Santa Clara Case No. 1-05-CV-045053
No. 40 v. Diamond Farming Co., Superior \ Assigned to the Hon. Jack Komar

Court of California, County of Los Angeles |
Case No. BC325201

Los Angeles County Waterworks District SUPPLEMENT TO DECLARATION OF
No. 40 v. Diamond Farming Co.. Superiot | EDWARD A, WOPSCHALL IN LIEU OF
Court of Cﬁ}ifﬂl‘n%a, COUI’K}’ of Kern Casge I}EPOSITI{)N TESTIMONY FOR PHASE 4

No. §-1300-CV254348

W Bolthouse Farms, [ne. v. City of .
{ ancaster; Diamond Farming Co. v. City of |
Lancaster; Diamond Farming Co. v. |
Paimdale Water Dist.. Superior Court of
California, County of Riverside.
Conzgolidated Actions, Case Nos.
RIC353840, RI1C344436, RIC344668. ;
Rebecea Lee Willis v. Los Angeles County |
Waterworks District No. 40, Superior
Cowrt of California, County of Los Angeles |
Case No. BC364353 :
Richard A. Wood v. Los Angeles Cownty
Waterworks. District No. 40. Superior
Coust of California, County of Los
Angeles, Case No. BC391869

TRIAL

Counsel for the small pumper class has requested that Edward A. Wopschall (Declarant
for Wagas Land Company) supplement his declaration so that the “description of the water use

be further clarified, such that it is indicaied that the property and water are also used for

SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION OF EDWARD A WOPSCHALL
™ LIEU OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY FOR PHASE 4 TRIAL WM{J
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sporting purposes.” He has also requested that further detail be supplied Concerning
domestic water use at the property. Accordingly. Edward A. Wopschall hereby supplements
paragraph 36 of his previous declaration dated January 26. 2013. which was filed herein January
29,2013, to read as follows:

~16. The amount of water used on the parcels on an annual basis is set out in Exhibit |
hereto. We keep track of the water used by well. We do not keep track of the water applied by
APN numbers. The water is used to create wildlife habitat and a very small amount is used for
domestic purposes. We provide wildiife habital for two reasons. (a) First we provide wildlife
habitat because we believe it contributes Lo the reproductive well being of both migratory and
non-migratery wilditfe. Both migratory and non-migratory wildlife need food, water and cover—-
all of which are in short supply in the Antelope Valley today. We believe this is particularly true
of migratory waterfowl, the majority of which nest and breed on the Canadian prairie. They
require food and rest as they migrate. both coming south in the fall and returning north in the
spring. If they don't have sufficient food and rest along the way. they arrive home on the
Canadian prairies in poor condition which resulisin a low rate of reproduction. The Antelope
Valley also has a resident population of waterfow]. Resident waterfow! also require food, water,
cover and safe nesting areas. (b) Second we provide wildlife habitat so that Wagas members and
their guests can make recreational use of the property. Those recreational uses inciude, but are
not necessarily limited to. hunting (about one day per week during the hunting season), hiking.
bird watching, dog training. clay pigeon shooting, teaching children and grandehildren about the
outdoors and enjoying soclal events such as barbecucs, QOur use of water for domestic purposes
consists of the domestic needs of the caretaker and his wife as well as the domestic needs of the
members of Wagas Land Company LLC and their guests. That means that there are nearly
always two people on the property using water for domestic purposes and from time to time there
are as many as 20 1o 25 people on the property using water for domestic purposes. In addition
our domestic use inctudes watering landscaping in the area surrounding our cabins. [ have been
affiliated with Wagas Land Company for approximately the last 38 years. [ know of my own

personal knowledge that the foregoing description accurately reflects what has been occurting at
2

SUFPLEMENTAL DECLARATION OF EDWARD A WOPSCHALL
(N LIEC OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY FOR PHASE 4 TRIAL W
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the property for that entive period of fime. 1 also believe that it accurately reflects what has been

occurring at the property since Wagas Land Company was formed in 19257

[ declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this /Bmday of February 2013, at ﬂw;ﬁgﬁ[z; . California.

s Kbl ]

Edward A. Wopschall

~
by

SUPPTEMENTAL DECLARATION OF EDWARD A WOPSCHALL
% LIEY OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY FOR PHASE 4 TRIAL
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PROQF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I am over the age of eighteen and not a paty to the within action. [am employed by

| Vanna and Morton LLP in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. My business address 18

444 South Flower Street. Suite 1500. Los Angeles. CA 90071-2916.

On Febroary ﬁ 2013, 1 served the following document(s) in the Anelope Valley
Groundwater Adjudication cases, JCCP No, 4408. described as: SUPPLEMENT TO
DECLARTION OF EDWARD A. WOPSCHALL IN LIEU OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY
FOR PHASE 4 TRIAL

on the interested parties in this action, by posting the document(s) listed above to the Santa Clara
County Superior Court e-filing website http://www.sceflling.org) under the Antelope Valley
Crroundwater matter pursuant to the Court’s Order dated October 27, 2003,

Executed on February ﬁ 2013, at Los Angeles, California,

(STATL) | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California
that the above 1s true and correct.

n%u;h Coites

Svivia Cantos

PROGE OF SERVICE




PROOF OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I am over the age of eighteen and not a party to the within action. [ am employed by
Hanna and Morton LLP in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. My business address is
444 South Flower Street, Suite 1500, Los Angeles, CA 90071-2916.

On May 23, 2013, T served the following document(s) in the Antelope Valley Groundwater
Adjudication cases, JCCP No. 4408, described as: STIPULATION WITH WAGAS LAND
COMPANY LLC IN LIEU OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF EDWARD A. WOPSCHALL
FOR PHASE 4 TRIAL

on the interested parties in this action, by posting the document(s) listed above to the Santa Clara
County Superior Court e-filing website (http://www.scefiling.org) under the Antelope Valley
Groundwater matter pursuant to the Court’s Order dated October 27, 2005.

Executed on May 23, 2013, at Los Angeles, California.

(STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California

that the above is true and correct.

] Sylvia Cantos



