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Quantification Settlement Agreement: 
The CRoad to Reliability 

Septe1nber 25, 2003 

: . ~: 

·'' '? ~·· '!' . 
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A ·12-Year Marathon · 

• 1986-92: Six-year drought in California 
- San Diego 95°/o-dependent upon a single 

supplier 
- Region suffered 31 °/o percent cutbacks in its 

water supply 
• Faced 51 °/o cutbacks 

- Thousands of jobs were ·lost. 
. .- ~;-·· .. - . . ., . ( ; ~ .. · 

- Millions of dollars of lost business and missed · 
location and expan·sion opportunities . 

• Early 1990s: The Paltl to l?ivers·ifica_tion 
- Major planning documents the Authority 
· produced ide.ntified agriculture-to-urban water · 

transfers as a signifiyant opportunity to diversify 
region's water supply por}folio. 
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A 12-Year Marathon (Cont.) 

• Early 1995 
- II D Seeks Conservation Partner 

'v'•."· o 

• September .1 $~ 1 ~95 .· .. . 
- SDCWA and ·{'It) eniered into MCS'Uto pursue a water 

transfer 

• July 1996 
- SDCWA/110 Water Transfer Term Sheet 

. ~ 

• August 11 , '· 1~997 
- In a Seven S!~tes meeting in San Diego, DWR's David 

Kennedy releases first draft of "(Jalifornia 4.4. Plan" 
• Makes 110-SDCWA transfer one of three "linchpins" of the 4.4 

Plan , ···:··_) ,_ · · 

• The other tw,~r::t. iJ{·¢hpins: · . 
- Quantifyir{g,Jh~ entitlements of liD and CVWD 
- Wheeling agreement between SDCWA and MWD 4 
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A 12-Year Marathon (Cont.) 

• April 29, 1998 
- Water Authority arid liD sign the largest 

agriculture-to-urbar1 water transfer in history. 
Water Authority battling. MWD in court (through 
Met's "validation" lawsuit) and in Sacramento to 
achieve wheeling agreement. 

• August 12,.1998 
- ·Negotiations produce SDCWA-MWD Exchange · 

Agreement MOU 
• Required Legislature appropriate $235 million for the 

lining of the AII-Am.erican and C9achella canals 

• November 10 · 1 ~9.9.·8 
"-~ ' • . . • . ;· . . ' .c : • • 

. - . SDCWA and MWD·\sign Exchange Agreement 
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A 12-Year Marathon (Cont.) 

• October 1·5, 1999 
- MWD, CVWD and liD· approve QSA Term Sheet 

• lncludes .. ,S.DCWA-110 transfer 
' I 

• Forms basis of lnterfm Surplus Guidelines 

• 1999 
- SDCWA and·II·D begin processing environmental 

documents·.,and pursui'ng permit process with the 
State Water. Resources Control Board 

• January 2001 
- Interim Surplus Guidelines ~pproved by Secretary 

Babbitt · . ··. · · · · , · ... 
·.i!~- . 

< 

- ISG sets deadline of Dec. ·31, 2002, for a final 
QSA to be signed · ,·. · .. 6 
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A 12-Year Marathon (Cont.) 

• January ·~QQ·2 . 
- Environmental regulatory agencies notify 

agencies .fhat they will not approve the transfer 
unless the· parties "hold the Salton Sea harmless" 

• Ensure. no "material impact to the projected salinity 
. level of the·.Salton Sea" for 15 years (SB 482) 

- Period of intense renegotiations ensues 

• Oct. 1~5, ~0·9~2 
- Under the "Hertzberg 2 process," the four parties 

resolve all issues associated with th.e QSA 
.. 

• Dec. 9 20'02-, .. ··'''' .. 
• ~ ' t 

II D's boa.rd.:.J~jects the QSA.· 
. ·. ···: .. .,., 
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A 12-Year Marathon (Cont.) 

• Dec.31,2002 
.. 

- SDCVVA and liD approve Fourth Amendment to 
.. : .. ···.the IID-CWA water transfer ·. 

·". • Achieves environmental mandate · 
• Water to be developed in the first 15 years to come 

predominately from fallowing 
• MWD and CVWD do not agree 

• January ,2003 
- Interior Secretary Gale Norton cuts California's 

Colorado River water by 650,000 acre-feet 
• Cuts liD by over 200,000 AF 
• Cuts MVVD by over 400,000AF 

{ ' 

- ·Governor Davis· orders the four water agencies to 
. renew negotiations 

I -

' 

·' 
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A 12-Year Marathon (Cont.) 

• March 12 ·20·.03 ' .. · ' . . ;; . · . 

- The four parties reach revised QSA agreement 
• Contains seven "conditions precedent" to satisfy before 

. . . 

implemeri~9tion 

• March-August 2003 
- QSA sidetra.cked over use of Prop. 50 funds for 

environmental programs 

- New objections/issues raised by MWD 

- Negotiations continue under the leadership of 
Governor Gray·oavis' team, led by Richard Katz 
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A 12-Year Marathon (Cont.) 

• Septem-ber 2003 
-Four wat~r agencies fi'ri~lize negotiations 

on a revised ·'QSA 
r ·. 

• Requires three bills to be passed by Sept. 12, 
2003 . 

- SB 227, SB 317 and SB 654 pass Legislature 

• Gives SBCWA option to assume All American 
and Goachella Canal lining p~ojects and 
receive·vvater supply benefits 

• Requir~s fi'flal approvaf'·:·by 'the four agenci~s' 
boards '9t directors by· 6)'6t. f,.12, 2003 

. ., 
•. '·-'"\'j ~ 
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Key QSA Water Supply Programs 

More than 30 million acre-feet from ag to urban: 

• IID-MWD up to 1.6 million af 

• IID-SDCW A ramping up to 200,000 af/year 

• IID-CVWD ramping up to 103,000 af/year 

• 94,000 af/year canal-lining projects 
• 78,000 acre-feet/year to either MWD or SDCWA 

• 16,000 acre-feet/year for SLR settlement 

• IID-MWD 1988 Transfer Agreement extension 
for 110,000 acre-feet/year 

11 
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Salton . Sea Restoration 

• QSA generates $300 million for restoration 

• Salton Sea Restoration Fund (SSRF) created 

• liD sells up to<l ~·6 maf to state . . . 

- MWD purchases at higher price ($250 af) 
• Revenues go into SSRF 

• MWD pays $20/affor special surplus into SSRF 

• SDCW A, CVWD· and IID· .. contribute $.3.0 million 
into SSRF 

• State of California assumes all liability for Salton 
Sea restoration · ,· · 
- Agencies have· no further funding obligations or in

kind contributions for restoration 

12 

DTX-221



Environmental Mitigation 

• CW A, liD and CVWD pay $163 million to 
satisfy QSA environmental p1itigation 

~ . . 

requirementS .. · 
- SDCW A: $64 million 

- liD: $54 million 

- cvwn·: $45 million 

• $30 1nillion .goes into Salton Sea 
Restoration:, fund 

: 
(' .. 

< 

.~ 
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SDCW A Options 

• Option 1: liD Transfer/MWD Exchange 
- Exchange Agreement fixed rate schedule .for 35 years 

or a maximum .5.1 MAF, whichever occurs first 
- Pay MWD whe~ling rate thereafter 
- Capacity not guaranteed beyond 45 years 

• Option 2: Canal lining projects and water 
- State pays $235M to Water Authority 

• Eligible for $20M Prop. 50 grants for canal projects 

- MWD assigns to SDCW A canal lining saved water 
. • 77,700 KAf' for 110 years (8.5 MAF) . 

- Pay lawful·MWD wheeling rate for all transferred 
water · •.. 
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Engineering Due Diligence Review 

• All-American Canal 
Lining Proje.ct 

• Coachella Canal 
. Lining Proje.ct 

15 

DTX-221



Basis of Review 

• URS Corporation 

• All-American Canal 
- Site Recorinaissance 

- Final EIS/EIR 

- Bureau of Reclamation 
Studies 

.. 

- Personal Interviews 

- Previous Rep.orts 
. . 

,·,· .\'.~~ 

'/ ,, 
· .... : ~ ..: 

• Coachella Canal 
-. Site Reconnaissance 

~- Final EIS/EIR 

- Bureau of Reclamation 
Studies 

· - Personal Interviews 

- 90% Design Submittal 
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All-American Canal Lining Project 

IMPERIAL 

• 
ELCENTRO . 

u.s. 
MEXICO 

ITEM 

Topography 

Length (feet) 

Length (percent) 

Earthwork (cy) 

Earthwork (%) 

Difficulty Factor 

LENGTH OF LINING = 24.4 MILES 
MAXIMUM DESIGN FLOW= 10,155 down to 7,400 cfs 

DROP2\ROP 

SAND 
HILLS 

'\. f\IYI'-'"-" ··--~-----------------INTERNATIONA' oou•o•RY 

1 
L 3 I 2 18 I REACH • , a • a • a -i 

tjJ 

REACH 3 REACH 2 REACH 18 REACH 1A-

Flat Flat Large Sand Dunes Hilly, Small Dunes 

28,900 25,700 27,500 45,000 

23% 20% 22% 35% 

1,800,000 1,500,00 10,300,000 14,000,000 

7% 5% 37% 51% 

1.00 1.04 1.62 1.32 
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All-American Canal Lining Project 
Schedule and Cost Summary 

• Schedule 
- Design - 2 years 

- Construction - 4 years 

• Cost 
- Construction Costs- $159,200,000 
- Construction Contingency (10%) 

- Engineering, CM & Admin· (20%) 

- Project Cost (2097} - $2~3,000,000 

18 
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Coachella Canal Lining Project 

RIVERSIDE COUNTY 

;·,.:-;-.;;EG".;· coiiNnT 
I 

i 

r-' 

~ ~ 
"" ::> 
~ e 
~ : 
~ : ... . 
Gil .. 

SIPHON 32 

/ SIPHON29 

r SIPHON23 

/ 

LENGTH OF LINING = 36.5 MILES 
MAXIMUM DESIGN FLOW= 1300 cfs 

SALTON 
SEA 

SIPHON 18 RIVERSIDE COUNTY 
--/------------------------------------j';'";£RiA-l'couHT"v· 

/ SIPHON 15 
/SPIHON14 

\ ---rRA~EY e- ~ Cl) 
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Coachella Canal Lining Project 
Schedule and Cost Summary 

• Schedule 
- Design - 1 year . . 
- Construction - 4 years · · 

! ,• • ', ·~. 

• Cost 
. ' . . 

- ·Construction Costs -<$69,000,0.00 · 
... ' ··. 

- Constructiori· ,:Col)ting~ncy :·( 1 0%) · 

- Engineering,CM& Adm,ih (is%) 
' ·. " ' . . .. < 

-· Project Cost .. (200;3} -.. .$86,300,000 

'· .. ~- , 
r 'oi. 

·.:;_~ ... ·; .:·:. ;-:...~:.;..: ........ . 

.. _-. .·. 
~ . 

... ~ ': .. 
' . 

,,)' 

;,~ 

; ,, , 

. ···' 20 
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Option 2 ~ Financial Risk/Benefit 
~ ~ ,. 

• Risk: 

• 

• 

• 

Exposure to :MWD Wheeling Rate 
Benefit::- >, · ... , . 

- · State furrdi!ig ($23~M) for canal-lining projects 

SDCW A' \Viti rydeive 77,700 af/year for 110 years 
• Total of .8 :5. JviAF 

Cost for beri~ifttbC~ived from canal lining 
Present val~e .~·dlfference between Exchange 
Agreemeiif'·cost ·and MWD Wheeling Rate cost for 3 5 

· .. ··.' · .. 

Years ., ..-: · · ... ·. ·. ,, · · .. 

MWD WheelihgRate inflation sensitivity needs 
..to be considered ·: 

' . . ' . . . 
·,.. ) , •.-: :··, 

: • > 

<_,, . ·• 
.-, ... , ., 
~ - ·. ( 21 
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Option 2: Financial Risk Analysis 

Assumptions: 
• SDCWA-MWD Exchange Agreement contract 

price for. each acre-foot deliv.ered 
-· $97/afin year 2003 to $140/afin year 35 

• MWD Wheeling Rate ($253/af) includes System 
Access Rate, Water Stewardship Rate and Power 

• Risk is in difference between MWD Wheeling Rate 
cost and .wheeling cost under ~xchange Agreement 

; 

• Present v_alue of differential is cost o~ canal lining 
water be-nefit .. 

22 
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Option 2 Risk Analysis (Cont.) 

Inflation Sensitivity for Exchange Agreement/Wheeling 
Differential on liD Transfers 

MWD I 3 5 Years - Exchange 
Wheeling Agreement/Wheeling 
Escalation Differential on liD · 

Rate Transfers 

PV Million$ 

2% $423 

5% $907 

Imputed Cost 
Differential Spread 
Over Canal Lining 

Water at 77,700 AFY 
for 110 Years 

MAF $/AF1 

8.5 $50 

8.5 $107 
1 $92M cost estimate overrun adds $10/afto this range ·· 23 
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Comparison 
Water Supply Cost 

.. 

•· MWD.Tier-1: 
$/AF 

73 
• MWD Tier~2: 154 
• Long-term market transfers: 250-300 
• Canal Lining Option 1: . 5 0-1 072 

1 Based on PV cost differential between MWD Wheeling Rate and 

Exchange Rate 
2 $92M cost estimate overrun adds $1 0/af to this range 

24 
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Option 2: Cost Comparison with 
Transportation 

2003 $/AF 

MWD MWDTier liD Canal 
.. '• 

... ~. Tier 1 2 transfe· Lining 
r 

Supply 73 154 . 258. 5 

System 163 163 163 163 
Access 

Steward- 30 ' 30 30 30 
ship · : ' 

. ' 
•' " ' ' ; ' 60 .. 

Power :.· . 60 ·60 ' 60 
1o· • 

•, 

' 

Total . 326 
' 407 ·. 511 258 . 

~ •, .• 

' 

: 

I 
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Option 1 & Option 2: 20-Year Melded Cost 
Comparison 

Total Melded Difference 
Supply Cost .," · . . 

~~--- J'' ... • • 

Escalation Option- Option- · Total Per Monthly 

-. 

Rate 1 2 . . 
Dollars Acre Per 

. ~ ' Foot1 
Household ~.. . 

~ 

2% $4.43B $4.81B $382M $35 $1.45 
} 

5% " $5.36B $6.09B $731M $67 $2.78 
' 

• ,.j .. '· . - _____ ·.· ___ _:· ______ . _ [._ __ - . . . 
------- ------------

1 Based upon 20-year firm imp~rted demand forecast totaling 10.95 MAF for the period 
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Key QSA Agreements 

Agreements to be signed include: 
. . 

. ~· . . .· ... 

• Colorado River,:Water Delivery· Agreement: 

• CW A-liD Transfer Fourth Amendment 

• CW A-MWD ·.Exchange Agreement Amendment 

• Environmental Cost Sharing Agreement · 

• QSA JP A Creation and Funding Agreement 

• Conservation Agreement 

.. 27 
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Key QSA Agreements (Cont.) 

• Implementation Agreement on USFWS 
Biolo_gical Opinion (Jan. ·- 12, 2001): 

• Agreement for Acquisition of Restoration and 
Interim Surplus Guidelines-Backfill Water 

• SDCW A and CVWD Backfill Agreement 
• Canal ··(ining ·Water Allocation Agreement 
• Assignment Agreement on AAC/CC Canal 
• Wheeling Agreement between SDCW A and 

. . . . 

SLR Settlement Parties : · · 
, . . 

i .. ]• 

l-" ' ~ 
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Worth Considering 

• It has taken the Water Authority 12 years (or 
eight years and one week since the MOU 
with liD was signed) to secure 200,000 acre
feet of Priority 3 Colorado River water 
supplies. 
- Largest water transfer in history 

• It will have taken less than a month to secure 
·another 77,700 acre-feet of Priority 3 

. Colorado River ~ater supplies · 
- Longest water transf~r in history 

29 
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Staff Recommendation 

• Adopt certifying resolution and 
. environmental determinations 

• Approve tfie·assignments ofMWD's canal 
. . 

lining projeCt water rights in consideration 
for the Water Authority paying MWD' s 

.. lawful wheeling rate 

• Authorize and direct the General Manager 
and Gen.eral Counsel to.take all actions 
necessary to implement the QSA and 
related agreements 

,, 

30 
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Jeffrey Kightlinger, General Manager
Karen Tachiki, General Counsel
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
P.O. Box 54153
Los Angeles, CA 90054-0153

Re: Notice of Payment Under Protest and Demand for Establishment of Escrow
Account and Refund

Dear Mr. Rgkf1inger and Ms. hiki:

This letter constitutes notice to the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
that all payments made by the San Diego County Water Authority on or after January 1,
2011 on account of billings made by Metropolitan for delivery or exchange of water
pursu ant to the Amended and Restated Agreement Between the Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California and the San Diego County Water Authority for the
Exchange of Water entered into as of October 10, 2003 ("Exchange Agreement") are
made under protest for the reasons at issue in San Diego County Water Authority y.
Metropolitan Water District of Southern Cal,fornia, et al., San Francisco Superior Court
Case No. CPF-10-5 10830 ("the Rate Case").

Pursuant to section 12.4(c) of the Exchange Agreement, the Water Authority hereby
makes formal demand that Metropolitan establish a separate interest-bearing account for
-the deposit of the Disputed Amount as defined below ("Escrow Account"). Pursuant to
section 12.4(c), the funds in the Escrow Account may not be used by Metropolitan until
there has been a resolution of the Rate Case.

Although Metropolitan has refused the Water Authority' s request for a copy of
Metropolitan's rate modeling program, we have used available Metropolitan information
to produce an estimate of the amount of the Water Authority's overpayments for calendar
year 2011 under the. rates established by Metropolitan on April 13, 2010, which became
effective on January 1,2011. The estimated annual gross overpayment is $37,824,313.
Because Metropolitan bills the Water Authority under the Exchange Agreement in equal
monthly installments, the Disputed Amount of protested payments to be placed each
month into the Escrow Account is $3,152,026, The Water Authority recognizes that a
small portion of the $37,824,313 overpayment would be reallocated to the Water

A public agency providing a safe and reliable water supp1y to the San Diego region

f'RINTRD OPI RECYCLED PAPER

SDCWA2OI O-2012_00131671

ò San Diego County Water Authority
4677 Ovedand Avenue San Diego, California 92123-1233
(858) 522-6600 FAX (858) 522-6568 www.sdcwa.org -

February 10,2011

MEMRER AGENCIES

Carlsbad
Municipal Water District

City of Dol Mar

City of Bandido

City of Notional City

City of Oceanside

City of Powoy

City al Son 1»eyo

Falibreoir
Pabilo Utility District

1-lelia Water District

Lakeside Waler Diniricl

Olivenhoisi
Municipal Waler OlsIrici

Olny Waler Distrlot

Padre Data
Municipal Waler District

Comp PendIeron
MesIna Corps Bese

Rninlsow
Municipal Water District

Ramona
Manlctpnl Water DistrIct

Pircan dol Diablo
Municipal Waler Dintntcl

Son Diegoila Waler Dintticl

Sanie Fe Irrigation District

SarAh Pay trrtgatiee Disleict

Vollecilas Waler District

Valley Cenrer
Municipal Waler District

Visra Irsigetton District

Voima
Muntctpol Water District

OTHER
REPRESENTATIVE

CennI7 of Sea -
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Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
February 10, 2011
Page 2

Authority through payments made for its purchases of Metropolitan supplies, but the
Exchange Agreement requires escrow of the entire Disputed Amount.

It is especially important now - as Metropolitan deliberates multi-billion dollar projects
and retail agencies make long-term water supply investment decisions - that
Metropolitan's supply rate is accurate, transparent, lawful and fully paid by those
purchasing Metropolitan water. While removing the supply charge from the rates
imposed by Metropolitan for transportation will have no effect on the collection of
revenues by Metropolitan necessary for the operation of its water conveyance system, it
will impact the relative cost of water paid by other member agencies. That information is
critical as retail agencies make conservation and water supply investment decisions at the
local level.

The basis for the Water Authority's estimate of the Disputed Amount is shown on the
attached spreadsheet, If you have any questions or need further information regarding
this demand letter, please let me know. Otherwise, please immediately confirm the steps
you are taking to implement Metropolitan's compliance with Section 12.4 (e) of the
Exchange Agreement.

Daniel S. Hentschke
General Counsel

C: Water Authority Board of Directors
/Maureen Stapleton, Water Authority General Manager

Enclosure (spreadsheet detailing calculation of Disputed Amount)

SDCWA2OI O-2012_00181672
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MWD Rate Structure 
Process 

September 14, 2001 - Alternative rate 
structure developed by 4 member 

. 
agencies 
September 18, 2001 - MWD Rate 
subcommittee meeting 
September 25, 2001 - Special MWD Board 
Workshop 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 





Rate Structure Components 

Supply Rate 
System Access Rate 
Water Stewardship Rate 
System Power Rate 
Treatment Surcharge 
Capacity Reservation Charge 
RTS 
Property Taxes 
Growth Charge (Proposed) 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 



Supply Rate 

Recovers some costs of existing supplies and 
development of additional supplies 

Supply costs do not include full SWP charges, 
only Delta Water Charge 

Ag and storage replenishment supply pricing to 
be set by Board 

Seasonal shift incentives are replaced with 
peaking penalties during summer season 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 
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Supply Rate ccontinued) 

Tier I and Tier II pricing system for firm 
supply 
Purchase orders 

10 year purchase agreement 
Commitment to pay for 60°/o of base firm 
demand 

Annual allowed Tier I purchases 
60°/o of base without purchase order 
90°/o of base with purchase order 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 
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Supply Rate ccontinued) 

Remainder of firm purchases at Tier II rate 

Tier II rate includes price differential to fund new 
supply acquisition (additional $70 - $125/acre-foot) 

Only agencies making Tier II purchases (growth) 
would pay for new supplies 

Future base to be computed as max of initial base 
or 10-year rolling average firm water deliveries 

By 2006, growth charge to be examined to cover 
infrastructure growth costs 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 



I ,; 

500,000 - Base= 496,706 -
I 

-

- 450,000 
LL 
<( -tJ) 
Q) 

.... 400,000 
Q) 

> 
Q) 

c 
E 350,000 
.... 

LL 

300,000 

.......-- I\ I - 90°/o = 447,035 
I ' I I\ t I 

~ -- I IID Tran sf er 
~ I I 

I (200KAF) 
I 

~~ ~ I "" ~ I _..."" I= 60 O/o = 298,024 I "' -- ~~ I 
~ 

250,000 I 

90 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99 00 01 • 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 
I 

Fiscal Year 
Actual Deliveries Projected Deliveries 



Supply Reliability 

Total base for all agencies is 2.0 maf 
Total anticipated Tier I level (90°/o) is 1.8 maf 
MWD states that it has 2.1 maf of firm 
supplies 
CWA 90°/o level is 447,000 acre-feet vs a 
preferential right of 314,000 acre-feet 
Proposed structure does not provide uniform 
reliability due to preferential rights 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 
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Existing Rate Structure Contributions 

to Preferential Rights Calculation 

Element 0/o MWD Basis PR Calculation 
Revenue 

Bundled 68.0°/o Commodity No 
Water Service 
Treatment 10.7°/o Commodity No 

RTS 9.5°/o Commodity Yes 

Taxes 11.4°/o Assessed Yes 
Valuation 

CMC 0.4°/o Connected Yes 
Capacity 

FY 1999 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 
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Proposed Rate Structure Contributions 
to Preferential Rights Calculation 

Element O/o MWD Basis PR Calculation 
Revenue 

supply 16. 8 O/o Commodity No 

System 2 9 .1 O/o Commodity No 
Access 
Water 4. 7 O/o Commodity No 
Stewardship 
Pow er 1 7 .1 O/o Commodity No 

Treatment 11 .1 O/o Commodity No 

RTS 8 .1 O/o Commodity Yes 

Taxes 1Q.3 O/o Assessed Yes 
Valuation 

Capacity 2. 9 O/o Reserved Yes 
Reservation Capacity 

FY 2003 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 



Capacity Reservation 
Charge 

Based on agency reserved capacity to deliver 
firm supplies during summer season 

If agency exceeds reserved capacity, a peaking 
penalty of up to 300°/o per cfs may be assessed 

Seasonal shift incentives are replaced with 
peaking penalties during summer season 

Replaces CMC 

Ag may or may not be subject to CRC 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 



Resource Management 
Incentives 

DTX-0767 

Proposed CRC 
Avoidance 

50,000 AF I Year 

+ 182 Days 

+ 1.98 AF/cfs/day 

= 138.8 cfs avoided 

x $6,411 /cfs (CRC) 

= $889,527 

($17.79 /AF) 

San Diego County Water Authority 

Existing Shift 
Season a I Stora e 

50,000 AF I Year 

$349 FS Rate 

$266 SS Rate - $233 SS Contract 

$83 - $116 Incentive 

50,000 AF x Incentive 

= $4,150,000 - $5,800,000 

($83.00 - $116 I AF) 

October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 





Impacts of Seasonal Shift 

Net benefit of $4.15 - $5.80 million per year 
Shifts an average of 139 cfs during peak 
day - potentially more 
Without seasonal shift, CWA demands 
potentially exceed ability to import water 
Without seasonal shift, capacity constraints 
could lead to increased MWD costs and/or 
curtailment of supply delivery during peak 
periods 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 
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Impacts on Authority Water DTX-0

767 

Supply Planning 

Additional Development of Local Supplies 

beyond 2000 UWMP Resources Mix: 

Does not limit Board or member agency 

development of additional non-MWD supplies 

May drop Authority below 60°/o of base 

May not be able to commit to PO after first 10 

years 
San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 



Impacts on Water Facilities 
Master Plan 

DTX-0767 

Planning of additional imported water storage and 

conjunctive use projects 

Elimination of seasonal shift program may adversely 

effect project economics 

Less storage may require construction of more peaking 

related facilities 

Greater peaking impacts capacity reservation charge 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 



Impacts on Consideration of DTX-0

767 

CWA Rate Restructuring 

Does not conflict with COSAM methodology or 

existing postage stamp allocation 

Both COSAM and proposed MWD structure 

recognize benefit of managing peaks 

Direct pass-through or allocate on different basis 

CRC 

10 year Purchase Order commitment 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 



Summary 

The new proposal: 
does not address preferential rights. 

MWD's promise of uniform reliability is inconsistent 
with preferential rights 
MWD wrongly fails to allocate any "water rate" 
revenue to preferential rights 

does not promote sound water management 
seasonal shift incentives are reduced by up to 85°/o 
does not resolve wheeling issues; member agencies 
would pay twice for unused capacity when wheeling 
transfers 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 



Sum ma ryccontinued) 

The new proposal: 
does not link cost of supplies to actual existing 
supply portfolio 

MWD states 2.1 maf available but only 1.8 maf will be 
sold at Tier 1 rate, remaining supplies sold at higher 
Tier 2 rate or greatly discounted interruptible rate 

has not been properly detailed and distributed 
to member agencies 

There has been insufficient time or information 
provided by MWD to allow adequate analysis for a 
major policy decision. 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 









Implementation Schedule 

October 2001 
January 2002 
February 2002 
March 2002 
July 2002 
October 2002 
January 2003 

San Diego County Water Authority 

Board consideration of proposal 
Board considers rates and charges 
Public hearings 
Board adopts rates and charges 
Purchase order agreements due 
Billing system update complete 
Rate structure effective 

October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 



Fiscal Impacts 

Increases cost volatility by up to 6°/o based 
on same delivered supply 
Increases total costs by over 2°/o in dry 
years 
Authority cost increase under all scenarios 
Proposed CRC rate increases 43°/o over 
initial 3 years, without corresponding 
. . . 
increase 1n service 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 



Issues 

MWD states supply reliability is the same for 
all member agencies; but allocations are still 
subject to preferential rights claims 
Majority of CWA payments not applied toward 
preferential rights calculation 
Resource management incentives reduced by 
almost 80°/o 
Payment of unused capacity 
Implementation Issues 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 
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System Access Rate 

Recovers cost of operations, maintenance and 
capital of entire conveyance and distribution 
system 

Costs are recovered uniformly from water sold 
or moved using MWD facilities 

No apportionment by facility service capability 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 



Emergency I Standby 

Peaking 

Normal non-peak demands 







Treatment Surcharge 

Recovers costs of providing treatment service 
without allocation by treatment plant service 
area 
Uniform melded rate applied to each acre-foot 
of firm treated water delivered 
Uniform melded rate, less peaking component, 
applied to treated interruptible water deliveries 

San Diego County Water Authority October 11 , 2001 Board Workshop 

DTX-0767 
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From: ack@harkinscunningham.com
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2003 12:16 PM
To: Scott S Slater
Cc: Campbell, Bob; Hentschke, Daniel; 'jkightlinger@mwdh2o.com'; Taylor, Jim; Stapleton, 

Maureen; Scott S Slater
Subject: RE: Amendment to Exchange Agreement

 
Well, hello there, Scott.  
 
Not having been present during the reading, I'll have to rely on Jeff's memory.  I do think, however, that this formulation 
doesn't make sense.  Limiting the parties only to legislative lobbying is the way that SDCWA wanted it before, and in that 
context there was no need for the added sentence that SDCWA was not to be precluded from challenging MWD's rates in 
court.  Are you telling me that the negotiations were all about adding a belt to SDCWA's suspenders?  
 
I thought SDCWA was willing to be limited in any judicial or administrative challenge to the issue whether MWD, in 
establishing its charges, had done so in accordance with applicable law and regulation, as in effect, including 
interpretations thereof, as of the date of the Amendment.  Under your new draft, SDCWA would be able to do much more 
than that, i.e., it would be free also to contend that existing interpretations of applicable law and regulation were incorrect, 
or have become outmoded, and that they should now be overturned, even though MWD's charges might have been set in 
accordance with those pre-Amendment interpretations.  
 
Nice to hear from you, Scott!  
 
Carl    
 

 Scott S Slater 
<SSlater@HatchParent.com>  

07/28/2003 02:47 PM  

         
        To:        "'ack@harkinscunningham.com'" <ack@harkinscunningham.com>, "Taylor, Jim" <jtaylor@sdcwa.org>  
        cc:        "Campbell, Bob" <bcampbell@sdcwa.org>, "Hentschke, Daniel" <dhentschke@sdcwa.org>, 
"'jkightlinger@mwdh2o.com'" <jkightlinger@mwdh2o.com>, "Stapleton, Maureen" <mstapleton@sdcwa.org>, Scott S Slater 
<SSlater@HatchParent.com>  
        Subject:        RE: Amendment to Exchange Agreement

 
 
 
hi carl:  
    the language that is offered on the lobbying is exact - as drafted by jeff and i .. read out loud and agreed to by all the 
principals.  it stands.    
-----Original Message----- 
From: ack@harkinscunningham.com [mailto:ack@harkinscunningham.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2003 11:45 AM 
To: Taylor, Jim 
Cc: Campbell, Bob; Hentschke, Daniel; 'jkightlinger@mwdh2o.com'; Stapleton, Maureen; 'sslater@hatchparent.com' 
Subject: Re: Amendment to Exchange Agreement 
 
 
Jim,  
 
I was under the impression that the "no-lobby" provison would extend to "any legislative, administrative or judicial forum," 
not just to any legislative forum, and that SDCWA's concern here would be met by adding another sentence (which your 
draft does) to the effect that SDCWA would not be precluded from contesting in a court of law whether MWD's actual 
charges were set in accordance with applicable law and regulation.  If the no-lobby provision were limited to any 
legislative forum, the additional sentence would not be necessary.  

DTX-0811
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Best regards,  
 
Carl  

 "Taylor, Jim" 
<jtaylor@sdcwa.org>  

07/28/2003 01:03 PM  

         
       To:        "'jkightlinger@mwdh2o.com'" <jkightlinger@mwdh2o.com>, "'ack@harkinscunningham.com'" 
<ack@harkinscunningham.com>, "'sslater@hatchparent.com'" <sslater@hatchparent.com>, "Stapleton, Maureen" 
<mstapleton@sdcwa.org>, "Hentschke, Daniel" <dhentschke@sdcwa.org>, "Campbell, Bob" <bcampbell@sdcwa.org>  
       cc:          
       Subject:        Amendment to Exchange Agreement

 
 
 
 
Scott requested I send out what I understand to be our agreement on the 
Amendment to the Exchange Agreement.  I'm sending this on top of my May 22 
email because it indicated the remaining 2 issues at that time.  I 
understand that Section 6A.3 from the May 22 draft is acceptable and in the 
draft below it has not been changed.  The change is to Section 4A.2(b), the 
provisions regarding our limitations on contesting the MWD transportation 
charge.  So, attached are (1) the May 21 draft, which I had sent in the May 
22 email, and (2) a new draft of July 28, in which I accepted the changes in 
the May 21 draft, and then did a redline/strikeout edit on Section 4A.2(b) 
to show the new changes.   
 
I think the 7/28 draft represents the negotiators' agreement on the 
amendment, and it should be ready to send to all our partners and 
facilitators.  Please let me know if it is OK to send, or if not, what still 
needs to be done.  If it's OK, I'll send it out as a clean document, with no 
redline/strikeout. 
 
Jim Taylor   
 
 
<<Exch Agmt Amend SDCWA 5 21 03.doc>>  <<Exch Agmt Amend SDCWA 7 28 
03.doc>>  
>  -----Original Message----- 
> From:                  Taylor, Jim   
> Sent:                 Thursday, May 22, 2003 8:47 AM 
> To:                 'jkightlinger@mwdh2o.com'; 'ack@harkinscunningham.com'; 
> 'sslater@hatchparent.com'; Stapleton, Maureen; Hentschke, Daniel; 
> Campbell, Bob 
> Subject:                 Amendment to Exchange Agreement 
>  
> Attached are SDCWA edits to the version Carl sent out on May 5.  The only 
> items still under discussion, and the only places where there are changes 
> are (1) Section 4A.2(b), containing the provisions regarding 
> noninterference with the exchange rate, and (2) Section 6A.3, which deals 
> with extension of PVID Equivalent Water delivery and redetermination of 
> Program Share Cost under certain circumstances if the MWD/PVID deal 
> survives a terminated QSA.  Here's an explanation of our edits: 
>  
> 1.  Section 4A.2(b) - I have attached the Deal Points from February, in 
> which we agreed not to request a legislative modification of the exchange 
> rules.  Our edits conform to the Deal Points. 
>  
> 2.  Section 6A.3 - This is becoming somewhat convoluted, but we are trying 
> to state in fairness to both sides when PVID Equivalent Water would keep 
> coming in the event of a QSA termination, and if that ceases, under what 
> circumstances SDCWA's Program Cost Share would be recalculated.  In 
> 6A.3(a), PVID Equivalent Water continues to be delivered if (1) the 

DTX-0811
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> MWD/PVID deal continues in force, and (2) MWD keeps getting the canal 
> lining water per the Allocation Agreement.  Carl added condition (2), but 
> that seems fair because MWD sees the special exchange rate for the PVID 
> water to be compensated by MWD's receipt of the canal lining water. 
> Section 6A.3(B) states under what conditions the Program Share Cost will 
> be redetermined if the PVID Equivalent Water is shut off.  If the MWD/PVID 
> deal terminates and MWD is not getting the PVID water, there is no 
> redetermination.  But if MWD/PVID continues, SDCWA gets a redetermination 
> if either (1) MWD loses the canal lining water, or (2) MWD is required to 
> reimburse more than $170 million of the cost of the Section 12562 funding. 
> Here's why we made $170 million the cutoff:  Under the Amendment, if the 
> QSA continues, SDCWA gets the special exchange rate for 5.1 maf.  In the 
> first 15 years of the QSA, SDCWA will get a total of 1.39 maf of that 5.1  
> maf (1maf from IID and 390kaf from PVID equivalent water).  Applying a 
> fraction of 1.39 over 5.1 to the $235 million in 12562 funding, we got 
> about $65 million.  So, if MWD realizes $65 million of gain from that 
> funding (leaving a difference of $170 million), it is compensated for the 
> special exchange rate on the water that could be delivered in the first 15 
> years of the QSA, at which time delivery of the PVID Equivalent Water will 
> have been completed.  With MWD compensated for the special exchange rate 
> and the MWD/PVID transfer still in effect, SDCWA should get a recalc of 
> the Program Cost Share. 
>  
> Makes sense to me. 
>  
> Please review, comment, edit, etc. 
>  
> Jim Taylor 
>  
>  << File: Exch Agmt Amend SDCWA 5 21 03.doc >>  << File: feb deal 
> points.doc >>  
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From: Campbell, Bob
Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 9:45 AM
To: Willer, Lee
Subject: FW: handout material

Importance: High

  
Lee: 
 
Can you begin development on a fact sheet.  Take a look at MWD's as well, perhaps as something to build on.  Also, how 
are you doing on the last canal lining analysis we talked about comparing the exchange agreement vs. wheeling rate 
differential and spreading difference over canal lining water for 75 years.  I would like to do some escalation sensitivities 
on the MWD wheeling rate‐‐2%, 3%, 4%....to see the per AF on the canal lining water.  I'll call you today.  Still at MWD.  
Looks like they will approve the deal on the 23rd of this month. 
 
Bob 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Stapleton, Maureen 
To: Campbell, Bob 
Sent: 9/8/03 5:40 PM 
Subject: handout material 
Importance: High 
 
Bob‐ 
 
The board is starving for some written material on the deal points. 
Please develop a handout similar to MWD's fact sheet (hopefully more comprehensive than MWD's) that can be 
provided to the board members and member agencies on Thursday.  The handout needs to articulate the deal points 
and identify the canal lining projects and its water as an alternative path that is at the sole discretion of the Authority. 
 
You also need to think about what financial information on the canal lining option that can be provided.  In addition, the 
25 cents per household number needs to get out there in writing. Also, you may want to think about if the Greg Quist 
info would be good to hand out.  
 
Please have a draft of this info for me by noon on Wednesday. 
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From: Chen, Amy
Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 9:25 AM
To: Hess, Gordon; Stapleton, Maureen
Cc: Fogerson, Dave; Espe, Debra; Taylor, Jim
Subject: FW: QSA presentations
Attachments: WPQR_Sep03_3a QSA Underwood Oral Report.ppt; WPQ&R 3a Sep 8 - QSA Proposal 

Ver 2 9-08-03.ppt; WPQR_Sep03_QSA Costs.ppt

fyi 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Ivey,Gilbert F [mailto:givey@mwdh2o.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 9:22 AM 
To: 'achen@sdcwa.org' 
Cc: Walters,Geraldine J 
Subject: QSA presentations 
Importance: High 
 
 
 
Amy, 
 
As requested, attached are the QSA presentations made at the September 8 Water Planning, Quality and Resources 
Committee meeting.  
 
>  <<WPQR_Sep03_3a QSA Underwood Oral Report.ppt>>  <<WPQ&R 3a Sep 8 ‐  
> QSA Proposal Ver 2 9‐08‐03.ppt>>  <<WPQR_Sep03_QSA Costs.ppt>> 
>  
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QSA Update

Water Planning, Quality & Resources Committee

September 8, 2003
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Oral Report 3a September 8, 2003

Principles

 Transfer environmental mitigation costs
– Beneficiaries pay

 Proposition 50 funds 
– Reserved for local projects

 Canal lining projects 
– Remain funded by the State

 Conveyance of SDCWA transfer water
– Via MWD/SDCWA exchange
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Areas of Agreement

 Environmental provisions
 Salton Sea restoration 
 Peace treaties
 Other MWD supplies
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 Relief from Fully Protected Species laws
– Colorado River habitat

– Salton Sea habitat

– Imperial Valley Ag lands & IID’s waterworks

– Lower Coachella Valley waterworks

 Special Surplus Water
– MWD pays $20/AF for Salton Sea & on-river 

restoration

– Receives financial credit for overlapping MSCP 
obligations

Environmental Provisions
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Salton Sea Restoration

 MWD purchases up to 1.6 MAF of IID water from 
State
– Net proceeds directed to Salton Sea restoration

 IID/CVWD/SDCWA transfer contributions
– $30 million to Salton Sea restoration 

 Future Salton Sea funding/actions 
– Sole responsibility of the State
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Peace Treaties

 Wheeling laws 
– No legislative change by SDCWA and MWD

 Reasonable and beneficial use 
– Parties not to challenge each other

 Assurances to other basin states 
– CA lives within basic apportionment

 MWD/PVID transfer
– CVWD and IID not to challenge
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Other MWD Supplies

 Special surplus water 
– Restored access

 Shortage sharing/payback to Arizona 
– None, if MWD does not use special surplus

 Additional IID conserved water
– Up to 1.6 MAF to MWD 
– Dependent on Salton Sea restoration 
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Alternate SDCWA Pathways

 Two options available 

 SDCWA to choose by October 1
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SDCWA Option 1

 Beneficiaries pay for mitigation 

 SDCWA pays discount wheeling rate for 
35 years or 5.1 MAF

 390 taf PVID/MWD water available to 
SDCWA at full cost

 IID/SDCWA and PVID/MWD water has 
local supply status
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SDCWA Option 2

 Beneficiaries pay for mitigation (same)
 SDCWA receives canal lining water

 SDCWA pays full wheeling rate for 
IID/SDCWA transfer water and canal 
lining conserved water

 SDCWA receives no PVID/MWD water

 IID/SDCWA and canal lining water has 
local supply status
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Quantification Settlement Agreement Options for  
San Diego County Water Authority  

Fact Sheet 
September 16, 2003 

 
 
Option 1:  Original deal with the San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA)-
Imperial Irrigation District (IID) Water Transfer and Water Authority-Metropolitan 
Water District (MWD) of Southern California Exchange Agreement 
 

 The SDCWA/IID transfer ramps up from 10,000 AF in year 1 to 200,000 AF in 
Year 19 and thereafter, at an initial price of $258 AF and increasing each year at 
a set price1 

 SDCWA would transport the water under the MWD Exchange Agreement price, 
which starts at $97 in 2003 and increases each year according to a fixed-rate 
schedule 

o The term of the Exchange Agreement is 35 years, or until a maximum of 
5.1 MAF has been delivered, whichever occurs first 

o Beginning in Year 36 through 45, SDCWA would pay the lawful MWD 
wheeling rate established by MWD’s Board of Directors annually 
 No later than Year 15, SDCWA must provide notice to IID if 

SDCWA elects to terminate the SDCWA/IID transfer after Year 35 if 
SDCWA has not reached agreement with MWD on a wheeling rate 
for Years 36-45 

 Neither MWD nor SDCWA may lobby for a change in law that 
affects the Exchange rate or MWD wheeling rates for the Colorado 
River Aqueduct 

 Member agencies and other parties are not bound by this 
stipulation 

o SDCWA does not have firm capacity in MWD’s system for IID transfer 
water after Year 45 

 MWD will agree to make 390,000 AF of Palo Verde Irrigation District (PVID) 
water available during Years 1-15 

o This water is included in the total 5.1 MAF that may be transported under 
the MWD Exchange Agreement  

o IID and Coachella Valley Water District may provide this additional water 
to SDCWA only if MWD does not finalize its water deal with PVID 

 The SDCWA/IID and PVID transfers would have local supply status for MWD 
shortage determinations, but will not impact the amount of interruptible 
agricultural water available to the Water Authority’s member agencies 

 The total water made available to SDCWA: 
o 45 years: 5.1 million acre-feet 
o 75 years: 12.9 million acre-feet 
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Option 2:  Assignment of MWD’s Canal Lining Project water rights to SDCWA 
 
 The SDCWA/IID transfer ramps up from 10,000 AF in year 1 to 200,000 AF in 

Year 19 and thereafter at an initial price of $258 AF increasing each year at a set 
price 

 MWD assigns its canal lining water rights to SDCWA 
o Project yields 77,700 acre-feet annually for 110 years (8.5 million acre-

feet) 
 SDCWA receives $235 million of state money for construction of canal lining 

projects and conjunctive use programs 
 The project is eligible for $20 million in Proposition 50 funding 
 MWD will not make available to SDCWA any water from its PVID deal 
 In consideration for MWD’s assignment of canal lining water rights to SDCWA, 

SDCWA pays MWD’s lawful wheeling rate in lieu of the Exchange Agreement 
rates 

o Neither MWD or SDCWA may lobby for a change in law that affects the 
MWD wheeling rates 
 Member agencies and other parties are not bound by this 

stipulation  
o SDCWA may not contest the MWD wheeling rate in a judicial setting 

during the first five years 
o SDCWA receives firm capacity for the IID transfer over 75 years and for 

the canal lining water for 110 years 
 The total water made available to SDCWA: 

o 45 years 9.9 MAF 
o 75 years: 18.3 MAF 
o 110 years: 21.0 MAF 

 
Benefits and liabilities of the two options to be considered: 
 
 While Option 1 provides a lower cost to transport the IID/SDCWA transfer during 

the initial 35 years of the transfer, it would still require resolution of the MWD 
wheeling rate issue before Year 15 and may result in termination of the transfer 
by Year 35 if rate and capacity issues are not agreed upon 

 While Option 2 provides exposure to potentially higher MWD wheeling costs over 
the initial term of the SDCWA/IID transfer, it offers an additional new water 
supply of 77,700 acre feet (8.5 MAF total) for 110 years at a cost that is lower 
than other long-term water supply options 

 
 
 
______________________________________________________________________ 
 
1 The price is subject after year five to be “reset” under provisions in the agreement.  After 10 years, the 
price can be subject to “price redetermination” provisions of the agreement that would change the price to 
a rate comparable with similar market-based water transfers. 
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        September 16, 2003 
 
 
TO:  Board of Directors 
 
FROM: Robert R. Campbell, Executive Assistant to the General Manager 
 
RE:  SDCWA QSA Options Analysis 
 
Staff has prepared a financial comparative analysis of the two options open to the Authority in 
response to the Board’s request for details.  Option-1 is the original IID/SDCWA Water Transfer 
and MWD Exchange Agreement.  Under the Exchange Agreement SDCWA transports IID water 
transfers at a start price of $97 per acre-foot in 2003.  Option-2 is the assignment of MWD’s 
canal lining project water rights to SDCWA in consideration for SDCWA paying MWD’s 
wheeling rate in lieu of the Exchange Agreement to transport the IID/SDCWA transfer water and 
canal lining water.  Currently the MWD wheeling rate is set at $253/af including the System 
Access and Water Stewardship Rates and power cost.  Wheeling entities may elect to use their 
own purchased power in lieu of MWD’s power rates. 
 
The following table compares the acre-foot cost components with Transportation for Option-2. 
 

 MWD Tier 1 MWD Tier2 IID Transfer Canal Lining 
Supply 73 154 258 51 
System Access 163 163 163 163 
Stewardship 30 30 30 30 
Power 60 60 60 60 

Total 326 407 511 258 
1 Operation and maintenance cost attributable to canal lining projects 

 
Staff used two approaches to evaluate the costs in both options.  The first approach simply 
compares the sum of the total payments made under the Exchange Agreement to transfer 5.1 
MAF during 35 years with the sum of payments that would be made to transfer the same amount 
of water under the MWD wheeling rate.  The difference is the present value between the two 
payment streams.  The second approach uses a 20-year demand forecast to model melded total 
costs of the various water supply components for both options.  
 
Under the first approach, the payments under the Exchange Agreement are based on a fixed 
annual schedule that escalates at a set rate each year.  The present value of the payments over 35 
years total $212.9 million.  The MWD wheeling rate is established annually by the MWD Board 
of Directors and is assumed to escalate over time.  MWD makes no assumption in the escalation 
of their rates beyond a five-year budget forecast, so staff assumed various rates of inflation to 
test escalation sensitivities in the MWD wheeling rate.   Thus the current $253 rate was escalated 
for inflation in a range between 2 percent and 5 percent, which is the historical range of 
escalation in MWD rates depending upon the period assumed.  The present value difference in 
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the total payments under the Exchange Agreement as compared to the total escalated wheeling 
rate payments, assuming the various inflation rates, is shown in the table below and ranges 
between $423 million and $907 million.  The present value differences were then divided by 8.5 
MAF, the total canal lining water that is expected over the next 110 years of the assignment from 
MWD, to derive the per acre-foot cost for the canal lining supply.  As shown in the table below, 
the AF cost ranges between $50 and $107.   This represents the per acre-foot cost that the 
Authority would make if it were to invest in the canal lining water supply in 2003 dollars based 
on the differential in payments made between the Exchange Agreement and the MWD wheeling 
rate. 
 

Inflation Sensitivity for Exchange Agreement/Wheeling Rate Differential on IID 
Transfers 

 
 

MWD Wheeling Rate 
Escalation 

Exchange 
Agreement/Wheeling 

Differential on IID 
Transfers 
35 Years 

 
 

 
Cost Differential Spread Over Canal 

Lining Water at 77,700 Acre-Feet 
Annually for 110 Years 

Percent PV million $ MAF $/AF 
2.0 $423 8.5 50 
3.0 $552 8.5 65 
4.0 $710 8.5 84 
5.0 $907 8.5 107 

 
To put this in perspective with other water supply costs, the following table is provided. 
 

Water Supply Cost Comparison 
Supply Source Supply Cost $/AF 

MWD Tier –1 73 
MWD Tier –2 154 
Long-Term Market Transfers 250 – 300 
All-American/Coachella Canal Option 50-107 

 
Under the second approach, a 20-year demand forecast model was constructed and the melded 
supply components for each option were modeled and the total escalated costs were then 
compared for each option.  Option-1 supply components consist of MWD Tier-1 and 2 firm 
purchases and IID transfers made under the MWD/SDCWA Exchange Agreement.   These total 
about $4.9 billion over the 20-year period.  Under Option-2, supply components consist of MWD 
Tier-1 firm purchases, IID transfers and canal lining water made available under the MWD 
Wheeling Rate. These costs total about $5.7 billion.  There is about an $800 million total cost 
differential between the two options.  Based upon the average four-person household’s monthly 
average water use, this cost differential would add approximately $2-3 to the monthly water bill 
during the 20-year period.  This is comparable to other Authority investments such as the 
Emergency Storage Project to provide reliable water supplies in the event of earthquake and 
drought emergencies. 
 
If you have any questions regarding this information please contact me at (858) 522-6784. 
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From: Olga L Rittershaus <ORittershaus@HatchParent.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2003 10:23 AM
To: 'whswan@aol.com'; 'jcarter@hkcf-law.com'; 'rtsstrat@aol.com'; Scott S Slater; 

'mstapleton@sdcwa.org'; 'bcampbell@sdcwa.org'; 'jtaylor@sdcwa.org'; 
'srobbins@cvwd.org'; 'gshoaf@redwineandsherrill.com'; 'tomlevy@cox.net'; 
'sabbott@redwineandsherrill.com'; 'dunderwood@mwdh2o.com'; 
'pac@harkinscunningham.com'; 'jkightlinger@mwdh2o.com'; 
'dosias@allenmatkins.com'

Cc: Pam Wilson; C. Wesley Strickland
Subject: Deal Points Outline
Attachments: outline of cvwd backfill deal points.doc; tuesday outline of canal lining deal points.doc; 

tues morn - pathways.doc

Ladies & Gentlemen: 
 
Per Scott's request, please see attached.  I am resending the documents as some of you may not have received it. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Olga Rittershaus 
 
 
This is a transmission from the Law Firm of Hatch & Parent, A Law Corporation.  This message and any documents that 
follow this advisement may be confidential and contain information protected by the attorney‐client or attorney work 
product privileges.  They are intended only for the addressee. 
If any attachments require conversion or this transmission is received in error, please call me directly at 805‐882‐1467. 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Olga Rittershaus 
Hatch & Parent 
21 E. Carrillo Street 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 
(805) 882‐1467 (Direct) 
(805) 965‐4333 (Fax) 
orittershaus@HatchParent.com 
 <<outline of cvwd backfill deal points.doc>>  <<tuesday outline of canal lining deal points.doc>>  <<tues morn ‐ 
pathways.doc>>  
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OUTLINE OF CVWD BACKFILL DEAL 
 
1. Conditions Precedent.   
 
 (a)  SDCWA does not elect Canal Lining Option. 
 
 (b)  MWD does not finalize PVID. 
 
 (c )  Restoration Program does not generate 390,000 af for SDCWA under an 
assignment from MWD. 
 
 (d)  CEQA Compliance.   
 
2.  Basic Provisions 
 
 (a)  Quantity: In the event SDCWA does not elect 1(a), and 1(b) and 1(c) do 
not generate 390,000 af for SDCWA, SDCWA may elect to purchase up to 245,000 af 
from CVWD. 
 
 (b)  Schedule: CVWD will make 245,000 available over 12 years in the 
amount of 20,000 per year for each of the first 11 years and 25,000 af in the 12th year.   
 
 (c )  Price: SDCWA will pay CVWD the then-applicable per acre foot 
IID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement price. 
 
 (d)  Transportation: will be provided by MWD under the Exchange 
Agreement. 
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OUTLINE OF CANAL LINING ASSIGNMENT AGREEMENT 
 
1.  Conditions 
 

a.  SDCWA/MWD executes an Amendment to the Exchange Agreement with 
the following terms. 

 
(1)  MWD establishes the wheeling rate / exchange rate for the 

Transfer and Canal Lining Conserved Water through its Board 
process 

 
(2) SD agrees to pay the lawful wheeling rate. 
 
(3)  Wheeling rates will be set by MWD Board for the first five years 

in substantial conformity with an agreed-upon methodology.   
 
(4) No judicial or administrative challenge to the Board-established 

rate for the first five years. 
  
(5)  Firm capacity for the Conserved Water made available under the 

Transfer Agreement for 45 Years. 
 
(6)  Firm Capacity for the Conserved Water made available under the 

Assignment Agreement for 110 Years, plus extensions thereof. 
 

b.  SLR Settlement Parties maintain the right to approximately 16,000 AFY, 
subject to their negotiating transportation agreements with MWD and 
SDCWA. 

 
c.  SDCWA gives up 390,000 AF from PVID, Restoration, and CVWD 

Back-Fill water.   
 

d.  SDCWA receives $200 million reimbursement from the State of 
California for the cost of lining the All-American and Coachella Canals. 
 

e.  SDCWA receives reimbursement for $35 million from the State for 
Conjunctive Use. 

 
2.  Basic Provisions 
 

a.  SDCWA receives an assignment of MWD's rights under the Allocation 
Agreement for the term of that Agreement and assumes its obligations. 

 
(1).  MWD assigns its rights to approximately 77,700 AF to SDCWA 

from the canal lining. 
 

DTX-0841



Privileged and Confidential: Discussion Draft 9/15/03 

(2) MWD assigns to SDCWA all necessary and related environmental 
permits, including endangered species act compliance, so as to 
support the annual transfer of 77,000 AFY. 

 
(3)  SLR Settlement Parties maintain the right to approximately 16,000 

AFY, subject to their negotiating transportation agreements with 
MWD and SDCWA. 
 

(4)  Subject to the terms of the Allocation Agreement. 
 

b.  Term is coterminous with the Allocation Agreement (110 years plus 
extensions) 
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OUTLINE OF SDCWA PATHWAYS 
 
 
A.  Canal Lining Option 
 
 1.  SDCWA elects to take an assignment of MWD's rights under the 
Allocation Agreement for the term of that Agreement.. 
 

a.  MWD assigns its rights to approximately 77,700 af to SDCWA 
from the canal lining. 

 
(i)  SLR Settlement Parties maintain the right to approximately 

16,000 AFY, subject to their negotiating transportation 
agreements with MWD and SDCWA. 

 
(ii)  Subject to remaining terms of  Allocation Agreement.    

 
b. MWD assigns to SDCWA all necessary and related environmental 

and endangered species permits; i.e. sufficient coverage for the 
77,000 AFY of canal lining water. 

 
c.  SDCWA receives $200 million reimbursement from the State of 

California for the cost of lining the All-American and Coachella 
Canals. 

 
d.  SDCWA receives reimbursement for $35 million from the State 

for Conjunctive Use. 
 
 2.  SDCWA/MWD executes an Amendment to the Exchange Agreement. 
 

a.  MWD establishes the wheeling rate / exchange rate for the 
Transfer and Canal Lining Conserved Water through its Board 
process 

 
b. Wheeling rates will be set by MWD Board for the first five years 

in substantial conformity with an agreed-upon methodology.   
SDCWA will bring no judicial or administrative challenge to the 
Board-established rate for the first five years. 

 
c.  SD agrees to pay the lawful wheeling rate. 

 
d.  Firm capacity for the Conserved Water made available under the 

Transfer Agreement for 45 Years. 
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e.  Firm Capacity for the Conserved Water made available under the 
Assignment Agreement for 110 Years, plus extensions thereof.   

 
 f.  SD gives up PVID, Restoration, and CVWD Back-Fill water. 
 

B.  Original Deal 
 
 1.  SDCWA does not elect the canal lining option. 
 

2.  If MWD executes the PVID deal, 390,000 AF is straight-lined to SD at 
26,000 per year. 

 
3.  If MWD does not execute PVID deal before the benchmark years of 2006, 

2009 and 2012, and if transfer of Restoration Water has been authorized, 
SD would agree to purchase: 

 
(a)  First 145,000 AF of Restoration Water unconditionally offered by 

IID to State and State to MWD. 
 

(i)  Still subject to a finding that the 145,000 could be offered 
in compliance with the existing environmental 
documentation.   

 
(ii)  Must be consistent with the legislation. 

 
(iii) MWD assigns the water to SD for the cost of the 

acquisition.  $250 escalated. 
 
(iv)  MWD exchanges the water in lieu of PVID water, up to a 

maximum cumulative total of 390,000 AF. 
 

(b)   Balance of 245,000 AF conditionally offered by IID to State and 
State to MWD (out of Restoration Program). 

 
(i)  SD will buy this water for the cost of the acquisition.  $250 

escalated. 
 
(ii)  MWD exchanges the water in lieu of PVID water.   

 
   (iii)  Reasonable delivery schedule over a ten-year period. 
 

4. If MWD does not execute PVID deal before the benchmark years of 2006, 
2009, and 2012, and if transfer of Restoration Water has not been 
authorized, SD would agree to purchase: 
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(a) IID water up to the aggregate amount of 145,000 in order to meet 
benchmarks.  The actual amount may be considerably less as a 
result of the re-characterization of the mitigation water (80,000-
100,000).  Benchmark backfill water to be covered in existing 
environmental documentation. 

 
(b)  CVWD will exercise best efforts to make available 245,000 to SD. 

 
(i)  SD will buy this water from CVWD at the then prevailing 

IID/SDCWA Contract price. 
 
(ii)  MWD agrees to exchange the water in lieu of PVID water 

up to a maximum amount of 390,000 AF. 
 
(iii) 12 year straight-line on delivery. 
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September 24, 2003 
 
Attention: Water Policy Committee 
 
Authorize the General Manager to execute, consent to, or approve all contacts, amendments, 
permits and other documents for implementation of the Colorado River Quantification 
Settlement Agreement, the Agreement for Transfer of Conserved Water Between the Water 
Authority and the Imperial Irrigation District, and related agreements and legislation and 
Adopt the Resolution taking the necessary environmental actions. (Action) 
 
Purpose 
This report provides information for the Board’s consideration for execution of the QSA and 
related agreements and documents.  The report provides economic analyses of two options 
available to the Board: the QSA with or without the canal lining project and its related water 
supply.   

 
Staff Recommendation 
Make appropriate environmental review determinations, approve the assignment of rights 
and delegation of duties regarding conserved water made available from the lining of the 
All-American and Coachella Canals, and authorize and direct the General Manager and 
General Counsel, as appropriate, to take all actions on behalf of the Water Authority 
necessary to implement the Quantification Settlement Agreement, the Agreement for 
Transfer of Conserved Water between the Water Authority and the Imperial Irrigation 
District, and related agreements and legislation. 

1. Adopt a resolution certifying the Addendum to the Final Program 
Environmental Impact Report (FPEIR) for the Implementation of the Colorado 
River Quantification Settlement Agreement (QSA), adopting Environmental 
Findings of Fact, Statement of Overriding Considerations, and Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program, and approval of QSA related actions. 

2. Delegate authority to approve the project and making the responsible agency 
determinations to the general manager.  Because IID has not yet approved the 
addendum to the water transfer EIR, the Board cannot take responsible agency 
actions required before approval of the amendments to the water transfer 
agreement addressed in the addendum.   

3. Approve the assignment of Metropolitan Water District (MWD) of Southern 
California’s canal lining project water rights to the Authority in consideration 
for the Authority paying MWD’s lawful wheeling rate in lieu of the Exchange 
Agreement to transport the SDCWA/IID Water Transfer water and canal lining 
water.   
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Water Policy Committee 
September 24, 2003 
Page 2 of 9 

Alternatives 
1. Approve the original SDCWA/IID Water Transfer and MWD Exchange Agreement 

option and QSA. 
2. Do not approve the QSA package. 

 
Fiscal impact 
Mitigation Funding 
IID, CVWD and the Authority would pay $163 million in costs to satisfy environmental mitigation 
requirements of the QSA.  The Authority’s share of environmental mitigation compliance costs is $64 
million.  The cost of financing the Authority’s mitigation share will add approximately $6 per acre-
foot to the Authority’s water supply charge for 35 years. 
 
SDCWA Canal Lining Options 
Option-1:  Transfers under the SDCWA/IID Water Transfer start at an initial price of $258/af and 
increase each year at a set price with an option to reset after year five.  Under the SDCWA/MWD 
Exchange Agreement, water is transported using a fixed annual schedule starting at $97/af in 2003 
and escalating at a set rate each year.  Cost of transfers under Option-1 is comparable to Authority 
water purchases from MWD today.   
 
Option-2:  The Authority would receive $235 million of state money for construction of canal lining 
projects and conjunctive use programs.  These programs are also eligible for option to an additional 
$20 million in Proposition 50 funding.  In consideration for MWD’s assignment of All-American and 
Coachella canal lining water rights to the Authority, the Authority would pay MWD’s lawful 
wheeling rate in lieu of the Exchange Agreement.  The MWD’s current published wheeling rate is 
$253 per acre-foot and is comprised of the System Access Charge, Water Stewardship Charge and 
power cost.   
 
Background 
On December 19, 2002, the Authority’s Board of Directors adopted a resolution certifying the 
addendum to the Final PEIR that had been completed in compliance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act, and that no supplement or subsequent EIR is necessary and approved 
the Addendum.  The Board also adopted Environmental Findings of Fact and a Statement of 
Overriding Consideration, adopted a mitigation monitoring and reporting program, approved QSA 
related actions, and authorized the filing of a notice of determination. 
 
Subsequent to the Board’s actions there were further negotiations among the parties that have 
resulted in changes to the proposed QSA and related agreements.  An Addendum to the Final PEIR 
has been prepared to document the proposed changes and mailed in CD format to the Board under 
separate cover. These changes have not resulted in any substantive modifications to the Finding of 
Facts and Statement of Overriding Considerations or the Mitigation Monitoring Program.  The 
reasons and consideration supporting the “Statement of Overriding Consideration” were mailed to 
the Board under separate cover.  The Water Transfer EIR was previously certified to cover the 
transfer of up to 300,000 afy of conserved Colorado River water to the Water Authority.  The 
Addendum to the PEIR evaluates the potential impacts associated with the potential for the Water 
Authority to receive up to 77,700 afy from the canal lining projects and concludes that 
supplemental environmental review is not required. 
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Further changes negotiated to the QSA resolve various issues and provide for: 

(1) Restoration of the Salton Sea: 

SB 277, one of three bills passed this month to support the QSA, creates the Salton Sea 
Restoration Act that will allow the IID to sell up to 1.6 MAF to the state, which would then 
resell it for a higher price to the MWD.  State officials would then use the revenue 
generated for the benefit of the Salton Sea and other environmentally sensitive areas.  IID, 
CVWD, and the Authority will contribute $30M to the Salton Sea Restoration Fund.  
Salton Sea restoration obligations funding in excess of these amounts is the sole 
responsibility of the State.  SB 654 creates a Joint Powers Authority, controlled by the 
various water agencies and the California Department of Fish and Game, that will control 
how those funds are spent.  The third bill, SB 317, eases some of the restrictions of the 
state’s Fully Protected Species statutes to allow for implementation of the accord.  This bill 
also sets a deadline of October 12, 2003, by which the four water agencies involved must 
execute the QSA and all related agreements. The bill also requires the Secretary of the 
Resources agency to undertake a study relating to the restoration of the Salton Sea 
ecosystem and the protection of wildlife that depend upon it.  

 (2) Funding of the $133M environmental mitigation required by the SDCWA/IID Water Transfer: 

IID, CVWD and SDCWA will pay $133M in environmental mitigation compliance costs. 
The Authority’s total share of mitigation costs and the agency’s contribution to the Salton Sea 
Restoration fund is $64 million. 

(3) An Authority option to acquire the All-American/Coachella Canal Lining Projects:   

The Water Authority contracted with URS Consultants to perform a due diligence review 
to identify issues and potential vulnerabilities in the permitting and construction of the All-
American and Coachella Canal lining projects. The review included a site reconnaissance 
of each of the canals, review of available information, evaluation of the constructability of 
the designs, evaluation of the quantities and unit prices for the estimated project costs, and 
sufficiency of the cost estimates for environmental mitigation.  The review uncovered no 
fatal flaws in the projects’ constructability. 

The due diligence investigation indicated that the probable total budget requirements for 
both projects would approximate $327 million compared to estimates by the current project 
proponents range between $203 million and $254 million.  (All costs are expressed in 2003 
dollars.) State funds available for the projects total $235 million, or $92 million less than 
the probable estimate. The Authority is also eligible for up to an additional $20 million 
from Proposition 50 for the canal-lining program.  The expected budget requirements for 
each project can be summarized as follows:   
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 AAC CC 
 In Million Dollars 
Construction 159 69 
Construction Contingency 16 7 
Engineering & Administration 32 10 

Subtotal 207 86 
Environmental Mitigation 3 5 

2003 Subtotal 211 91 
Construction Escalation to 2007 26 -- 
Budget Requirement 237 91 

TOTAL $327 Million 
 

All American Canal 
The due diligence investigation revealed no “red flag” issues that would prevent the lining of the 
All American Canal (AAC) as contemplated in the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) and IID 
environmental and engineering documents for the project. However, the budget requirements for 
the project developed by URS are considerably higher than those that have been developed by 
MWD, IID and Reclamation. 
 
The project is at the pre-design phase.  NEPA and CEQA documentation is complete, 
environmental mitigation measures have been identified and Endangered Species Act consultations 
are pending. Completion of final design will take about two years and construction an additional 
four years. Completion of the entire project could be achieved by summer of 2010. The first 
portions (Reaches 2 and 3) of the project could be completed about one year earlier, in mid-2009  
 
The probable budget requirement estimated by URS for the AAC lining project is about $207 
million in 2003 dollars, ($233 million in 2007 dollars). This compares to about $170 million in the 
Reclamation estimate and $125 million in the estimate given in the FEIR/EIS, both estimates are 
expressed in 2003 dollars.  These budget requirements include construction costs, design and 
construction contingencies, and allowances for engineering, construction management and 
administration.  
 
The main risk in construction and cause for the difference between cost estimates for the AAC 
Lining Project is excavation within dune sand hills. Other risk factors include the adequacy of 
right-of-way available in the dune sand hills, dewatering for excavation in the area west of Drop 2, 
higher-than-projected construction fuel and materials inflation, variations in quantities and 
production rates in the sand hills area, and “new” environmental requirements. Since design has 
not yet begun for the AAC project, higher contingency allowances are provided.  
 
The environmental mitigation program is focused on avoiding or mitigating impacts to biological 
resources.  The current mitigation program is appropriate with the possible exception of any 
sensitive species that are currently being considered for listing under either state or federal 
Endangered Species acts, such as the burrowing owl.  The 1994 mitigation cost estimate was $1.4 
million.  Current mitigation costs may be between $2.4 million and $5 million, depending on 
current comparative land values for habitat acquisition and results of pre-construction surveys for 
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biological and cultural resources.  Increased right-of-way requirements through sand dune areas 
may increase habitat mitigation requirements.  Conditions of a CDFG Streambed Alteration 
Agreement may also increase mitigation requirements. 
 
Coachella Canal 
The due diligence investigation revealed no “red flag” issues that would prevent the lining of the 
Coachella Canal (CC) as contemplated in the 90 percent design plans and specifications for the 
project. However, budget requirements for the project developed by URS are somewhat higher 
than those that have been developed by CVWD and MWD. The details of the CVWD cost 
estimate were not made available to URS during its investigation.  The current project is 
considerably different, from an engineering perspective, from the project originally contemplated 
by Reclamation and the FEIR/EIS.  Thus, the source of differences between the cost estimates is 
not readily identifiable.  
 
The scope of the project is very well defined and 90 percent design deliverables have just been 
completed. NEPA and CEQA documentation is complete, but requires amending to account for a 
somewhat different alignment of the new lined parallel canal and the construction of 26 new 
siphons that were not identified in the current environmental documentation.  Endangered Species 
Act consultations are underway. Completion of the final design will take less that 6 months and 
construction an additional four years. Completion of the entire project could be achieved by mid-
2008.  
 
The probable budget requirement estimated by URS for the CC lining project is about $86 m in 
2003 dollars. This compares to budget requirements of about $76 m currently identified by 
CVWD. The budget requirements include construction costs, design and construction 
contingencies, and allowances for engineering, construction management, and administration.  
 
Excavation of the Coachella Canal does not appear to pose significant challenges. Risk factors for 
the project include: difficulty in excavating boulders and potential hard rock in the north portion of 
the canal, water quality management for excavation disposal in the existing canal, trafficability in 
the clay lake bed soils, variation in quantities, and “new” environmental requirements. Since 
design is 90 percent complete, lower project contingency allowance are provided for the CC 
estimate than the ACC estimate.  
 
The majority of the environmental mitigation program is associated with avoiding or mitigating 
impacts to biological resources. CVWD has recently estimated the cost of the mitigation program 
at about $5 million, which could vary depending on the selection of acquisition parcels and the 
location of the habitat restoration sites.  The current mitigation program is appropriate with the 
possible exception of any sensitive species that are currently being considered for listing under 
either state or federal Endangered Species acts, such as the burrowing owl. Conditions of CDFG 
Streambed Alteration Agreement may also increase mitigation requirements. 
 
Discussion 
Staff used two approaches to evaluate the costs in both Option-1 and Option-2.  The first approach 
compares the sum of total payments under the Exchange Agreement with the sum of payments that 
would be made to transfer the same amount of water under the published/estimated MWD Wheeling 
Rate.  The present value of the difference between the two payment streams was calculated.  Using 
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various rates of escalation in the MWD wheeling rate, the cost differential, when spread over total 
canal lining water, was between   $50  and 107/af. Due diligence estimates of the canal lining projects 
indicate total costs could be $92 million higher than the $235 million available from state funds.  
Taking this cost into account would add approximately $10/af to this range. This cost compares 
favorably with MWD supply costs ($73-154/af) and very favorably with long-term market transfers 
of $250-300/af.   
 
Under the second approach, the Authority’s 20-year imported firm demand (non-IAWP) supply 
cost components were melded for each option and the total escalated costs were compared for each 
option.  Option-1 supply components included MWD Tier 1 and Tier 2 firm purchases and IID 
transfers made under the MWD/Exchange Agreement and total between $4.43 billion and $5.36 
billion, depending on the cost escalation rate used.  Option-2 supply components include MWD 
Tier 1 firm purchases, IID transfers and canal lining water transported at the MWD wheeling rate. 
A total cost range for Option 2 is between $4.77 billion and $6.09 billion.  Option 2 has a higher 
cost difference of between $343 million and $730 million, or $31/af to $67/af when spread over 
the firm water sales over the 20-year period.  This range includes the higher, probable cost 
estimate ($327 M) for the lining projects.  Based upon the average four-person household’s 
monthly average water use, this cost differential would, over the course of an estimated five-year 
ramp up, add an average of approximately $2-3 to the monthly water bill during the 20-year 
period. 
 
Below is a table summarizing the estimated cost differences between Option 1 and 2 based on 
inflation rates ranging between 2% and 5%.  MWD’s untreated rates have increased 3.9% on an 
annualized basis over the past 15 years, which is near the mid-point of inflation assumed in this 
analysis.  The analysis also incorporates the additions to the canal lining costs resulting from the 
due diligence investigation. 

Projected 20-Year Cost Comparison of Melded Supply Costs for Options 1 and 2 
 Total Melded Supply Cost Difference 

Escalation 
Rate 

Option-1 Option-2 Total 
Dollars 

Per Acre 
Foot1 

Monthly 

2% $4.43B $4.81B $382M $35 $1.45 
5% $5.36B $6.09B $731M $67 $2.78 

1 Based upon 20-year firm imported demand forecast totaling 10.95 MAF for the period 
 

The attachments outline the fundamental provisions of the QSA that involve the Authority. 
The MWD Board of Directors adopted a final QSA package on September 23, 2003.  All of the 
negotiating agencies must sign the document without amendment by the October 12, 2003, 
deadline.    
 
Summary 
When considering the options available, the Board must weigh the liabilities that the Authority 
would incur in accepting responsibility for the implementation of the canal lining projects with the 
benefits derived from the additional water supply.  To assist the Board in assessing the risks and 
benefits, the following factors are provided for the Board’s consideration: 
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• Supply Reliability – There is no other readily available water supply which possesses the 
priority level, comparative low cost, amount and the duration of the water supply resulting 
from the canal lining projects.  The Priority 3 status of the water affords it a higher 
reliability level than the Colorado River supply that the Water Authority currently relies 
upon.   The term of the canal lining water supply is 110 years, which, short of acquisition 
of firm water rights, is highly unusual for water that is available to be transferred in 
California. 

 
• Opportunity to Narrow Water Reliability Gap – For the last several years, the Authority 

has purchased more than 600,000 acre-feet of water from MWD.  However, the Water 
Authority has Preferential Rights of approximately 15.8% or 332,000 acre-feet. This “gap” 
of nearly 300,000 acre-feet will be filled, in part, by the acquisition of IID transfer water.  
The Board-adopted Urban Water Management Plan identifies significant amounts of water 
required over and above the Authority’s right to firm water under the Preferential Rights 
provision.  This situation is exacerbated in a dry year where reliance upon water from 
MWD beyond the Authority’s Preferential Right substantially increases.  The acquisition 
of the additional 77,700 acre-feet of supply would be consistent with the Urban Water 
Management Plan.  Furthermore, it would reduce that shortfall in normal and dry-weather 
years and because of its duration and contractual nature, would substantially add to the 
region’s ability to comply with the stricter water supply requirements for new 
development under SB 221/SB 610 that went into effect this year.   

 
• Superior Return on Investment – As MWD’s largest customer, the Authority contributes 

26% of all water supply and infrastructure costs.  This means that if there are additional 
costs incurred by MWD for the canal-lining project, the Authority will pay approximately 
26% of those costs.  However, as stated above, the Water Authority is guaranteed only 
15.8% of the supply benefit of this project.  It is a better investment for the Authority and 
its member agencies, from a per acre-foot basis, to implement the canal-lining project and 
receive all 77,700 acre-feet of water.  The Authority also would then not be required to 
pay the supply cost associated with purchasing this 77,700 acre-feet a year from 
Metropolitan or another source. 

 
• More Economical than Other Supply and Reliability Options – The Authority has 

committed to increasing the water reliability for our region through a multi-faceted 
approach, including the implementation of infrastructure improvements, and the seeking of 
additional supplies through transfers, local development and seawater desalination.  Each 
step that this region takes to improve its water reliability has come at a cost.  The 
Emergency Storage Program will cost more than $800 million, add almost 100,000 acre-
feet of local storage, and cost ratepayers approximately $3/month per household.   The 
desalination supply project is currently estimated at $700 per acre-foot (after an MWD 
subsidy of $250/af).  The canal lining supply option is a cost-competitive opportunity to 
acquire an additional 77,700 acre-feet of firm imported water for 110 years at an additional 
cost of  $343 to $731 million and resulting in a cost of $2 to $3 per household per month.  
The marginal cost of the canal lining water compares favorably to other water transfers 
that range in supply costs alone between $250 and $300. 
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• Achieves Authority’s Reliability Objectives – Increased water reliability for the region and 
the Water Authority’s member agencies is the cornerstones of the Water Authority’s 
mission.  The local $126 billion business community and the region’s 3 million citizens 
strongly support this vital mission.  The Water Authority’s recent public opinion poll 
confirms that the community supports these efforts and has shown a willingness to incur 
rate increases in order at achieve these objectives.  The latest poll showed a 67 percent of 
the respondents who pay their own water bill and know approximately how much they pay 
monthly were willing to support increased water rates of an average of $10 more per 
month to pay for increased water reliability.  Selecting Option 2 would improve reliability 
significantly more than those programs described to poll respondents for a rate increase of 
$3.25 per month (which includes the increased mitigation costs that come with either 
Option 1 or 2 and the added costs that come with Option 2). 

 
• Transportation Remains an Issue with Either Option – In Option 1, the Authority has 

certainty of the transportation cost for the first 35 years of the QSA.   Before the 15th year, 
the Authority must resolve its transportation cost and capacity issues with MWD or 
determine whether to terminate the deal in the 35th year.  With Option 2, capacity for the 
IID water is guaranteed for 45 years and the canal lining water capacity for 110 years.  

 
• Supply Risks are Significantly Lower – it is important to recognize that forgoing the 

additional, firm 77,700 acre-foot supply will require that the board seek other firm supplies 
from other sources.  Current planning by the Authority assumes that this supply would 
come from imported sources – either MWD as Tier 1 or Tier 2 purchases, or other 
transfers.  If the supply comes from MWD, these purchases in a dry or critically dry year 
would exceed the Authority’s projected Preferential Right to MWD water.  Acquiring the 
200,000 acre-feet of annual supplies from IID, while historic and highly significant, does 
not complete the Authority’s mission to close this region’s current water supply reliability 
gap, nor does it fulfill all of our growing future water supply demands in the region.  While 
choosing Option 2 exposes the Authority to higher wheeling costs (comprised of MWD 
rate components System Access Charge, Stewardship Charge and fluctuations in power 
costs), it protects the Authority from even greater exposure associated with securing an 
alternative imported supply, whether or not that supply comes from MWD or another 
seller.  There is the crucial question of whether a like-quantity with comparable reliability 
could ever be acquired.  Even if it could, the supply cost of acquiring such water would be 
significantly higher than the canal lining supply.  And, the Authority would still incur all of 
the same wheeling rate risks (System Access, Stewardship and power charges) to transport 
that supply into San Diego County.  In short, the choice facing the board is not choosing 
between Option 2 and the lesser amount of supply afforded in Option 1, but rather it is a 
choice between the amount of supplies provided in Option 1 with the unknown reliability 
and costs of another imported or local water supply the Authority must acquire or develop. 

• Canal Water Isolated from Political Decision Making of Others – in acquiring the canal 
lining supply, it is important to recognize that because this supply is generated through 
“bricks and mortar” rather than fallowing, conservation or groundwater development, the 
supply is relatively free from the decision making of other entities.  In essence, there is 
little concern regarding community, socioeconomic and environmental impacts that 
traditionally come with other water transfers.   
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• Risks are Bounded – it is important when considering Option 2 to recognize that the cost 
risks are bounded in the agreements and/or in law.  The financial analysis provided in this 
memo includes “worst-case” cost projections upon which the Authority can reasonably and 
responsibly rely.  In short, there is far greater definition over costs associated with Option 2 
than those that would be encountered in an effort to secure as-yet unidentified supplies to 
meet future demands. 

• Unprecedented Offer of State funding for Water Supply Project – Through the QSA, the 
state of California will provide $235 million (and potentially, with Prop. 50 funds, $255 
million) toward a Water Authority water supply capital improvement project (the canal-
lining projects).  Never before has the Water Authority been presented with such a funding 
opportunity, and the prospects of receiving such a significant single investment from 
outside sources in the future is very remote. 

The decision on the QSA, as well as the selection one of these options, will have a profound and 
lasting effect on the San Diego region for generations to come.  The decision must be made with 
an eye firmly fixed on the future and an appreciation for the long-term beneficial impacts that this 
decision will have on future generations.  The implementation of the board’s decision will be the 
legacy that this Board leaves to its successors and to this region. 
 
 
 
Prepared by:   Robert R. Campbell, Executive Assistant to the General Manager 
   James J. Taylor, Assistant General Counsel 
    Daniel S. Hentschke, General Counsel 
    
Prepared and 
   Approved by:  Maureen A. Stapleton, General Manager 
 
njs 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2003-  
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE SAN 
DIEGO COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY CERTIFYING THE 
ADDENDUM TO THE FINAL PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT (STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2000061034) FOR 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE COLORADO RIVER QUANTIFICATION 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL 
FINDINGS OF FACT, ADOPTING A STATEMENT OF OVERIDING 
CONSIDERATIONS, ADOPTING A MITIGATION MONITORING AND 
REPORTING PROGRAM AND APPROVING THE PROJECT 

 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the 
CEQA Guidelines, the Authority, acting as co-lead agency, on June 27, 2002 certified the Final 
Program Environmental Impact Report for the Implementation of the Colorado River 
Quantification Settlement Agreement, hereinafter referred to as the “Final Program EIR”; and 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the Authority, acting as co-
lead agency, has caused to be prepared an Addendum to the Final Program EIR, hereinafter 
referred to as the “Addendum”; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Addendum was prepared in consultation with firms or persons having 

expertise in the analysis of the environmental effects of projects and in the preparation of 
environmental documentation; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Addendum was presented to the Board as having been completed in 
compliance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines; and  
 

WHEREAS, having heard and considered the evidence, and being fully advised 
regarding the environmental consequences of the Implementation of the Colorado River 
Quantification Settlement Agreement, it is in the interest of the Authority and the people it serves 
to approve the Addendum, to make findings regarding the environmental effects of the project, to 
make a brief rationale for each finding, to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations, to 
approve the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to assure that all necessary mitigation 
steps are taken, and to approve the project; and 

 
NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED 

by the Board of Directors of the San Diego County Water Authority as follows: 
 
1. That the foregoing facts are true and correct. 
 
2. That the Board, as a co-lead agency under CEQA, hereby finds that: 

 
a. the modifications to the proposed project do not require preparation of 

a subsequent EIR pursuant to CEQA, and 
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b. the Addendum has been completed in compliance with CEQA, the 
State CEQA Guidelines and the Authority’s CEQA Implementation 
Guidelines, and 

c. the Addendum reflects the Board’s independent judgment and analysis. 
 

3. That the Board, as a co-lead agency under CEQA, hereby finds that the 
Addendum and Final Program EIR (as a CD attachment) contain an adequate analysis of the 
environmental effects which would result from the project, that the Addendum is approved, that 
the Addendum and Final Program EIR have been presented to the Board, and that the Board has 
reviewed and considered the information contained therein prior to approving the project. 
 

4. That all mitigation measures identified in the “Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program” (as a CD attachment) are hereby made conditions of approval of the project, 
that the Board approves the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, and that the General 
Manager or her designated representative be assigned the task of implementing the Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program. 
 

5. That the Board, having reviewed and considered the information contained in the 
Addendum and Final Program EIR and all related documents, records, and comments, finds that 
changes are required or have been incorporated into the project which reduce or avoid significant 
environmental effects thereof, as described in the Final EIR and in the “Findings of Fact” (as a 
CD attachment), and sets forth the rationale for each potential environmental impact and 
mitigation measure. 
 

6. That in making a decision as to whether to proceed with the project, CEQA 
requires the decision maker to balance the benefits of a proposed project against its unavoidable 
environmental risks, and if the benefits of the proposed project outweigh the unavoidable adverse 
environmental effects, the adverse environmental effects may be considered acceptable.  All 
significant environmental effects identified in the Addendum and Final Program EIR will be 
eliminated or substantially lessened as a result of the approved mitigation measures and adoption 
of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, except for water resources, agricultural 
resources, and air quality (Final Program EIR Sections 3.1, 3.5, and 3.7, respectively, and 
Summary).  The Board finds that the described adverse environmental effects are unavoidable in 
view of the need to complete the proposed project, and that, on balance, the adverse effects are 
acceptable.  The reasons and consideration supporting this “Statement of Overriding 
Consideration” are included (as a CD attachment) to this resolution. 
 

7. That the General Manager is authorized to execute QSA-related agreements as 
listed on Attachment 1. 
 

8. That the General Manager be directed to file a Notice of Determination as 
provided in Section 15094 of the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 

-2- 
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 PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED, this 25th day of September 2003. 
 
AYES:  
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
 
 

_______________________ 
      Bernie Rhinerson, Chairman 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
________________________ 
George I. Loveland, Secretary 
Board of Directors 
 
 
 I, Vernice Rae Hartman, Clerk of the Board for the San Diego County Water Authority, 
do hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of Resolution 2003 
-       of said Board and that the same has not been amended or repealed. 
 
 
 
       __________________________ 
       Vernice Rae Hartman 
       Clerk of the Board 
 
 
njs 
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Attachment 1 
 

QSA-Related Agreements 
 
1. Colorado River Water Delivery Agreement among the Department of the Interior, Coachella 

Valley Water District, Imperial Irrigation District, Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California, and the San Diego County Water Authority 

 
2. Fourth Amendment to the Agreement between the Imperial Irrigation District and San Diego 

County Water Authority For Transfer of Conserved Water 
 
3. Amendment to the Exchange Agreement between the Metropolitan Water District of 

Southern California and the San Diego County Water Authority 
 
4. Environmental Cost Sharing, Funding and Habitat Conservation Plan Development 

Agreement among Imperial Irrigation District, Coachella Valley Water District, and San 
Diego County Water Authority 

 
5. Quantification Settlement Agreement Joint Powers Authority Creation and Funding 

Agreement 
 
6. Conservation Agreement among the Bureau of Reclamation, Imperial Irrigation District, 

Coachella Valley Water District, and the San Diego County Water Authority 
 
7. Agreement among Bureau of Reclamation, Metropolitan Water District of Southern 

California, and San Diego County Water Authority Regarding Responsibility for 
Implementation of Conservation and Mitigation Measures in U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Biological Opinion dated January 12, 2001, for Interim Surplus Criteria and Secretarial 
Implementation Agreement, Lower Colorado River Impacts 

 
8. Agreement for Acquisition of Restoration and Interim Surplus Guidelines Backfill Water, 

and Payment for Interim Surplus Guidelines Special Surplus Criteria Water Among 
California Department of Water Resources, Metropolitan Water District of California, and 
San Diego County Water Authority 

 
9. Backfill Agreement between the Coachella Valley Water District and the San Diego County 

Water Authority 
 
10. Allocation Agreement among the United States of America, Imperial Irrigation District, 

Coachella Valley Water District, Metropolitan, and San Luis Rey Indian Water Rights 
Settlement Parties 

 
11. Assignment Agreement between the Metropolitan Water District of Southern  California, and 

San Diego County Water Authority 
 
12. Wheeling Agreement among San Diego County Water Authority and San Luis Rey Indian 

Water Rights Settlement Parties. 
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1. 
Colorado River Water Delivery Agreement 

among the Department of the Interior, Coachella Valley Water District, 
Imperial Irrigation District, Metropolitan Water District of Southern 

California, and the San Diego County Water Authority 
 

Basic Provisions 
 

1. Provides federal authorization for water deliveries pursuant to the QSA 
 

2. Determines that appropriate environmental review and compliance for the Agreement has 
been completed under federal law. 

 
Allocation of Water 
 

3. The Secretary agrees to deliver Colorado River water for the period of the Quantification 
Settlement Agreement as follows: 

 
a. To IID, up to 3.1 mafy less the following amounts: 

(1) SDCWA – not to exceed 200,000 AFY (1998 IID/SDCWA Transfer 
Agreement); 

(2) CVWD and MWD – not to exceed 110,000 AFY (Amended 1988 and 
1989 Agreements); 

(3) CVWD – not to exceed 103,000 AFY; 
(4) San Luis Rey Indian Water Rights Settlement Parties - 11,500 AFY 

from the All American Canal Lining project; 
(5) MWD – 56,200 AFY from the All American Canal Lining project; 
 

b. To CVWD, up to 330,000 afy; 
(1)  less the following amounts: 

1. San Luis Rey Indian Water Rights Settlement Parties –4,500 AFY 
from the Coachella Canal Lining project; 

2. MWD – 21,500 AFY from the Coachella Canal Lining project; 
(2) Plus the following amounts; 

1. 20,000 afy of Priority 3a water made available from MWD under 
the Amended 1989 Agreement; 

2. 50,000 afy of water made available from MWD in Year 46 under 
the CVWD/MWD Acquisition Agreement; 

3. 35,000 afy of water under the terms of the MWD/CVWD Transfer 
and Exchange Agreement. 

 
c. To MWD, up to 550,000 afy under Priority 4 and 662,000 afy under Priority 5: 

(1) Less the amount in any calendar year that Priorities 1 and 2 use, together 
with Priority 3b use on the PVID Mesa lands, exceeds 420,000 afy, or as 
determined by the Inadvertent Overrun and Payback Program; 
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(2) Plus any amount of water used by those Priorities in a calendar year that 
is less than 420,000 af. 

(3) Plus any amount available as a result of a MWD/PVID land 
management program, a portion which may be delivered to SDCWA. 

 
4. The Secretary agrees to deliver: 

 
a. Water that CVWD declines to IID, MWD, or subject to the approval of the 

Secretary, an unspecified user, in accordance with the MWD/IID Acquisition 
Agreement. 

b. Priority 6a water as follows:  38,000 afy to MWD; 63,000 afy to IID, and 119,000 
to CVWD. 

 
5. To satisfy miscellaneous and Indian present perfected rights within the State of 

California, the Secretary may reduce the amount of water otherwise available to: 
a. IID by up to 11,500 afy; 
b. CVWD by up to 3,000 afy; 
c. MWD by up to the remainder required to satisfy such rights. 

 
 Term 
 

6. Agreement will terminate on December 31 2037, if IID/SDCWA transfer program 
terminates that year. 

 
7. If agreement does not terminate in 2037, it shall terminate on December 31, 2047, unless 

extended by agreement of all parties until December 31, 2077. 
 
Other Major Provisions 
 

8. Provides that the Secretary does not anticipate any need to assess IID’s reasonable and 
beneficial use of water during the quantification period as long as the transfers are 
proceeding as planned. 

 
9. Provides that the Secretary will not materially modify the Inadvertent Overrun and 

Payback Policy for a 30-year period, absent extraordinary circumstances.  The Policy will 
be suspended if the agricultural water reduction benchmarks are not met.  

 
10. Provides for reinstatement of special surplus criteria of Interim Surplus Guidelines.  

 
11. MWD shall not take water under special surplus criteria unless annual ag reduction 

targets are met. 
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2. 
Fourth Amendment to the Agreement between 

the Imperial Irrigation District and  
San Diego County Water Authority  
For Transfer of Conserved Water 

 
Basic Provisions 
 

1. Sets transfer amount at 200,000 afy at end of ramp-up. 
 

2. Changes the ramp-up schedule as indicated on the Attachment A. 
 

3. Provides IID and SDCWA the opportunity for transfer of additional available water 
during the ramp-up period. 

 
4. Removes limitations on acquisition by SDCWA of other water supplies. 

 
5. Provides for additional “early transfer water” of 10,000 af between 2020 and 2022. 

 
6. Prohibits SDCWA from pursuing any proceeding or taking any other action that could 

reduce IID's senior water rights or its right to use and divert Colorado River water 
thereunder. 

 
7. Mandates SDCWA presumption that any water IID conserves through fallowing (first 15 

years) under the Agreement is considered to have been conserved through efficiency, and 
prohibits SDCWA from seeking or supporting fallowing or crop rotation as the source of 
water for transfer after 2017, or the use of IID water to lessen impacts to the Salton Sea 
due to the water transfer. 

 
Payment for Transferred Water 
 

8. Payment for transferred water shall be as indicated on Attachment A for Years 1 through 
15, except that either SDCWA or IID can require reversion to original contract price after 
Year 5. 

 
9. Shortage Premium will not be paid for Years 1 through 15. 

 
10. Provides a “substitute wheeling rate” for Years 1 through 30, for inclusion in the contract 

price formula. 
 

11. Payment for “early transfer water” shall be $125/af in 1999 dollars. 
 

12. SDCWA makes a $10 million prepayment at end of Year 5, to be credited against 
Authority payments in Years 16 through 30. 
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Term 
 

13. Initial Term is for 45 years.  SDCWA and IID can mutually consent to Renewal Term of 
30 years, for a total of 75 years. 

 
14. SDCWA may elect to terminate at end of Year 35, if no agreement with MWD on 

Wheeling Rate through Year 45.  Election must be made by end of Year 15. 
 

15. If Agreement terminates at end of Initial Term, SDCWA and IID shall have a right of 
first refusal on transfers/purchases of water for 15 years thereafter. 

 
Socioeconomic Impacts 
 

16. IID shall exercise best efforts to minimize socioeconomic impacts of land fallowing. 
 
17. An appointed Economists Panel shall determine and refine the method of determining 

socioeconomic impacts. 
 

18. A Local Entity shall be established to administer the receipt and disbursement of 
socioeconomic impact payments by SDCWA and IID. 

 
19. SDCWA shall pay $10 million to the Local Entity on an installment schedule.  IID shall 

reimburse the Authority this amount without interest through credits beginning in Years 
16. 

 
20. IID shall pay 5% of annual contract payments from SDCWA to the Local Entity 

beginning in Year 8, until $10 million is paid. 
 

21. If socioeconomic impact payments to cover actual impacts are required in excess of $20 
million, SDCWA shall make such payments. 

 
Other Major Provisions 
 

22. Prohibition on fallowing by IID is suspended for Years 1 through 15 only. 
 

23. SDCWA in its sole discretion may arrange for production of water from the East Mesa of 
the Imperial Valley to augment flow into the Salton Sea, in which case IID would transfer 
an additional 2/3 acre foot of water to SDCWA for each acre foot of augmentation water 
from East Mesa. 
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Attachment A 
 
 

Quantity and Price of Conserved Water Transferred to SDCWA 
 

 
Agreement 

Year 

 
Acre-Feet/Year 

 
Price ($/AF) 

1 10,000 $258 
2 20,000 $267 
3 30,000 $276 
4 40,000 $286 
5 50,000 $296 
6 50,000 $306* 
7 60,000 $316 
8 70,000 $327 
9 80,000 $338 
10 90,000 $349 
11 100,000 $363 
12 100,000 $376 
13 100,000 $390 
14 100,000 $405 
15 100,000 -- 
16 130,000 -- 
17 160,000 -- 
18 190,000 -- 

19+ 200,000 -- 
 

 
*Either agency may elect implementation of the original agreement pricing 
structure beginning in Year 6. 
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3. 
Amendment to the Exchange Agreement between 

the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
and the San Diego County Water Authority 

 
Basic Provisions 
 

1. MWD will make available to SDCWA up to 390,000 acre feet of water from the Palo 
Verde Land Management, Crop Rotation, and Water Supply Program (PVID water) 
during Years 1 through 15 of the QSA and IID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement at 26,000 
acre feet per year. 

 
2. In the event that the PVID/MWD program is not implemented, MWD will exchange up 

to 390,000 acre feet of water made available by the State, through MWD, to SDCWA 
pursuant to the Salton Sea Restoration Act, or water made available by CVWD to 
SDCWA. 

 
3. MWD and SDCWA will exchange an additional 10,000 acre feet of  “early transfer 

water” in accordance with the transfer of that water under the IID/SDCWA Transfer 
Agreement. 

 
Payment 
 

4. Payment for exchange of water will be as provided in the Agreement for the first 5.1 
million acre feet exchanged.  After that amount is exchange, exchange price shall be at 
rate set by MWD.  MWD and SDCWA agree not to seek changes to law or regulation 
regarding charges for water wheeled by MWD through the Colorado River Aqueduct, 
unless by mutual consent.  SDCWA may litigate whether exchange rate is lawful. 

 
5. Payment by SDCWA to MWD for PVID water shall cover MWD’s cost of water, 

including a reasonable proportion of all of MWD’s costs under the agreement with PVID, 
and a proportional share of the socioeconomic costs incurred under that agreement. 

 
6. Payment for water made available pursuant to the Salton Sea Restoration Act shall be the 

same price paid for the water by MWD. 
 
Term 
 

7. This Amendment will become effective on the Effective Date of the QSA. 
 
8. The Agreement term will be extended from 30 years to 45 years, except that the 

Amendment will terminate on the QSA Termination Date if that date is earlier than 45 
years. 
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Other Major Provisions 
 

9. SDCWA consents to water transfers from IID to MWD under the IID/MWD Acquisition 
Agreement. 

 
10. MWD agrees to exchange up to 200,000 afy under this Agreement even if part of that 

water is in addition to the stabilized primary quantity under the IID/SDCWA Transfer 
Agreement. 

 
 
Changes to Amendment to Exchange Agreement in the Event SDCWA Elects to Take 
Canal Lining Water 
 

1. MWD shall, in addition to exchange of IID/SDCWA transfer water, exchange 77,700 acre 
feet per year delivered by SDCWA to the CRA intake from the All-American and 
Coachella Canal Lining projects. 

 
2. MWD shall continue exchange of Canal Lining Water for the term of the Allocation 

Agreement (110 years, with possible extensions). 
 

3. SDCWA shall pay rate established by MWD for all exchanged water.  MWD and 
SDCWA agree not to seek changes to law or regulation regarding transportation-related 
charges for water wheeled by MWD.  However, after first five years, SDCWA can contest 
lawfulness of MWD rate in an administrative or judicial forum. 

 
4. MWD shall not deliver to or exchange with SDCWA any MWD/PVID program water, 

water made available pursuant to the Salton Sea Restoration Act, or water made available 
by CVWD to SDCWA.  
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4. 
Environmental Cost Sharing,  

Funding and Habitat Conservation Plan Development Agreement  
among Imperial Irrigation District, Coachella Valley Water District, 

and San Diego County Water Authority 
 
Basic Provision 
 

1. Provides for the specified allocation of QSA-related environmental review, mitigation, 
and litigation costs for the term of the QSA, and for development of a Habitat 
Conservation Plan. 

 
Division of Environmental Review and Litigation Costs 
 

2. Each party shall bear its own costs of environmental review, except as otherwise 
provided in separate agreements. 

 
3. The Parties contemplate joining in the defense of any environmental litigation pertaining 

to the QSA and the agreements related to the QSA. 
 

4. Each party shall bear its own costs of environmental litigation, except as otherwise 
provided in separate agreements. 

 
5. The Parties will share and pay requested reimbursement for (a) Reclamation, USFWS, 

and other federal agencies, and (b) CDFG and other state agencies, if the parties each 
agree to such reimbursement, as follows:  33 1/3% each by IID, CVWD, and SDCWA. 

 
Allocation of Environmental Mitigation Costs 
 

6. For the purpose of funding environmental mitigation costs, SDCWA, IID, and CVWD 
shall pay a total aggregate amount not-to-exceed $133 million in 2003 Dollars, as 
follows:  SDCWA - $52,220, 859; IID - $44,061,350; CVWD - $36,717,791 

 
7. Such payments shall be made to the QSA Joint Powers Authority (JPA) on a schedule 

determined by the JPA. 
 

8. This Agreement does not cover mitigation costs for environmental impacts on the 
Colorado River (except as to impacts of the IID/SDCWA transfer), the CVWD, MWD, or 
SDCWA service areas, or for the All-American and Coachella Canal Lining projects.  It 
also does not cover socioeconomic impacts. 

 
9. SDCWA, IID, and CVWD shall pay a total aggregate amount of $30 million, in 2003 

Dollars, to the Salton Sea Restoration Fund, as follows:  SDCWA - $11,779,141; IID - 
$9,938,650; CVWD - $8,282,209.   
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Habitat Conservation Plan 
 

10. SDCWA and CVWD, in collaboration with IID, shall use their best efforts to cause 
approval, prior to December 31, 2006, of a habitat conservation plan/natural communities 
conservation plan and related permits regarding QSA impacts in the IID service area and 
Salton Sea. 

 
11. The HCP shall conform to certain terms and conditions unless not feasible. 

 
12. SDCWA and CVWD to pay together not more than $5 million for consultant work on the 

HCP. 
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5. 
Quantification Settlement Agreement Joint Powers Authority  

Creation and Funding Agreement 
 
Basic Provisions 
 

1. Purpose of this agreement is to create and fund the Quantification Settlement Agreement 
Joint Powers Authority and to establish the limits of the funding obligation of CVWD, 
IID and SDCWA for environmental mitigation and Salton Sea restoration pursuant to SB 
654 (Machado).   

 
2. The JPA parties shall be the DFG, CVWD, IID and SDCWA with each party appointing 

a representative and alternative representative to JPA board.  
 

3. DFG representative shall be Chairperson.   
 

4. Chief Administrative Officer shall be SDCWA GM or designee; Treasurer shall be 
SDCWA Treasurer; Chief Legal Counsel shall be CVWD chief legal counsel.  

 
5. The JPA shall collect and disburse funds for the implementation of the environment 

requirements. 
 
Term 
 

6. Agreement is effective on authorization by all Parties, or January 1, 2004, whichever is 
later. 

 
7. Agreement shall terminate on later date of termination of QSA or implementation of all 

Environmental Mitigation Requirements. 
 
Contributions for Environmental Mitigation Requirements 
 

8. CVWD, IID, and SDCWA shall make contributions in accordance with the 
Environmental Cost Sharing Agreement. 

 
9. DFG is responsible for paying, subject to appropriation, all costs of Environmental 

Mitigation Requirements in excess of contributions by CVWD, IID, and SDCWA. 
 

10. CVWD, IID and SDCWA responsibility for environmental mitigation requirements 
capped at $133,000,000 collectively. 

 
11. CVWD, IID and SDCWA responsibility for Salton Sea restoration capped at $30,000,000 

collectively.  
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6. 
Conservation Agreement among the Bureau of Reclamation, 
Imperial Irrigation District, Coachella Valley Water District,  

and the San Diego County Water Authority 
 

Basic Provisions 
 

1. CVWD and SDCWA, in coordination with IID, will develop a habitat conservation plan 
pursuant to Section 10 of the federal Endangered Species Act that will not be completed 
prior to execution of the Quantification Settlement Agreement. 

 
2. The Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) has developed a voluntary species 

conservation program, described in a Biological Assessment, to meet the statutory and 
regulatory requirements for the issuance of incidental take authorizations for the impacts 
to listed species in the IID and Salton Sea areas that may result from activities of IID, 
CVWD, and SDCWA related to implementation of water conservation projects identified 
in the QSA. 

 
3. The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service has prepared a Biological Opinion (BO) that will 

contain a statement of incidental take that will result from the water conservation projects 
identified in the QSA, and the reasonable and prudent measures that are necessary and 
appropriate to minimize the impacts of the incidental take. 

 
General Provisions 
 

4. The Agreement identifies responsibilities of the Parties to fund and implement 
conservation measures identified in the BO for the brown pelican, California black rail, 
desert pupfish, mountain plover, southwestern willow flycatcher, and Yuma clapper rail. 

 
5. The Agreement will be effective upon execution of the QSA and the Colorado River 

Water Delivery Agreement. 
 
Costs 
 

6. Costs will be based on the final set of reasonable and prudent measures identified in the 
BO. 

 
7. Costs of implementation of measures in the BO shall be in accordance with the 

provisions of the Environmental Cost Sharing Agreement and the QSA JPA Agreement. 
 

8. IID, CVWD and SDCWA shall be responsible for a maximum of $133 million in costs as 
listed in the Environmental Cost Sharing Agreement. 
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7. 

Agreement among Bureau of Reclamation, Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California, and San Diego County Water Authority Regarding 

Responsibility for Implementation of Conservation and Mitigation Measures 
in U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service Biological Opinion dated January 12, 2001, 

for Interim Surplus Criteria and Secretarial Implementation Agreement, 
Lower Colorado River Impacts 

 
Basic Provisions 
 

1. The California Colorado River Water Use Plan includes water transfers that result in 
changes in point of delivery and diversion of up to 400,000 afy of Colorado River water 
to Lake Havasu from Imperial Dam or points in between. 

 
2. The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) issued a Biological Opinion (BO) on January 

12, 2001, that provides incidental take authorization and certain conservation measures, 
mitigation measures, and reasonable and prudent measures (collectively the “Measures”) 
required to offset species impacts on the River regarding such actions. 

 
3. Under the terms and conditions of the Agreement, the Bureau of Reclamation 

(Reclamation) agrees to implement all Measures in the BO necessary for implementation 
and continuation of the changes in point of diversion and delivery. 

 
4. Allocation of benefits derived from the BO and Measures regarding the 400,000 afy 

change in point of delivery are 200,000 afy to SDCWA and 200,000 afy to MWD. 
 
Payment 
 

5. As compensation for benefits received, SDCWA and MWD shall provide a total of $6 
million to Reclamation, allocated at $3 million each from SDCWA and MWD (amount 
could increase at an interest rate from the time the amount was agreed upon in 2001). 

 
6. SDCWA and MWD shall place the funds in an interest bearing account when the 

Agreement is executed.  When the QSA projects, including the IID/SDCWA transfer, 
begin implementation, the funds, including accrued interest, shall be made available to 
Reclamation to implement the Measures. 

 
7. If the cost of implementing the necessary Measures are more than $6 million, 

Reclamation will nevertheless implement all such Measures at no additional cost to 
SDCWA and MWD. 

 
8. If the cost of implementing the Measures is less than $6 million, SDCWA and MWD 

shall receive back any remaining funds in proportion to their contributions. 
 

A-12 

DTX-0859



 
 
Term 
 

9. The Agreement shall be effective until completion of all terms and conditions. 
 
Other Major Provisions 
 

10. Reclamation shall notify and consult with SDCWA and MWD as to identification of 
proposed projects for implementation of the Measures. 

 
11. Reclamation shall retain detailed records of costs and expenditures, which shall be 

available for inspection and audit by SDCWA and MWD. 
 

12. As to Measures that are also required under a State of California Endangered Species Act 
permit, Reclamation shall consult with the California Department of Fish and Game 
regarding those proposed Measures. 
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8. 
 Agreement for Acquisition of Restoration and 

 Interim Surplus Guidelines Backfill Water, and 
Payment for Interim Surplus Guidelines Special Surplus Criteria Water 

Among California Department of Water Resources, Metropolitan Water District of 
California, and San Diego County Water Authority 

 
 
Basic Provisions 
 

1. Provides for implementation of water transfers and payments for the benefit of the Salton 
Sea Restoration effort. 

 
2. Net proceeds from water transfers and payments pursuant to this Agreement shall be 

placed in the Salton Sea Restoration Fund, created under the Salton Sea Restoration Act 
(SB 277). 

 
Water Transfers and Payments 
 

3. DWR shall transfer up to 1.6 million acre-feet of water (Restoration Water) received 
from IID to MWD at $250 per acre-foot in 2003 Dollars.  

 
4. If MWD does not implement the PVID/MWD Land Management Program, and SDCWA 

does not thereby receive a total of 390,000 acre-feet of water pursuant to the Amendment 
to the MWD/SDCWA Exchange Agreement, then MWD shall transfer water received 
under this Agreement to SDCWA as follows: 

(a) the first 145,000 acre-feet shall be assigned by MWD to SDCWA at MWD’s cost 
of acquisition; 

(b) an additional 245,000 acre-feet shall be assigned by MWD to SDCWA at MWD’s 
cost of acquisition, on a reasonable delivery schedule over a 10-year period. 

 
5. Transfer of the first 145,000 acre-feet from DWR to MWD shall be an unconditional 

obligation, and all environmental compliance has been completed. 
 
6. The transfer of the remainder of the water subject to this Agreement shall be conditioned 

upon subsequent compliance with environmental laws and regulations. 
 

7. MWD shall pay not less than $20 per acre-foot in 2003 Dollars for all special surplus 
water received as a result of reinstatement of access to that water under the Interim 
Surplus Guidelines, after subtracting any water delivered to Arizona as a result of a 
shortage.  This money shall be paid into the Salton Sea Restoration Fund. 
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9. 
Backfill Agreement between 

the Coachella Valley Water District 
and the San Diego County Water Authority 

 
 
Basic Provisions 
 

1. In the event that the PVID/MWD program is not implemented and water is not available 
to SDCWA under the Salton Sea Restoration Act, CVWD shall use its best efforts to 
make available to SDCWA up to 245,000 acre feet of water based on the development of 
groundwater recharge and banking facilities and any other method within CVWD’s 
discretion. 

 
 2. Deliveries of water shall be in equal installments over 12 years beginning 24 months 

from the date SDCWA provides written notice and makes advance payment of $26 
million for CVWD to use in the development of groundwater recharge and banking 
facilities. 

 
 3. SDCWA shall make payments to CVWD at the same price for Backfill Water as the 

then-prevailing price of water from IID according to the 1998 IID/SDCWA Transfer 
Agreement.  Payments begin once water has been received to recover the $26 million 
advance payment. 

 
 4. Water shall be exchanged by MWD pursuant to the Exchange Agreement. 
 
Environmental Review 
 
 5. CVWD shall initiate and complete the required environmental review process without 

additional cost to SDCWA. 
 
Term 
 
 6. The Agreement shall commence on the date environmental compliance is complete and 

terminate upon the delivery of 245,000 acre feet of Backfill Water by CVWD to 
SDCWA. 
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10.  
Allocation Agreement among 
the United States of America, 

the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, 
Coachella Valley Water District, Imperial Irrigation District 

and San Luis Rey Indian Water Rights Settlement Parties 
 

Basic Provisions 
 

1. Allocates water from the All American and Coachella Canal Lining Projects for at least 
110 years to MWD, the San Luis Rey Indian Water Rights Settlement Parties 
(“Settlement Parties”) and IID, if it exercises its call rights.  [If SDCWA exercises its 
option, it would assume MWD’s rights and obligations under the Allocation Agreement.  
MWD would remain responsible for delivering water to the Settlement Parties.] 

 
2. Specifies that the Secretary of the Interior will determine the total amount of water 

available for allocation upon completion of construction reach by reach, based on the 
amounts estimated in the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact 
Report for each Project (“FEIS/EIR”). 

 
Water Availability 
 

3.   Determines that 67,700 and 26,000 acre feet per year are available from the completed 
All American and Coachella Canal Lining Projects, respectively, provided that the 
projects are completed as proposed in the FEIS/EIRs. 

 
4.   Allocates conserved water to the Parties as follows: 

 
a. Prior to completion of construction, during the term of the QSA: 

 
(1) to the Settlement Parties—17 percent of the amount conserved, up to the 

greater of: 11,500 acre feet per year from the All American Canal Lining 
Project as completed and 4,500 acre feet per year from the Coachella 
Canal Lining Project as completed; or 16,000 acre feet per year from both 
Projects combined; and 

 
(2) to MWD —83 percent, subject to IID’s call rights. 

 
b. After completion of construction, during the term of the QSA: 

 
(1) to the Settlement Parties—the greater of: 11,500 acre feet per year from 

the All American Canal Lining Project and 4,500 acre feet per year from 
the Coachella Canal Lining Project; or up to 16,000 acre feet per year 
from both Projects combined if available; and 

 
(2) to MWD —the lesser of: 
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i. 77,700 AFY; or 
 
ii. the amount conserved minus 16,000 acre feet per year, 

 
subject to IID’s call rights. 

 
c. After termination of the QSA: 

 
(1) to the Settlement Parties: 

 
i. an amount not to exceed 16,000 acre feet per year total, 
following completion of construction of both Projects; or 
 
ii. 17 percent of the amounts conserved by each of the All 
American and Coachella Canal Lining Projects, not to exceed 
16,000 acre feet per year combined, prior to completion of 
construction or in the event of partial completion of either Project. 

 
(2) to MWD  -- the lesser of 

 
i. 77,700 AFY; or 
 
ii. the amount conserved minus 16,000 acre feet per year, 

 
subject to IID’s post-QSA call rights, including reimbursement of capital 
costs. 

 
5. Includes CWVD waiver of all rights to water conserved by the Projects. 

 
6. Grants call rights to IID, if IID pays a proportionate share of the applicable Project’s Net 

Additional OM&R Costs and Mitigation Costs, as described below, in the following 
amounts: 

 
a. During the term of the QSA, in increments of 5,000 AFY, as long as there are no 

adverse effects on MWD, and the Secretary has determined that surplus water 
exists under the Criteria for Coordinated Long-Range Operation of Colorado 
River Reservoirs; 

 
b. Beginning in Year 46 of the QSA, the lesser of half the water available to MWD, 

or 38,350 acre feet, whichever is less when no surplus water is available, with the 
Agreement being extended until MWD receives the amount of water called by 
IID; 

 
c.  Following termination of the QSA, when IID pays a proportionate share of the 

Projects’ capital costs to MWD. 
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7.  Specifies that the Secretary shall determine the amount of water available for allocation if 

the amount of water conserved is reduced based on: 
 

a. partial completion of the projects; 
 
b. uncontrollable forces, e.g. earthquake; or 
 
c. shortage conditions on the Colorado River, leading to reduced diversions 

into the All American Canal, thereby reducing the amount of water 
conserved. 

 
8. Extends the term of the Agreement if shortage conditions cause the conservation of less 

than 93,700 acre feet per year, until MWD receives an amount of water equal to the 
difference between its allocation under non-shortage years and the allocation received 
during shortage years. 

 
9. Allocates water in accordance with the priorities contained in then-existing water 

delivery contracts with the Secretary following termination of this Agreement, subject to 
allocation to the Settlement Parties in perpetuity. 

 
10. Assigns water available to but unused by IID to MWD.  Assigns water available to but 

unused by MWD during the term of the QSA in accordance with the terms of the 
Colorado River Delivery Agreement. 

 
11. Requires IID and CVWD to compensate MWD for the State and MWD’s collective 

participation in the funding of the All-American and Coachella Canal Lining Projects in 
the event the Agreement is terminated early due to litigation filed by a third party, or an 
administrative decision by a third party.  Specifies the compensation to be equal to the 
replacement value of the Projects less depreciation. 

 
Net Additional Operation, Maintenance, and Repair Costs 
 

12. Specifies the manner by which any Net Additional Operation, Maintenance and Repair 
(“OM&R”) Costs resulting from the Projects are to be determined and requires MWD, 
the Settlement Parties, and IID to pay their proportionate shares.  Unexpended payments 
are to be refunded to the respective Parties upon termination of the Agreement. 

 
13. Provides that Net Additional OM&R Costs will be determined by each Project’s 

respective OM&R Coordinating Committee, composed of a representative from MWD, 
CVWD, IID (for the All American Canal Lining Project only), the Settlement Parties, and 
an additional chairperson selected by the other representatives. 

 

A-18 

DTX-0859



 
 
 
Other Major Provisions 
 

14. Includes a dispute resolution process with: 
 

a. Attempted resolution by the Parties’ chief executives as a first step, 
 
b. Mediation as the second step except for cost determination disputes, 
 
c. Arbitration of cost determination disputes, and 
 
d. Arbitration of disputes related to whether there is an adverse effect on 

Metropolitan due to IID exercise of its call rights. 
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11. 
Assignment Agreement between the 

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, and 
San Diego County Water Authority 

 
Basic Provisions 
 

1. MWD assigns and transfers to SDCWA each of the following: 
(a) all rights under the Allocation Agreement; 
(b) all rights arising under any administrative approvals, including environmental and 

endangered species approvals, related to the conservation and transportation of 
77,700 acre-feet per year made available by the lining of the All-American and 
Coachella Canals; and 

(c) all rights to reimbursement of $200 million for lining of the All-American and 
Coachella Canals, and $35 million for conjunctive use project, both arising from 
the provisions of California Water Code Sections 12562(a) and (b). 

 
2. SDCWA accepts the assignment from MWD, and assumes all of MWD’s corresponding 

obligations.  
 
3. MWD and SDCWA each warrant that they have all necessary authority to perform their 

obligations under this Agreement. 
 

4. MWD shall cooperate with SDCWA in acquiring $20 million in funds pursuant to 
Proposition 50 that may be dedicated to costs of the All-American and Coachella Canal 
Lining projects.  MWD shall not submit any competing applications for those funds. 

 
5. MWD remains responsible for transporting San Luis Rey Settlement Parties water 

through MWD system. 
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12. 

Wheeling Agreement among San Diego County Water Authority and 
San Luis Rey Indian Water Rights Settlement Parties 

 
Basic Provisions 
 

1. SDCWA will wheel up to 16,000 AF/Y of supplemental water from the MWD delivery 
point to SDCWA’s aqueducts for the benefit of the San Luis Rey Indian Water Rights 
Settlement Parties (San Luis Rey River Indian Water Authority, La Jolla, Rincon, San 
Pasqual, Pauma and Pala Bands of Mission Indians, City of Escondido, Vista Irrigation 
District).  Amount of water wheeled will be determined by the Settlement Parties 
according to the Exchange Agreement among MWD, the Settlement Parties and the U.S. 
 

2. Wheeling is through interruptible capacity in SDCWA facilities. 
 

3. Settlement parties pay transportation charge for each acre-foot of water wheeled.  Water 
delivered to VID or Escondido pursuant to the Settlement Agreement among the 
Settlement Parties is considered through-put for purposes of those SDCWA charges 
calculated based on through-put (e.g. customer service and storage charges). 

 
Payments 
 

1. Wheeling charge is $55 per acre-foot of water delivered escalated annually at a rate of 
1.55 percent, or the then current SDCWA transportation charge, whichever is lower. 

 
Other Major Provisions 
 

1. Agreement term is as long as the supplemental water is available from the canal lining 
projects. 
 

2. There will be no wheeling charge if the Settlement Parties make a direct connection to 
the MWD pipelines.  
 

3. Benefits to the Settlement Parties of the Exchange Agreement among the Settlement 
Parties, MWD and the U.S. are preserved.  
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METROPOLITAN'S MEMBER AGENCIES 

DTX-0979 

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California was established in 1928 under an act of the state Legislature to import water supplies 
for the Southland. Metropolitan is a public agency and a regional water wholesaler. 

It is governed by a 37-member board of directors representing 26 member public agencies that purchase some or all of their water from Met
ropolitan and serve 19 million people across six Southern California counties. 

The mission of Metropolitan is to provide its 5,200-square-mile service area with adequate and reliable supplies of high-quality water to meet 
present and future needs in an environmentally and economically responsible way. 

Metropolitan draws supplies through the Colorado River Aqueduct. which it owns and operates. Water supplies also come from Northern 
California via the State Water Project and from local programs and transfer arrangements. An increasing percentage of Southern California's 
water supply comes from conservation, water recyding and recovered groundwater, which are further described in this report. 

------- ---- -- -- - -~ 
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INTRODU CT ION 

In 2009, the state of California faced the third consecutive year of d rought. The Sierra Nevada 
recorded its driest spring on record. There was a corresponding drop in snow and runoff. 
Continued court-ordered pumping restdction s to protect endangered fish resulted in a signifi

cant reduction of water imported from Northern California through the Sacramento-San Joaquin 
Delta. Regional storage reserves were being pulled down for the third consecutive year. Fiscal year 
2009/10 was the first time in 18 years that Metropolitan's Board of Directors took action to reduce 
supplies allocated to Metropolitan's member public agencies. By the end of 2009, mandatory con
servation was in place across much of the Southland. In April 2010, Metropolitan's board approved 
a second year of mandatory allocations, marking the first time in Metropolitan's history that it 
imposed consecutive years of supply reductions. 

By the close of 2010, the water supply picture was much different. It's much better now, 
although improved conditions may fluctuate as the season progresses. After three challeng-
ing years, Metropolitan's two key imported water sources are showing improvement. The 
Metropolitan-owned Colorado River Aqueduct will be running at near-full capacity in 201 l. In 
December 2010, the state Department of Water Resources 
boosted its 2011 allocat ion for the State Water Project from 
5 percent to 50 percent contracted amounts. Different factors 
have come into alignment which have allowed Metropolitan to 
begin to replenish depleted reserves. These factors include an 
increase in imported supplies, successfully negotiated water 
transfers, and significa nt consumer response to the call for 
conservation. 

Weathering several years of dry conditions is made possible by 

good planning and positive consumer response to water conser
vation initiatives. Investments like Diamond Valley Lake have 
provided Metropolitan with reserves to withstand the years 
of shortages. New additions to the distribution system have 
as well. One example is the recently completed Inland Feeder, 
which allows for the t ransport and storage of additional water 
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when it becomes available. Agreements are in place for water transfers and groundwater storage 

outside of Metropolitan's service area. These can be tapped when supplies fall short of demands. 
Infrastructure enhancements, coupled with water savings in the residential and business sectors, 

have allowed Southern California water managers to avoid even more severe restrictions. And 

many of the 19 million residents in Metropolitan's six-county service area reside in communities 

with conservation ordinances in place. These ordinances require some level of reduced water use 
and impose financial penalties for not complying. 

Going forward, Metropolitan's new 2010 Integrated Resources Plan Update (IRP) establishes a 

dynamic, long-term water management framework to meet Southern California's challenges with 

an increased emphasis on regional collaboration. Adopted by Metropolitan's Board of Directors in 
OclOber 2010, the IRP serves as a resource planning framework for the next 25 years. The IRP seeks 

to stabilize Metropolitan's traditional imported water supplies and establish water reserves to with
stand inevitable dry years and growth in demand. It includes development of a long-term conserva

tion plan and a comprehensive review of local needs and projects currently under consideration. 

The 2010 IRP is a useful tool for aiding water agencies in complying with California's new require

ment to lower urban per-capita water use by 20 percent by the year 2020 (referred to as "20x2020"). 

The Water Conservation Act of2009 (SBX 7-7) was enacted by the state Legislature and signed 
into law by Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger in November 2009 as part of a historic package of water 

reforms. Metropolitan plans to coordinate closely with its member agencies to achieve these 

regional targets and to reduce regional per-capita use by 20 percent. The IRP is useful in identify
ing local resource solutions. 

The importance of water conservation as part of Metropolitan's resource mix is far-reaching. In 

the second year of operation, Metropolitan's new region-wide residential rebate program, SoCal 
Water$mart, issued about 38,000 rebates with Metropolitan funding totaling roughly $2 million. 

This accounted for about 2,800 acre-feet of annual water saved. 

Save Water, Save A Buck, Metropolitan's commercial and multi-family conservation program, 

provided about 3,300 rebates accounting for annual water savings of about 10,200 acre-feet. 

,/~---..;;;::: ~ ~1 r r ~ -~ 
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Metropolitan encourages research and development for unique methods of conserving water. 

The Innovative Conservation Program provides funding to both individuals and organizations 

to test new water-saving technologies. The Enhanced Conservation Program provides funds 
to Metropolitan's member agencies to encourage innovative ideas for expanding urban water 

conservation opportunities. Current projects being funded include research on irrigation devices, 

weather station equipment and cooling tower water re-use. 

DTX-0979 

To complement Metropolitan's regional programs, member agencies and retailers implemented 

local water conservation programs within their respective service areas. They receive Metropolitan 
incentives for qualified retrofits and other water-saving projects such as toilet replacements, 

locally-run clothes washer rebate programs and residential water audits. Since 1990, Metropolitan 
has invested $293 million in conservation programs. 

Metropolitan's water recycling and groundwater recovery programs provide additional water for 

regional supplies. In fiscal year 2009/10, about 177,000 acre-feet of recycled water was delivered for 

non-potable uses and about 50,000 acre-feet of groundwater was treated to improve its quality for 
municipal use. 

All of the local resource programs receiving Metropolitan incentives are listed with their annual 

water savings in the Achievements Scorecard on page 7. 

Metropolitan's goals include protecting both its source waters and the environment. Watershed 

management and environmental restoration remain a key focus. Efforts range from short· 
term response to long-term planning. Many of these activities are being implemented for the 

Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta - the hub of California's water system. About 30 percent of 

Southern California's water moves through the Delta, which is the West Coast's largest estuary. 

The Delta's environmental decline has led to historic restrictions in water deliveries. 

The prospect of continued restrictions has prompted an effort to improve 
both the Delta environment and the reliability of its water delivery 

system for 25 million people statewide. A promising solution is being 
offered through a 50-year improvement plan known as the Bay Delta 

Conservation Plan (BDCP). This plan links ecosystem improve

ments with improvements in the conveyance system. The BDCP 

is being crafted with the oversight of stale and federal wildlife 
agencies, as well as water districts, environmental groups, local 

Delta interests and other stakeholders. 

-------------~------------ ----~- ---
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A new educational campaign called "50 Percent Less" brought consumer focus to supply shortages 

caused by pumping restrictions in the Delta and the need to modernize the water delivery system. 

Metropolitan created new television spots and aired them along with radio advertisements. 

While the water picture improved during the last year, a wet winter does not ease the region's long
term supply uncertainty. The challenges remain great. Metropolitan and its member agencies will 
continue to invest in conservation, water recycling, groundwater recovery and other local resource 

programs to provide a reliable source of water for Southern California, the regional economy and 
future generations. 

Reader's Guide to the Achievements Scorecard 

Conservation 
Metropolitan helps the region to reduce water consumption through its Conservation Credits Program . 
Fstablished in 1991, the program provides rebates for the instdllation or retrofit of Wdter·efficient 
devices An expanded program now includes process improvernellts for industry and efficiency 
measures for res1dent1al and commercial customers such as water audits. 

Recycled Water 
Used municipal water is recycled and treated to a quality level allowed for specific uses such as outdoor 
irrigation, groundwater recharge and seawater intrusion barriers. Metropolitan provides financial 
assistance to produce recycled water through its Local Resources Program. which bPgan in 1982. 

Groundwater Recovery 
Degraded groundwater 1s recovered tor potable use through treatment techniques that reduce high sal t 
levels or other contaminant levels. Financial assistance for groundwater recovery has been provided 
since 1995 through Metropolitan's Local Resources Program. 

Conjunctive Use Program 
Metropolitan works in partnership with its member agencies and groundwater basin managers to store 
surplus imported water in local aquifers for future withdrawal. 

Water Rate Discount For Groundwater Replenishment 
When there are surplus water supplies, Metropolitan offers its member agencies water at a discounted 
rate to encouragP groundwater storage. Because of drought cond1t1ons, Metropolitan has not offered 
discounted water since June 2007. 

6 ~ ---- -- - -
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1.41 7,000 acre-feet 
FY 2009/10 Metropolitan Active Conservation Investment" 525 million 
FY 2009/10 Member A en lnvestment5 $20.5 million 
Cumulative Active Conservation Investment (excl. fundin b member a encies) $293 million 
Total FY 2009/10 Conservation lnvestment6 S29.2 million 

Reci'fJcled Water 7 

FY 2009/10 Producti on 177.000 acre-feet 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~·~~~~~~~~~~---+ 

FY 2009/10 Investment $29.3 million 
Cumulative Production 1,330,000 acre-feet 
Cumulative Investment $243.4 million 
Groundw ater Recover ' 
FY 2009110 Production 
FY 200911 0 Investment 
Cumulative Production 
Cumulative Investment 

Pro osition 13 Grant Funds Administered by Metropolitan 
Water Stored Since Pro ram Ince tion 

Cumulative Replenishment Water Delivery through December 2010 
Footnotes: 

50,000 acre-feet 
S8.3 million 
5 1 ~ .000 acre· feet 
$95 million 

S54. 7 million 
$45.0 million 
225,000 acre-feet 

2.9 million acre-feet 

1. Active conservation is water saved directly as a result of conservation incentives through Metropolitan's Conservation Credits Programs and other water agencies. It 
includes device retrofits, process improvements, landscape dliciency in1provcmcnls and other efficiency measures utilizeJ in commercial, industrial and residential 
sectors. Additional water is conserved ns a result of plumbing codes and other luws gol'ernlng appliances and other products' elliciency stand;mls. 

2. This is water savings from devices ins tolled In fim1l year 2009110 and from dcvkes installed in prior years. lt includes water savings initia lly achieved through 
Mctropolilan's active conservation progra111s and then maintained through plumbing codes. It also includes savings from member-agency funded programs 
administered through Metrnpolilan's region-wide resident ial and commercial programs. 

3 This iscumulative water savings since 1991 from active conservation progrnms. It also includes water savings inillally achieved through Mctropolitan'sactive 
conservation programs and then maintained through plumbing codes. 

4.Active conservation investrnent lncludes Jdministrative fees for contracted program vendors 
5. In addition to Metropolitan's Co11scrvatio11 Credits Programs, member agcncrcs and retailers also implemented local water conservation programs within their 

respectil'e service areas. Member agency 111vestment figures include rebate funding provided fly memfler agencies in addition lo rehates already prO\•ided by 
Metropolitan's Conservation Credits Programs. 

6. Total conservation investment includes the Conservation Credits Programs plus edue<ltion and advertising campaigns to promote conservation. 

7. Metropolitan provides financial incentives to its member agencies to develop new water recycling projects and groundwater recovery projects (that make degraded 
groundwater potable) through its Local Resources Program; figures reflect deliveries for all Metropolitan-assisted proiects and pay menu reported through June 2010. 

8. Construction ofthe conjunctive use storage programs was completed in 2008. l'roposl lion 13 refers to Chapter 9 of the Safe Drinking Water, Clean Water, Watershed 
l'rotection, and f lood Protection Bond Act of2000. Metropolitan has nol stored water i11 the Conjunctive Use Program since 2007 due to drought conditions. 

9. Metropolitan provides water at a discounted rate 10 its member agencies to encourage groundwater storage Jn 2010. Metropolitan audited the data used to calculate 
the 1~plenishment investment ond discovered that the criteria used in the calcublion were inconsistent. Adjus tments were made to standardize the calculation, which 
resulted In lowered cumulative investment. Due to drought condition$. Metropolitan has not offered discounted water since June 2007. 

- ---- - - ---- - - 7. 
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CONSERVAT ION 

Metropolitan and its member agencies have Jong been leaders in water conservation. Water-use 

efficiency is encouraged with financial incentives such as rebates and a tiered pricing struc
ture, outreach and education programs, and support for new plumbing and compliance codes 

that facilitate water savings. In 2009, the California state Legislature mandated a 20 percent per-capita 
reduction in water use by the year 2020. Metropolitan is providing technical assistance to member agen

cies and retailers to help comply with the requirements and to ident ify programs and projects that work 
towards this goal. One useful tool will be Metropolitan's recently adopted (October 2010) Integrated 

Resources Plan Update. The long-term plan provides a road map for maintaining regional water supply 

reliability. It offers strategies to protect the region from future supply shortages, with an emphasis on 

water efficiency through conservation and local supply development. 

Fiscal Year 2009/ 10 Program Highlights 
• Metropolitan and its member agencies issued a second record year of rebates valued at more than 

$45.5 million. 

• In April 2010, Metropolitan's Board of Directors imposed a second consecutive year of reduced 

allocations to member agencies for July 1, 2010 to 
June 30, 2011 . This has helped to sustain consumer 

awareness and community commitment to continue 

efficient water use. 

• With the governor's proclamation of a statewide 
drought and reduced allocation from Metropolitan, 

many cities contributed by adopting water con

servation ordinances. More than half of the 19 

million residents in Metropolitan's service area are 

now covered by water conservation ordinances or 

residing in cities that are in the process of adopting 

ordinances. 
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• With water supply shortages due to pumping restrictions in the 
Delta, an outreach campaign called "50 Percent Less" hit the airwaves 

to inform residents of the need to practice long-term conservation 

despite improved water conditions in fiscal year 2009/10. 

Regional Conservation Programs 
Metropolitan's conservation programs focus on two main areas: residential 

and commercial water usage. 

Residential Conservation Programs 
Metropolitan's Residential Conservation Programs consist of three targeted 
efforts: SoCal Water$mart; Save Water, Save A Buck (Save A Buck) for 

multifamily dwellings; and programs implemented by member agencies. In 

fiscal year 2009/10, the Residential Conservation Programs saved 
5,000 acre-feet. 

SoCal Water$mart 

In July 2008, Metropolitan launched a region-wide residential program 

named SoCal Water$mart. During its first year of opcratio":, rebate 

activity exceeded expectations as awareness about conservation increased 
and customers turned to financial incentives available to help offset the 

purchase of water-efficient devices. In its second year, SoCal Water$mart 

issued about 38,000 rebates with Metropolitan funding of about $2 million. 
Water savings were calculated at about 2,800 acre-feet annually. 

Save Water, Save A Buck (Multi-Family) 

Metropolitan's regional Save A Buck program extends rebates to multi

family dwellings. More than l,000 rebates were issued during fiscal year 

2009/10 for high-efficiency toilets and clothes washers, accounting for a 
water savings of about 900 acre-feet annually. 

Member Agency Residential Programs 

In addition to SoCal Water$mart, Metropolitan also provides funding to 

member and retail agencies for locally-administered water conservation 

programs. Member agencies receive Metropolitan incentives for qualified 
retrofits and water-saving activities. Qualifying projects have included 

toilet distribution and replacement programs, clothes washer rebate pro

grams, and residential water audits. Programs implemented by member 

agencies saved l,300 acre-feet annually starting in fiscal year 2009/10. 

10 - -
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Examples of water-saving devices that contribute to 
conservation: 

High-Efficiency Clothes Washers 

High-efficiency clothes washers (HECW) are a growing segment of water

saving hardware in the marketplace, supported by Metropolitan's rebate 

program. Metropolitan's program eligibility requirement is currently set at 
water factor 4.0, which saves more than 10,000 gallons per year per washer. 

The water factor is the measure for the amount of water used m wash a 
standard load of laundry. HECW rebates in fiscal year 2009/10 saved 1,050 

acre-feet per year. Metropolitan has historically supplemented its HECW 

rebate using state or federal grants. 

High-Efficiency Toilets 

Metropolitan has provided incentives for toilet replacement programs 
since 1988. Over time, technology has advanced and toilets have become 

more efficient. Funding recently was provided by Metropolitan for high

efficiency toilets that use 20 percent less water than the current ultra-low

flush toilets. Mecropolitan uses the federal Environmental Protection 
Agency's WaterSense list of qualifying models for eligibility in its 

programs. High-efficiency toilet rebates in fiscal year 2009110 saved 
2,900 acre-feet per year. 

Irrigation Evaluations and Residential Surveys 

Metropoli tan provides funding to m ember agencies that offer residential 
irrigation evaluations and indoor water surveys. Irrigation evaluations 

produce a recommended watering schedule along with suggestions for 

system efficiency improvements. Indoor residential surveys provide cus- ... 
tomers with information on how to identify leaks as well as suggestions for 

water-saving hardware for the home. Starting in fiscal year 2009/10, these 

programs saved 45 acre-feet annually. 

Rotating Nozzles for Sprinklers 

Pop-up spray heads with multi-stream, multi-trajectory rotating nozzles 

represent a new alternative for landscape irrigation. In field tests, the spray 

heads have been found to increase watering efficiency and provide water 

savings. The nozzles installed in fiscal year 2009/10 saved 625 acre-feet 
annually. 

DTX-0979 
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Weather-Based Irrigation Controllers 

Weather-based irrigat ion controllers (WBIC) arc a rapidly evolving conservation technology. Rather 

than relying on periodic manual adjustments, WBICs adjust irrigation schedu les automatically based 

on a number of factors including rain, temperature, sunlight, and soil moisture. Metropolitan began 
fund ing residential WBIC incentives after conducting a pilot study to evaluate potential savings and 

ease of use. WBlCs installed in fiscal year 2009/10 saved 400 acre-feet annually. 

Commercial Conservation Programs 

Metropolitan's commercial programs provide rebates to businesses and insti tutions for water-saving 
device r etrofi ts throughout Southern California, resulting in an annual water savings of about 10,400 

acre-feet. In fisca l year 2009/IO, the commercial program was comprised of the Save A Buck program , 

Water Savings Performance Program and member agency commercial programs. 

Save Water, Save A Buck 

The majority of the commercial conservation activity comes from Metropolitan's regional Save A Buck 
program. During fi scal year 2009/10, Save A Buck provided about 2,300 rebates for more than 65,000 

device retrofits resulting in annual water savings of9.300 acre-feet. 
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Water Savings Performance Program 

A component of the commercial program, the Water Savings Performance Program provides financial 
incentives for documented water savings linked to landscape irrigation and industrial process improve

ments. This program allows large water users to customize conservation projects with water-use 

efficiency improvements and receive incentives for five years of water savings. Starting in fiscal year 
2009/10, this program saved 370 acre-feet annually. 

Member Agency Commercial Programs 

Member and retail agencies also implement water conservation programs for commercial sectors using 

Metropolitan incentives. Projects target specific local businesses, with many programs also receiving 

assistance from state or federal grant programs. Metropolitan incentives are used as the basis for 
meeting cost-share requirements. For fiscal year 2009/10, this program saved 750 acre-feet. 

Metropolitan's Commercial Program provides rebates for water-saving fixtures and equipment to 

businesses and institutions. Following is a list of current and past devices that contributed to this year's 

conservation savings: 

• Connectionless Food Steamer • Pre-rinse Spray Head 

• Cooling Tower Conductivity Meter • Steam Sterilizer 

• Dry Vacuum Pump • Synthetic Turf 

• High-Efficiency Clothes Washers • Ultra-Low-Flush Toilet 

• High-Efficiency Toilet • Ultra-Low-Flush Urinals 

• High-Efficiency Urinal • Water Broom 

• Large Rotors - High Efficiency Nozzle • Weather-Based Irrigation Controller 

• Multi-Stream Rotating Nozzles • X-ray Processor 

• pH Cooling Tower Controller • Zero Water Urinal 

DTX-0979 

MWD2010-00469609 



DTX-0979 

Research and Development Programs 
Metropolitan encourages research and development of new and creative ways to conserve water. The 
Innovative Conservation Program provides funding to individuals and organizations to test new 

technologies and devices. The Enhanced Conservation Program provides funding directly to 
Metropolitan's member agencies to encourage innovative approaches for promoting urban water 

conservation. Currently, Metropolitan has five projects under way researching improvements in irriga
tion devices, weather station equipment, and cooling tower water re-use. 

Senate Bill X7-7 Water Conservation Act of 2009 (20x2020) 
Metropolitan cosponsored the Water Conservation Act of2009 (SBX7-7) that requires the state to 

achieve a 20 percent reduction in urban per capita water use by 2020. Methodologies for calculating 
gross water use and other measurements for demonstrating compliance with the law were developed by 

the state Department of Water Resources (DWR) and adopted in October 2010. 

To help its member agencies and retailers comply with the 20x2020 requirements, Metropolitan 

provides technical assistance at different venues. Regional workshops have been hosted by Metropolitan 
and presentations given at meetings and conferences for water agencies, municipalities, and businesses. 

In November 2010, Metropolitan sponsored a statewide summit on 20x2020, bringing together federal 
and state legislators, regulators, water industry experts, municipal planners, environmentalists, and 

other stakeholders to discuss the work being carried out across the state. 

Water Conservation Ordinances 
In June 2008, Metropolitan adopted a Water Supply Alert resolution following Gov. Arnold 

Schwarzenegger's proclamation of a statewide drought. Among other provisions, the Alert encouraged 

cities, counties, and local public water agencies to adopt and enforce local water conservation 
ordinances. To facilitate ordinance adoption, Metropolitan compiled a library oflocal ordinances, 

developed a model water conservation ordinance, and hosted several workshops. More than half of the 

19 million residents in Metropolitan's service area reside in cities that have water conservation 
ordinances or in cities that have taken actions to adopt ordinances. 
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Communications and Outreach 
Metropolitan sponsored water conservation and 

Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta-related educational 
advertising campaigns throughout Southern California 

during seven months in fiscal year 2009/10. From August 

to October 2009, the "Move the Needle" campaign con
tinued from the prior fiscal year, appearing on broadcast 

television, cable networks, radio stations and Web sites. 

Radio ads were in English, Spanish, Chinese (Mandarin 
and Cantonese), Korean and Vietnamese. Online and 

social media included Google search advertising, a 

YouTube channel devoted to water conservation and a 
Facebook fan page. 

After a series of winter storms, Metropolitan ran radio 

traffic ads from February to March 2010 to inform listen

ers that despite the rain, California's water problems were 
not over. 

A new educational campaign called "SO Percent Less" 

focused on water supply shortages caused by pumping 

restrictions in the Delta, the need to modernize the water 
delivery system and long-term conservation practices. 

Two new television ads were created and aired, and an 

existing television ad "Reservoir" was updated with new 

information. The ads began airing in May 2010, with 
television ads continuing through early June, radio ads 

through mid-June and online through June 30. 

Key to outreach efforts is Metropolitan's bewatcrwise.com® 
Web site, which attracted nearly 600,000 unique visitors 

in fiscal year 2009/10, a 21 percent increase from the 

previous year. A Spanish-language version of the site was 
launched in September 2009. 
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In crafting Metropolitan's outreach campaign, bilingual focus groups were conducted as well as online 
surveys to determine awareness and attitudes about the state's water supply issues and continued call 

for conservation. These findings were used to help develop and refine Metropolitan's outreach messages 

in the "50 Percent Less" campaign. Among the July 2009 findings, more than eight in ten Southern 

Californians were aware of the drought and seven in ten were aware of mandatory conservation. 

Community Events 

To continue to promote its water conservation programs, Metropolitan organized and staffed edu

cational booths at numerous community events throughout its service territory. These included the 
Orange County Children's Water Festival; Los Angeles County Sanitation District's "'Earth Day" Fair; 

Los Angeles Environmental Youth Conference; Los Angeles Parks Foundation Conservation Forum; 

California Landscape Contractors Association; Dow Live Earth Run for Water; Water Replenishment 

District Groundwater Festival; and the Colorado River Water Users Association annual conference. 

Education Programs 

During fiscal year 2009/lO, Metropolitan and its member agencies reinforced the conservation message 
through the distribution of educational materials, organization of outreach activities and events for more 

than 40,000 K-12 students and more than 300 new program teachers throughout the service area. Key 

opportunities included: the eighth annual Solar Cup9 boat race with 38 high school teams; the 16th year 
of Metropolitan's Diamond Valley Lake Education Program; and the 2010 "Water is Life" student art 

calendar. Additionally, Metropolitan launched the new Education Programs Web site, which drew more 

than 7,000 unique visitors over the course of the fiscal year. 
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California Friendly® Landscape Irrigation Efficiency Training 

Metropolitan's California Friendly Landscape Training program provided classroom and online water-wise 

landscaping classes to nearly 1,100 professional landscapers and more than 3,000 residents in fiscal year 2009/10. 
The classroom and online training is provided in English and Spanish. Since the program's inception in 1994, 

more than 54,000 people have participated in the classes. 

Community Partnering Program 

The Community Partnering Program continues to support water-related and educational community projects, 

programs and events. CPP funding supports Metropolitan's overall mission and results in expanding partner
ships and collaboration with nonprofit community organizations. public agencies, professional associations and 

educational institutions. These cosponsorships emphasize water conservation, watershed education, and other 

programs that support Metropolitan's California Friendly landscape conservation campaign and overall water 

conservation efforts. 
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LOCA L RESOURCES 

W
ater recycling and groundwater recovery, along with seawater desalination and ground
water storage, arc important assets in tbe region's diverse local resource portfolio and help 

bring greater water supply reliabiUty to Southern California . These resources help to offset 
imported water supply shortages tied to drought and other supply restrictions. Local water agencies have 

largely led the development of water recycling and groundwater recovery projects with newer projects 

incentivized by Metropolitan's Local Resources Program. 

Water Recycling and Groundwater Recovery 
Metropolitan's Local Resources Program is a performance-based incentive program designed to 

expand water recycling and the recovery of degraded groundwater. Metropolitan funding supported 

the production of about 177,000 acre-feet of recycled water for non-potable uses and about 50,000 

acre-feet of recovered groundwaler for municipal use in fi scal year 2009/10. Additional recycled water 
and groundwater recovery was produced without Metropolitan funding. Figures 1 and 2 represent total 

recycled water and groundwater recovery production in Metropolitan's service area, including local 

agency funded projects. 

Fiscal Year 2009/10 LRP Highlights 
• Metropolitan disbursed final payments to complete the 

Recycled Water Retrofit portion of the Public Sector 

Program. Metropolitan provided incentives totaling 
approximately $1.1 million over two fiscal years to retrofil 

potable irrigation systems to recycled water for more than 

85 public sites such as parks, schools, golf courses, and 

street and freeway landscaping. These sites will collectively 
use about 3,300 acre-feet of recycled water per year. 
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• Western Municipal Water District's Arlington Basin Groundwater 

Desalter Project agreement expired after 20 years of participation in 
the Local Resources Program. The project will continue to operate 

and help achieve regional supply reliability. Financial incentives from 
Metropolitan served as the catalyst for this project which remains in 

operation beyond the original agreement time frame and produces 

potable water. 

• Calleguas Municipal Water District's Tapo Canyon Groundwater 

Treatment Project began operation in June 2010 and will produce up to 

1,445 acre-feet of recycled water for municipal uses. 

• The city of Burbank's Recycled Water System Expansion Phase II 
started operation in October 2009 and will deliver up to 950 acre-feet of 

recycled water for landscape irrigation and industrial uses. 

• Ramona Municipal Water District's San Vicente Water Recycling 

Project began operation in May 2010 and will produce up to 340 acre
feet per year of recycled water to irrigate the San Vicente Golf Course. 

Ramona Municipal Water District is a member agency of the San Diego 
County Water Authority. 

1998 2001 2004 2007 2010 

Fiscal Year 

Figure I. Recycled Water Production in Metropolitan's Service Area 
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• The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power's Taylor Yard Park 

Water Recycling Project began operation in August 2009 and will 

produce up to 150 acre-feet per year of recycled water for landscape 

irrigation and industrial uses. The Sepulveda Basin Water Recycling 

Project Phase 4 also began operation in August 2009 and will produce 

up to 546 acre-feet per year for landscape irrigation. 

• Rowland Water District's City of Industry Regional Recycled Water 

Project began operation in June 2010 and will deliver up to I ,884 acre

feet per year of recycled water for irrigation and industrial uses. Rowland 

Water District is a member agency of Three Valleys Municipal Water 

District. 

• The city of Manhattan Beach unveiled a new recycled water system for 

the Manhattan Beach Golf Course that will retrofit the on-site irriga

tion system to use recycled water. The project, which received funding 

through Metropolitan's Public Sector Program, will deliver approxi

mately 50 acre-feet of recycled water. The city of Manhattan Beach is a 

retail customer of West Basin Municipal Water District. 
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Figure 2. Groundwater Recovery Production in Metropolitan's Service Area 
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Groundwater Management 

Conjunctive Use 

DTX-0979 

Metropolitan's dry-year conjunctive use program involves storing surplus 

imported supplies within the service area to maintain reliability during 
dry, drought and emergency conditions. Metropolitan has developed 10 

storage programs in groundwater basins in its service area. These storage 
programs provide Metropolitan with about 422,000 acre-feet of storage 

capacity from which Metropolitan can withdraw about 115,000 acre-feet 
per year during shortage years. Metropolitan has placed 225,000 acre-feet 

in storage since the program's inception. The storage balance at the close 

of fiscal year 2009/10 was approximately 77,000 acre-feet. 

Surplus water has historically been used to provide supplemental 
replenishment water for groundwater basins throughout Metropolitan's 

service area. Metropolitan held a series of groundwater workshops with 

its member agencies and groundwater basin managers to review replen

ishment needs. The results of the workshops were recommendations for 
continued reliability of groundwater production and enhancement of 

storage and conjuncti".e use. Recommendations included measures to 
focus on increased use of recycled water and greater capture of storm

water runoff for recharge of groundwater basins. 
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WATERSHED INITIATIVES 

M 
etropolitan is active on planning boards and organizations formed to improve watershed 

management and restoration. Metropolitan works with stakeholders in the Sacramento-San 
Joaquin Delta watershed and participates in the Greater Los Angeles County Integrated 

Regional Water Management Plan and the Los Angeles and San Gabriel Rivers Watershed Council. 

Integrated Regional Water Management Planning 
Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) is a state initiative that encourages collaboration 
among multiple agencies, stakeholders, individuals, and groups within a region to manage all aspects 

of water resources. IRWM groups typically consist of public agencies with water or wastewater authori
ties, cities, counties, special districts and non-governmental organizations that address a broad range 

of issues including growing water demands, water supply reliability, water quality, stormwater man

agement, open space and habitat, and financing of projects. Currently, there are eight IRWM groups 
covering Metropolitan's s·ervice areas and all the member agencies participate in one or more of the 

eight IRWM groups. Metropolitan is continuing its participation in the Greater Los Angeles County 
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region leadership committee as the surface water management 

area representative. It has also been monitoring, providing 

technical assistance, and participating in discussions of other 

IRWM groups on request. 

In November 2006, California voters passed Proposition 84, 

the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality, and Supply, Flood 

Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act, which pro

vides Sl billion for Integrated Regional Water Management 

Planning and Implementation. California Department of Water 

Resources has initiated the first cycle of the g ran t program 

under Proposition 84. lhe IRWM groups are required to 

prepare or update their IRWM Plans in order to participate 

in Proposition 84 implementation grants. Metropolitan will 
be providing information and technical assistance to member 

agencies to update the plans. 

Los Angeles and San Gabriel Rivers Watershed Council 
Water Augmentation Study 
Metropolitan has been a participant in the Water 

Augmentation Study, a 10-year research study on stormwater 

runoff measurement. The report was completed in January 

2010. The study investigates the benefits , costs and risks of 

capturing stormwater to augment water supply through infi l

tration. The study demonstrated that stormwater infiltration 

does not adversely impact groundwater quality when best 

management practices are implemented on si te. The study 

included a demonstration phase with 15 residential properties 

rctrofiued on Elmer Street in the Los Angeles neighborhood 

of Sun Valley. The project captures urban runoff and provides 

groundwater recharge, flood management and water quality 

benefits with the inclusion of rain gardens, California Friendly 

plants, underground runoff capture devices and a meander ing 

pathway in lieu of a concrete sidewalk. 

Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Wate rshed 
The Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta watershed is an important 

source of water supply delivered to Southern California 

through the State Water Project. Due to the large size of the 

··-· 
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watershed, the diversity of land uses and the projected population growth, many watershed activities 

affect or have the potential to affect Delta water quality. Metropolitan continued to work with agencies 
and stakeholders throughout the Delta watershed to conduct studies and develop policies and programs 

that protect Delta water qualit y for drinking water uses and for aquatic wildlife. 

Metropolitan participated in the Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) process, which is a collabora

tive effor t to restore the Delta ecosystem and protect water supplies. The main goal of the BDCP 

is to provide for both endangered species and habitat protection and improved reliability of water 
supplies. Metropolitan participates on the BDCP Steering Committee with state and federal agencies, 

water agencies, and environmental and conservation organizations. One of the key BDCP Steering 

Committee accomplishments this year included the development of technical analysis and information 
for the BDCP, and proposed operations criteria. 

Metropolitan continued to support DWR's Municipal Water Quality Investigations (MWQI) Program, 

which implements water quality monitoring and special studies in the Delta and its tributaries to 

develop a better understanding of the sources and effects of drinking water quality constituents of 
concern. This year, the MWQI Program continued important studies assessing the potential water 

quality impacts of urban runoff from a rapidly urbanizing city in the Delta watershed and initiated a 
water quality monitoring program in the upstream Sacramento River watershed. 

Through its involvement in water coalitions such as the California Urban Water Agencies and State 

Water Contractors, Metropolitan also participated in stakeholder processes addressing drinking water 

quality protection and supported ongoing studies of toxic contaminants in the Delta and their possible 
role in the Delta fishery decline observed in recent years. 

Metropolitan continued to work with several agencies and groups to develop a drinking water policy 

for surface waters in the Delta watershed. This program is a multi-year effort. On July 29, 2010, the 

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board adopted a resolution outlining a schedule for 

completing the policy. The first milestone will be June 2011, when the watershed studies to support the 
dr inking water policy elements are scheduled to be completed. The Regional Board is scheduled to con

sider for adoption the final drinking water policy by July 2013. Once adopted, the drinking water policy 
will provide an improved regulatory framework for implementing drinking water quality protection 

activities in the Delta watershed. 

Metropolitan also continued to work with the state and federal water contractors to support studies 

addressing the impacts of nutrients and ammonia in the Delta. A key scientific study addressing the 

relationships between nutrients and the food web in the Delta was published in May 2010. 

In addition to involvement in research efforts and studies, Metropolitan supported and financially 

assisted the Battle Creek Salmon and Steelhead Restoration Project, which began in fall 2010. The 
Bureau of Reclamation project is one of the largest cold water restoration efforts in North America. 

It is being supported with federal, state and private funding. The project will open almost 50 miles of 
winter-, spring- and late fall-run salmon and steelhead habitat in the Sacramento River watershed. 

Construction is anticipated to be completed by 2014. 
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ETHICS OFFICE 

The Ethics Office works collaboratively with MeLropolitan's Board of Directors, general manager. 
general counsel and genera l auditor to promote the agency's core values: integrity, stewardship. 
diversit y! leadership, open communication and teamwork. 

In addition. the Ethics Office enforces ethics-related laws and policies; educates directors, officers. and 
employees about what is expected of them in terms of ethical behavior and compliance; and works with 

the board of directors and other departments to enhance Metropolitan's ethical culture. 

In fiscal year 2009/10, Metropolitan's Ethics Office accomplished the following: 

• Responded to 87 matters brought to the attention of the office. Sixty-one percent were queries 

involving research and 39 percent were expressions of concern. Callers included employees (68%), 
members of the public (14%) and unknown classification (18%); 

• Amended Administrative Code to reflect changes in Ethics Office complaint review procedures; 

• Revised board of directors' ethics manual; 

• Created sexual harassment prevention online training for directors; 

• Presented a workshop on the Brown Act and provided the first of two AB 1234 training sessions 
to directors and officers; 

• Provided ethics education at field locations outside of the Los Angeles headquarters for employ
ees and managers; 

• Created Web-based ethics training for the board of directors' Web site as well as the employee 
internal Web site; 

• Created an online ethical decision tree for the board of directors and employees; 

• Distributed monthly ethics posters; 

• Sent Operating Policy H-03 Ethics Policy to all employees for annual review; 

• Provided advice and support to board of directors at committee and general board meetings, and 

privately as requested; provided advice to officers and employees as requested; 

• Provided ethics orientation to all new employees. 

DTX-0979 
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PUBLIC HEARING 
COMMENTS 
In accordance with section 130.5 of the MWD Act, Metropolitan held a public hearing on 

December 13, 2010 LO receive comment on the draft annual report on achievements in conservation, 

recycling and groundwater recharge for this fisca l year 2009/10. The following arc compiled from 

comments received and submitted at the public hearing. Water use efficiency programs for conserva

tion and recycled water were the focus of reviewer comments and will be considered as Metropolitan 

develops the framework for regional long-term conservation and recycled water programs in partner

sh ip with its member agencies and for consideration by Metropolitan's Board of Directors. 

Joe Walters, business development manager, West Basin Municipal Water District 

Since the inception of West Basin's recycled water program in 1995, we have produced and distributed 

over 367,000 acre-feet of recycled water to our service area. To do that , we have invested over $500 

million in infrastructure to distribute to over 300 customers throughout our service area and adjacent 

areas that we serve in partnership. Of those 300 customers, they will take anywhere from the smallest 

amount for a median, up to thousands of acre-feet of recycled water per year. 

Part of our distribution system extends to areas beyond our service area. We have been able to partner 

with the City of L.A. and the City of Torrance to serve in their areas as the only local recycled water 

plant nearby. None of this would have been possible without the LRP Program from Metropolitan 

Water District. Met has invested something like $92 million in our program since l995, which is nearly 

20 percent of the total program. Without that, we would not have been able to produce the volume of 

recycled water and certain ly not been able to partner with local agencies to benefit the region. Thank 

you for enabling us to be so successful. 

Edward R. Osann, senior policy analyst, Natural Resources Defense Council 

I wanted to start out by indicating that we appreciate the action of this committee and the board as 

a whole in s1rcng1hcning the role of conservalion and efficiency in the mosl recent IRP Updace. This 

committee is all too familiar with the resource challenges, the new lows on the Colorado, the limita

tions on exports from the Delta that are in all likelihood going to be lasting the decade. At the same 

time, we have Lhc 20x2020 mandate from the stale. This committee will be working over the next fow 
months to really develop a robust program that has at least a decade-long time frame and can meet the 

challenges that the District faces. 

- - ------- ---- - -- --- -- - - -- - -

MWD2010-00469626 



The draft 2011 Progress Report shows that active conservation programs are highly cost-effective. 
If active conservation programs are bringing in water savings at about $1,600 per acre-foot, that's a 

one-time cost, and it annualizes to around $150 per acre-foot. So if water efficiency projects funded 
with support from Met can produce real water savings in the range of $150 per acre-foot, why don't we 
do more of that? 

In the statement that I have distributed in the form of a PowerPoint we make several recommendations 

for modifying the current long-term conservation program. Taken together we think they have a Big 
Bang effect that really attracts attention and interest, and allows the District to scale up the level of 

efficiency investment in Southern California. 

MWD should back out of direct involvement in implementing incentive programs and shift more 
to an RFP-type procurement program, 

MWD should expand the number and types of entities that are eligible to offer savings into the 
regional program, 

Procurement of efficiency savings should be calculated two years in advance so you know ahead of 

both the budget year and the water year what kind of savings you'll have in the delivery year, 

• There's a need for stronger measurement and verification of savings -·only pay for verified water 
savings, and finally, 

Pay up to the full short-run avoided cost, which is now closer to $500 an acre-foot than $195 an 

acre-foot which has been in place for a long time. 

Mr. Osann provided printed hard copies of a PowerPoint presentation to supplement his oral comments on 
December 13, 2010. For more information on this handout, please contact Mr. Osann directly. 

Chris Brown, executive director, California Urban Water Conservation Council 

(written comments submitted) 

I appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on behalf of the California Urban Water 

Conservation Council as Metropolitan Water District of Southern California considers its Annual 
Progress Report to the California State Legislature on Achievements in Conservation, Recycling 

and Groundwater Recharge. My comments are addressed to the water conservation portions of the 

document. 

Metropolitan is one of the founding members of the Council, and it was the vision of Metropolitan to 

sponsor a partnership between nonprofit advocacy groups and water agencies in an ongoing dialogue 
and negotiation structure which continues to animate the Council. Metropolitan has played an active 

role in the Council since its inception, and we anticipate you continuing that role in the future. 

The Draft Progress Report being considered here today is evidence of the District's leadersWp and 

vision and the importance with which you hold water conservation as part of your water supply port
folio. The role played by you in sponsoring the 20x2020 legislative efforts and bringing to fruition per 

capita water conservation goals for California was crucial to the success of that effort. As we move into 

implementat ion of the 20x2020 goals, the District's ongoing participat ion in statewide and regional 
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efforts to improve water conservation is critical. The District's Save Water Save a Buck, Water Savings 

Performance Program and support for your member agencies' water conservation efforts provide not 
only real water savings but stellar examples of effective programs which others can emulate. 

In the next several years, the District's leadership will be needed even more if we are to achieve the 

20x2020 targets set by Met, its member agencies and water agencies across the state. Reducing outdoor 

water use is the single largest opportunity to meet aggressive water conservation goals. 1hrough your 
California Friendly Landscaping program, and programs focused on reducing irrigation water waste, 

Met will help again to lead this impor tant effort. It is only if we set a new paradigm in landscape -
that a landscape adapted to our climate and resources is the new California ideal - will the state and 

Metropolitan meet our water conservation goals. 'lhe Council stands ready to assist in this effort by 

maintaining the ongoing dialogue and improvements to Best Management Practices that is our hall

mark. We look forward to Metropolitan's partnership and leadership in these efforts. 

Conner Everts, executive director, Southern California Watershed Affiance 

I actually have been tracking this bill by Tom I layden since we worked on it in the late '80s. I appreci

ate that you took a supply source that's still speculative at this point, ocean water desalination, out 
of the report. What we're looking at here is local water resources, for some water agencies to look at 

stormwater and other potentials for recharge. We are at a crossroads here. I think I've said that before 

but we've seen pushback on our programs to do recycled water. We've seen a pushback on conserva

tion. Conservation is what we really have right now before we have any new supply source. And while 
you mention the Bay-Delta watershed and the Sacramento River, that's not what we're talking about 

under this hearing. We're talking about potential for water and how we can improve that while we may 
be waiting for a future solution, whether it be better desal plants or maybe whatever we get out of the 

Delta. But in the interim we're forced to do what works locally and cost-effectively with conservation, 

what you call groundwater recharge, and a real watershed approach. I appreciate including the Bureau 

of Reclamation's Water Augmentation Study that we've worked on for IO years. 'there's great oppor
tunity here, but only if we take a regional approach. So when we look back to the beginning of the 

Conservation Credits Program, what worked so well was when individual agencies did the administra

tion themselves. It's rea lly been a challenge in the last year and a half when demand was too great for 
the programs, and it was a setback both for the small vendors and to a Jot of agencies. We really have to 

resolve this problem. People across the state look to Met to be a leader on these issues. You've set goals 

that make you a leader, and I think this is an opportunity, and it should be followed up by a presenta
tion, or at least a hearing to the Legislature. 'Jhank you very much. 

David Smith, managing director, WateReuse California (written comments submitted) 

The Recycled Water Policy adopted by the State Water Resources Control Board in 2009 calls for 

California water agencies to "increase the use of recycled water over 2002 levels by at least one million 

acre-feet per year (af y) by 2020 and by al least two million afy by 2030." This is necessary because, 
as noted in the California Water Plan, demand is increasing due to in-stream needs and population 

growth, and supply is decreasing due to drought and possible climate change. Expansion of recycled 

water use to help meet th is need is constrained by lack of funding and regulations that have not kept 

pace with water treatment technologies. Metropolitan continues to be an important force to relieve 
both of these constraints on water recycling. 
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Metropolitan's Local Resources Program provides significant funding for the development of water 

recycling and groundwater recovery supplies that replace an existing demand or prevent a new demand 
on Metropolitan's imported water supplies either through direct replacement of potable water, or 

increased regional groundwater production. Metropolitan's interim goal of 174,000 afy of yield when 

achieved will be a major factor helping to meet the regional goal of 779,000 afy by 2025. Continued 

funding of the Local Resources Program is critical to meeti ng these recycled water goals. 

Senate Bill 918, approved by the State Legislature and signed by the Governor in September 2010, pro
vides funding for the California Department of Health Services (DPH) to review existing regulations 

governing use of recycled water for potable supply. Metropolitan's support was instrumental in the 

passage of this milestone legislation, and is essential for implementation. DPH's review of regulations 
will consider the results of science-based research supported by Metropolitan. Metropolitan's support 

has the potential to substantially reduce recycled water delivery costs by reducing the need for water 

conveyance infrastructure and energy. 

WateReuse California is pleased to recognize Metropolitan's leadership in water recycling. 

Mary Ann Dickinson, president and CEO, Alliance for Water Efficiency 

I'm the president and CEO of the Alliance for Water Efficiency which is a North American nonprofit 
devoted to the efficient and sustainable use of water. We are promoting water efficiency solutions 

around the country and piloting a number of the types of models that started here at Metropolitan and 

Southern California. And so, what this SB60 process is really showing in its compilation of reports is 
the evolution of that methodology and the changes that you have substantively made in the programs 

as you've been moving forward . Now, with the addition of the 20x2020 targets, Met's going to enter 

into a new realm. Met's an international leader in its resource management programs. That's not to say 
that it can't be improved. You've heard great suggestions for some of those improvements. One of the 

suggestions that I've wanted to particularly subscribe to is a reevaluation of your $195 incentive pay
ment on water effici ency. Again, when I came to Met in 1992, the treated water rate was I think under 

$400 an acre-foot and the conservation incentive was $155. Now, you're going to be enacting a new 

rate next year that is almost double that but yet the conservation incentive rate's only $195. So I think 

in terms of your avoided cost, which is how incentives are best constructed, this might be the time to 
take a look at whether you can get the savings that will be required under the 20x2020 program with 

perhaps better incentives to the Southern California community. 

Metropolitan was an important leader in water conservation during the '90s when it funded a number 

of very key evaluation studies <>f fixture savings. These weren't just engineering estimates. These were 
econometric studies of field-metered data to evaluate how these fixtures were saving water in custom

ers' homes. lbose kinds of studies are not being funded anymore, and not just by Metropolitan but by 

anyone. This is critical in formation because unless you know how these savings perform in the field 

you don't know how well you can count on them. I think in the mid-'90s, Met had a research budget of 
anywhere in between $400.000 and $500,000 a year, and I wonder if you are spending anywhere close 

to that now to verify the savings that you are actually getting. 

'fhe Alliance for Water Efficiency stands ready to help you in any way that we can. We know you rely 

very much on code savings, those passive water savings that form a large part of what you're relying on. 
and we are very active in the codes and standards arena. We hope to continue to partner with you on 

t hat particular aspect of the water savings portfolio. Thank you. 
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GLOSSARY 
Acre-foot: The amount of water that would cover one acre of land, one foot deep. An acre-foot is 

325,851 gallons. On average, an acre-foot supplies six to seven people in Southern California for one 

year. 

Bewaterwise.com®: A Web site sponsored by Metropolitan that has extensive information about 

how to use water more efficiently. 

California Friendly®: A program that encourages Southern California residents to make their homes 

California Friendly by using native and drought-tolerant plants, smart irrigation systems and water

wise appliances that meet certain efficiency standards. 

Community Partnering Program: Metropolitan's Community Partnering Program provides fund
ing for water-related, educational outreach on regional water resources issues, such as conservation, 

watershed or water quality, educational material for California Friendly garden projects. 

Conjunctive Use: The storing of imported water in a local aquifer, in conjunction with groundwater, 

for later retrieval and use. 

Groundwater Recovery: The extraction and treatment of groundwater making it usable for a variety 

of applications by removing chemicals and/or high levels of salts. 

HECW (High-efficiency Clothes Washers): Washing machines that use less water than conventional 

washers and that are included in MetropoJitan's incentive programs. 

HET (High-efficiency Toilet): Newer generation toilets that on average use about 1.28 gallons per 

flush, saving about 8,000 gallons per year. 

IRP (Integrated Water Resources Plan): Metropolitan's plan to ensure reliable water delivery to 

its member agencies despite population growth. dry spells and droughts. The IRP mix includes water 
storage, conservation, best management practices, recycling, desalination, and groundwater recovery, 

among others. 

LRP (local Resources Program): Metropolitan's funding mechanism for local recycling, groundwa

ter recovery, and desalination projects. 

Potable/Non-Potable: Drinkable and non-drinkable water according to California Department of 

Public Health standards, respectively. 

Replenishment: When supply and system conditions are favorable, Metropolitan can deliver inter
ruptible water supplies to its member agencies at reduced rates that are used to replenish local ground

water supplies through percolation and direct injection. 

Smart Controllers (Weather-Based Irrigation Controllers): Smart controllers adjust automatically 

to current weather conditions, increasing efficiency of irrigation systems. 

Watershed: Geographical portions of the earth's surface from which water drains or runs off to a 

single place like a river; also called a drainage area. 
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MWD ACT 
Sections 130.5 and 130.7 ofThe Metropolitan Water District Act 

Added by Statutes of 1999, Chapter 415 (SB 60 (Hayden)) 

130.S. (a) The Legislature finds and declares all of the following: 

(1) The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California reports that conservation provides 7 percent of its "water 
resource mix" for 1998, and conservation is projected to provide 13 percent of Its total water resources by 2020. 

Conservation, water recycling, and groundwater recovery combined, provide 12 percent of the district's total water 
resources for 1998 and those water resources are projected to Increase to 25 percent of the district's total water 
resources by 2020. 

(2) It is the intent of the Legislature that The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California expand water 
conservation, water recycling, and groundwater recovery efforts. 

(b) 111e Metropolitan Water District of Southern California shall place Increased emphasis on sustainable. envi
ronmentally sound, and cost-effective water conservation, recycling, and groundwater storage and replenishment 
measures. 

(c) The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California shall hold an annual public hearing, which may be held 
during a regularly scheduled meeting of the Board of Directors of Tue Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California, during which the district shall review its urban water management plan, adopted pursuant to Part 2.6 
(commencing with Section 10610) of Division 6 of the Water Code, for adequacy in achieving an Increased emphasis 
on cost-effective conservation, recycling, and groundwater recharge in accordance with this section. 

The Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California may modify any ongoing program 
as necessary to meet that requirement, consistent with the district's urban water management plan. 

(d) The district shall invite to the hearings knowledgeable persons from the fields of water conservation and sustain
ability. and shall consider factors of availability, water quality, regional self-sufficiency, benefits for species and 
environment, the totality of life-cycle costs, including avoided costs, and short- and long-term employment and 
economic benefits. 

(e) On or before February 1, 2001, and on or before each February 1 the.reafter, The Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California shall prepare and submit to the Legislature a report on its progress in achieving the goals of 
increased emphasis on cost-effective conservation, recycling, and groundwater recharge In accordance with this 
secUon. and any recommendations for actions with regard to policy or budget matters to facilitate the achievement of 
those goals. 

(f) Nothing in this section shall diminish the authority of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
pursuant to Section 25 or any other provision of this act, or otherwise affect the purposes of The Metropolitan Water 
District of Southern California as described in existing law. 

130.7. (a) The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, In cooperation with the following entities, shall 
participate in considering programs of groundwater recharge and replenishment, watershed management, habitat res
toration, and environmentally compatible community development utilizing the resource potent1al of the Los Angeles 
River, the San Gabriel River, or other southern California rivers, Including storm water runoff from these rivers: 

(1) Member public agencies whose boundaries include any part of the Los Angeles River, the San Gabriel River, or any 
other river in southern California. 

(2) The Water Replenishment District of Southern California. 

(3) Local public water purveyors and other appropriate groundwater entitles. 

(4) The County of Los Angeles. 

(S) The United States Army Corps of Engineers. 

(b) Nothing in this section affects the powers and purposes of the Water Replenishment District of Southern 
California or any other groundwater management entity, the County of Los Angeles, local public water purveyors, or 
the United States Army Corps of Engineers. 
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Joined Metropolitan 
December6, 1928 

Joined Metropolitan 
February 27, 1931 

IJ\!Md En1pi:<UWllU ~"''>' 
A \ tlL'ltk ll'AI WAHamn•~ .. 

Joined Metropolitan 
November 26, 1951 

Joined Metropolitan 
December 6, 1928 

City 0-t 

Snntu Monleu-

Joined Metropolitan 
December 6, 1928 

~gp 

Joined Metropolitan 
October 16, 1950 

Joined Metropolitan 
December 1, 1960 

@ 
Son Disgo County 

Wotet Aufliorlly 

Joined Metropolitan 
December 77, 1946 

.. , .. ... .. .•. 

Joined Metropolitan 
December 6, 1928 

Joined Metropolitan 
January 75, 1953 

(f) . . 

Joined Metropolitan 
February 27, 1931 

Joined Metropolitan 
November 12, 1977 

W I 
Joined Metropolitan 
December 14, 7960 

Joined Metropolitan 
February 27, 1931 

Joined Metropolitan 
December 6, 1928 

Joined Metropolitan 
December 6, 1928 

Cc.m...t_h.ltu 

MuolclrJ W.... l>iwiet 

Joined Metropolitan 
November 72, 7954 

Joined Metropolitan 
December 6, 1928 

Joined Metropolitan 
November 26, 1951 

Joined Metropolitan 
December 6, 1928 

Joined Metropolitan Joined Metropolitan Joined Metropolitan Joined Metropolitan Joined Metropolitan Joined Metropolitan 
December 6, 7928 November 15, 1950 February 27, 7931 March 27, 1963 July 23, 1948 November 12, 1954 
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Date/Time LAB_SHEET_PLANT_NAME LAB_SHEET_LOCATION_NAME LAB_SHEET_TEST_NAME LAB_SHEET_SAMPLE_VALUE LAB_SHEET_UNIT Date/Time

1/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 1/1/03

1/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 1/2/03

1/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 1/3/03

1/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 1/4/03

1/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 1/5/03

1/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 1/6/03

1/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 1/7/03

1/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 1/8/03

1/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 1/9/03

1/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 1/10/03

1/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 1/11/03

1/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 1/12/03

1/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 1/13/03

1/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 1/14/03

1/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 1/15/03

1/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 1/16/03

1/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 1/17/03

1/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 1/18/03

1/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 1/19/03

1/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 1/20/03

1/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 1/21/03

1/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 1/22/03

1/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 1/23/03

1/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 1/24/03

1/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 1/25/03

1/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 1/26/03

1/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 1/27/03

1/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 1/28/03

1/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 1/29/03

1/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 1/30/03

1/31/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 1/31/03

2/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 2/1/03

2/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 2/2/03

2/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 2/3/03

2/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 2/4/03

2/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 2/6/03

2/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 2/7/03

2/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 2/8/03

2/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 2/9/03

2/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 2/10/03

2/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 2/11/03

2/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 2/12/03

2/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 2/13/03

2/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 2/14/03

2/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 2/15/03

2/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 2/16/03

2/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 2/17/03

2/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 2/18/03

2/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 2/19/03

2/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 2/20/03

2/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 2/21/03

2/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 2/22/03

2/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 2/23/03

2/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 2/24/03

2/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 2/25/03

2/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 2/26/03

2/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 2/28/03

3/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/1/03

3/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 3/2/03

3/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/3/03

3/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 3/4/03

3/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/5/03

3/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/6/03
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Date/Time LAB_SHEET_PLANT_NAME LAB_SHEET_LOCATION_NAME LAB_SHEET_TEST_NAME LAB_SHEET_SAMPLE_VALUE LAB_SHEET_UNIT Date/Time

3/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/7/03

3/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/8/03

3/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/9/03

3/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/10/03

3/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/11/03

3/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/12/03

3/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 3/14/03

3/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/18/03

3/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/19/03

3/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/20/03

3/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 3/21/03

3/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/22/03

3/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/23/03

3/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 3/24/03

3/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/25/03

3/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 3/26/03

3/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 3/27/03

3/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 3/28/03

3/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 3/29/03

3/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 3/30/03

3/31/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/31/03

4/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 4/1/03

4/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 4/2/03

4/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 4/3/03

4/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 4/4/03

4/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 4/5/03

4/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 4/6/03

4/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 4/7/03

4/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 4/8/03

4/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 4/9/03

4/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 4/10/03

4/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 4/11/03

4/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/12/03

4/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/13/03

4/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/14/03

4/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/15/03

4/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/16/03

4/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/17/03

4/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/18/03

4/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/19/03

4/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/20/03

4/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/21/03

4/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/21/03

4/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/23/03

4/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/24/03

4/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/25/03

4/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/26/03

4/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/27/03

4/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/28/03

4/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/29/03

4/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/30/03

5/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/1/03

5/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 5/2/03

5/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/3/03

5/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/4/03

5/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/5/03

5/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 5/6/03

5/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/7/03

5/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/8/03

5/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/9/03

5/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/10/03

5/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/11/03

5/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/11/03
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5/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/12/03

5/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/13/03

5/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/16/03

5/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/17/03

5/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/18/03

5/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/19/03

5/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/20/03

5/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/21/03

5/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/23/03

5/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/24/03

5/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/25/03

5/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 5/26/03

5/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 5/27/03

5/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 5/28/03

5/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/29/03

5/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/29/03

5/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/29/03

5/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/30/03

5/31/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/31/03

6/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/1/03

6/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/2/03

6/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/3/03

6/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/4/03

6/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/4/03

6/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/5/03

6/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/6/03

6/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/7/03

6/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/8/03

6/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/9/03

6/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/10/03

6/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/11/03

6/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/12/03

6/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/13/03

6/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/14/03

6/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/15/03

6/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/16/03

6/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/17/03

6/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/18/03

6/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/19/03

6/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/20/03

6/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/21/03

6/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/22/03

6/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/23/03

6/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/24/03

6/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/25/03

6/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/26/03

6/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/27/03

6/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/28/03

6/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/29/03

6/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/30/03

6/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/30/03

7/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/2/03

7/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 7/3/03

7/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 7/4/03

7/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 7/5/03

7/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 7/6/03

7/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/7/03

7/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 7/8/03

7/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/9/03

7/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/10/03

7/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/11/03

7/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/12/03

7/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/13/03
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7/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/14/03

7/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/15/03

7/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/17/03

7/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/18/03

7/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/19/03

7/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/20/03

7/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/21/03

7/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/22/03

7/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/23/03

7/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/24/03

7/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/25/03

7/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/26/03

7/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/27/03

7/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/28/03

7/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/29/03

7/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/30/03

7/31/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/31/03

8/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/1/03

8/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/2/03

8/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/3/03

8/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/4/03

8/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/5/03

8/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/5/03

8/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/6/03

8/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/7/03

8/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/8/03

8/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/9/03

8/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/9/03

8/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/10/03

8/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/11/03

8/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/12/03

8/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/13/03

8/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/13/03

8/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/14/03

8/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/15/03

8/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/16/03

8/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/17/03

8/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/18/03

8/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/19/03

8/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/20/03

8/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/22/03

8/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/23/03

8/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/24/03

8/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/25/03

8/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/26/03

8/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/27/03

8/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/27/03

8/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/28/03

8/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/28/03

8/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/29/03

8/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/30/03

8/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/30/03

8/31/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/31/03

9/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/1/03

9/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/2/03

9/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/2/03

9/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/3/03

9/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/3/03

9/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/4/03

9/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/4/03

9/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/5/03

9/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/5/03

9/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/6/03
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9/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/7/03

9/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/7/03

9/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/8/03

9/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/8/03

9/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/9/03

9/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/9/03

9/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/10/03

9/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/10/03

9/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/11/03

9/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/11/03

9/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/12/03

9/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/12/03

9/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/13/03

9/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/14/03

9/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/15/03

9/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/15/03

9/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/16/03

9/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/16/03

9/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/17/03

9/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/17/03

9/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/18/03

9/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/18/03

9/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/19/03

9/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 9/19/03

9/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/20/03

9/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/21/03

9/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/22/03

9/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 9/22/03

9/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/23/03

9/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 9/23/03

9/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/24/03

9/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/24/03

9/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/25/03

9/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/25/03

9/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/26/03

9/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/26/03

9/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/27/03

9/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/28/03

9/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/29/03

9/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/29/03

9/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/30/03

9/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/30/03

10/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/1/03

10/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/1/03

10/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/2/03

10/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/2/03

10/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/3/03

10/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/3/03

10/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/4/03

10/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/4/03

10/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/5/03

10/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/5/03

10/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/6/03

10/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/6/03

10/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/7/03

10/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/7/03

10/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/8/03

10/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/8/03

10/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/9/03

10/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/9/03

10/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/10/03

10/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/10/03

10/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/11/03
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10/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/11/03

10/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/12/03

10/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/12/03

10/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/13/03

10/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/13/03

10/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/14/03

10/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/14/03

10/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/15/03

10/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/15/03

10/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/16/03

10/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/16/03

10/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/17/03

10/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/17/03

10/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/18/03

10/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/18/03

10/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/19/03

10/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/19/03

10/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/20/03

10/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/20/03

10/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/21/03

10/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/21/03

10/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/22/03

10/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/22/03

10/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/23/03

10/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/23/03

10/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/24/03

10/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/24/03

10/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/25/03

10/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/25/03

10/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/26/03

10/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/26/03

10/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/27/03

10/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/27/03

10/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/28/03

10/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 10/28/03

10/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 10/29/03

10/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 10/29/03

10/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 10/30/03

10/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 10/30/03

10/31/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 10/31/03

10/31/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/31/03

11/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/1/03

11/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 11/1/03

11/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/2/03

11/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 11/2/03

11/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/3/03

11/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/3/03

11/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/4/03

11/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/4/03

11/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/4/03

11/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 11/5/03

11/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 11/5/03

11/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 11/6/03

11/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 11/6/03

11/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 11/7/03

11/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 11/7/03

11/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 11/8/03

11/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 11/8/03

11/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 11/9/03

11/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 11/9/03

11/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 11/9/03

11/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 11/10/03

11/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 11/10/03
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11/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 11/11/03

11/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 11/11/03

11/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 11/12/03

11/12/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 11/12/03

11/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/13/03

11/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/13/03

11/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/14/03

11/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/14/03

11/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 11/15/03

11/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/15/03

11/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 11/16/03

11/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/16/03

11/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/17/03

11/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/17/03

11/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 11/18/03

11/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 11/18/03

11/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 11/19/03

11/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 11/19/03

11/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 11/20/03

11/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 11/20/03

11/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 11/21/03

11/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 11/21/03

11/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 11/22/03

11/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 11/22/03

11/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 11/23/03

11/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/23/03

11/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/24/03

11/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/24/03

11/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/25/03

11/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/25/03

11/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/26/03

11/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/26/03

11/26/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/26/03

11/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/27/03

11/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/27/03

11/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/28/03

11/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/28/03

11/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/29/03

11/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/29/03

11/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/30/03

11/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 11/30/03

12/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 12/1/03

12/1/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/1/03

12/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/2/03

12/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/2/03

12/2/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/2/03

12/3/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/3/03

12/4/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 12/4/03

12/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/5/03

12/5/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/5/03

12/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/6/03

12/6/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/6/03

12/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/7/03

12/7/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/7/03

12/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 12/8/03

12/8/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 12/8/03

12/9/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 12/9/03

12/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 12/10/03

12/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 12/10/03

12/10/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 12/10/03

12/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 12/11/03

12/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 12/11/03

12/11/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 12/11/03
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12/13/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 12/13/03

12/14/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/14/03

12/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/15/03

12/15/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 12/15/03

12/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/16/03

12/16/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 12/16/03

12/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 12/17/03

12/17/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 12/17/03

12/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 12/18/03

12/18/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 12/18/03

12/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 12/19/03

12/19/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 12/19/03

12/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 12/20/03

12/20/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 12/20/03

12/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 12/21/03

12/21/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 12/21/03

12/22/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 12/22/03

12/23/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/23/03

12/24/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 12/24/03

12/25/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/25/03

12/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 12/27/03

12/27/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 12/27/03

12/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 12/28/03

12/28/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 12/28/03

12/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 12/29/03

12/29/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 12/29/03

12/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 12/30/03

12/30/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 12/30/03

12/31/03 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 12/31/03

1/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 1/1/04

1/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 1/2/04

1/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 1/3/04

1/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 1/3/04

1/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 1/4/04

1/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 1/4/04

1/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 1/5/04

1/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 1/6/04

1/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 1/6/04

1/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 1/7/04

1/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 1/8/04

1/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 1/9/04

1/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 1/10/04

1/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 1/10/04

1/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 1/11/04

1/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/11/04

1/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/12/04

1/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/12/04

1/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/13/04

1/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/14/04

1/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 1/15/04

1/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 1/16/04

1/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 1/17/04

1/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 1/17/04

1/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 1/18/04

1/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 1/18/04

1/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 1/19/04

1/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 1/19/04

1/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 1/20/04

1/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 1/21/04

1/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 1/22/04

1/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 1/23/04

1/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 1/24/04

1/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 1/24/04
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1/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 1/25/04

1/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 1/25/04

1/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 1/26/04

1/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 1/26/04

1/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 1/27/04

1/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 1/28/04

1/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 1/28/04

1/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 1/29/04

1/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 1/30/04

1/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 1/31/04

1/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 1/31/04

2/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 2/7/04

2/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 2/8/04

2/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 2/8/04

2/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/9/04

2/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/9/04

2/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/10/04

2/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/11/04

2/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 2/11/04

2/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 2/12/04

2/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/13/04

2/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 2/14/04

2/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 2/14/04

2/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 2/15/04

2/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/15/04

2/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/16/04

2/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/16/04

2/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/17/04

2/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/18/04

2/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 2/18/04

2/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/19/04

2/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/20/04

2/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 2/21/04

2/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/21/04

2/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 2/22/04

2/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 2/22/04

2/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 2/23/04

2/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 2/23/04

2/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 2/24/04

2/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 2/25/04

2/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 2/25/04

2/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 2/26/04

2/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 2/27/04

2/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 2/28/04

2/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 2/28/04

2/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 2/29/04

2/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 2/29/04

3/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 3/1/04

3/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/1/04

3/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/2/04

3/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 3/3/04

3/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/3/04

3/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/4/04

3/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 3/5/04

3/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 3/6/04

3/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/6/04

3/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/7/04

3/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/7/04

3/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/8/04

3/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/8/04

3/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/9/04

3/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/10/04

3/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/11/04
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3/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/12/04

3/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 3/13/04

3/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/13/04

3/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/14/04

3/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 3/14/04

3/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/15/04

3/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 3/15/04

3/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 3/16/04

3/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/17/04

3/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/17/04

3/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/18/04

3/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 3/18/04

3/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/19/04

3/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/20/04

3/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/20/04

3/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/21/04

3/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 3/21/04

3/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 3/22/04

3/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/22/04

3/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/23/04

3/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/24/04

3/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/24/04

3/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 3/25/04

3/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/26/04

3/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 3/27/04

3/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 3/27/04

3/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 3/28/04

3/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 3/28/04

3/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/29/04

3/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/29/04

3/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/30/04

3/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/30/04

3/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/31/04

3/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/31/04

3/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/31/04

4/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/1/04

4/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/2/04

4/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/3/04

4/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/3/04

4/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/4/04

4/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/4/04

4/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/5/04

4/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/5/04

4/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/6/04

4/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 4/6/04

4/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/7/04

4/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/7/04

4/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/8/04

4/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/9/04

4/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/10/04

4/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/10/04

4/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/11/04

4/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/11/04

4/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/12/04

4/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/12/04

4/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/13/04

4/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/14/04

4/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/14/04

4/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/15/04

4/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/16/04

4/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/17/04

4/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/17/04

4/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/18/04
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4/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/18/04

4/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/19/04

4/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/19/04

4/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/20/04

4/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/21/04

4/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/21/04

4/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/22/04

4/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 4/23/04

4/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 4/24/04

4/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/24/04

4/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/25/04

4/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/25/04

4/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 4/26/04

4/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/26/04

4/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/27/04

4/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/28/04

4/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/29/04

4/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 4/29/04

4/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/30/04

5/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/1/04

5/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/1/04

5/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/2/04

5/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/2/04

5/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/3/04

5/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/3/04

5/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/4/04

5/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/5/04

5/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 5/5/04

5/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/6/04

5/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/7/04

5/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/8/04

5/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/8/04

5/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 5/9/04

5/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/9/04

5/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 5/10/04

5/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/10/04

5/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/11/04

5/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/11/04

5/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/12/04

5/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/12/04

5/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/13/04

5/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/14/04

5/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/15/04

5/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/15/04

5/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/16/04

5/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/16/04

5/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/17/04

5/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/17/04

5/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/18/04

5/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/19/04

5/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/19/04

5/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/20/04

5/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/21/04

5/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/22/04

5/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/22/04

5/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/23/04

5/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/23/04

5/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/24/04

5/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/24/04

5/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/25/04

5/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/26/04

5/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/26/04

5/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/27/04
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5/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/28/04

5/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/29/04

5/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/29/04

5/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/30/04

5/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/30/04

5/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/31/04

5/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/31/04

6/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/1/04

6/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/2/04

6/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/2/04

6/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/3/04

6/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/4/04

6/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/5/04

6/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/5/04

6/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/6/04

6/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/6/04

6/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/7/04

6/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/7/04

6/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/8/04

6/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/9/04

6/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/9/04

6/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/10/04

6/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/11/04

6/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/12/04

6/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/12/04

6/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/13/04

6/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/13/04

6/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/14/04

6/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/14/04

6/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/15/04

6/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/16/04

6/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/16/04

6/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/17/04

6/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/18/04

6/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 6/19/04

6/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/19/04

6/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/20/04

6/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/20/04

6/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/21/04

6/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/21/04

6/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/22/04

6/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/22/04

6/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/23/04

6/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/23/04

6/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/24/04

6/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/25/04

6/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/26/04

6/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/26/04

6/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/27/04

6/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/27/04

6/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/28/04

6/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/28/04

6/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/29/04

6/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/29/04

6/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/30/04

6/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/30/04

7/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/1/04

7/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/2/04

7/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/3/04

7/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/3/04

7/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/4/04

7/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/4/04

7/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/5/04
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7/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/5/04

7/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/6/04

7/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/7/04

7/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/7/04

7/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/8/04

7/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/9/04

7/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/10/04

7/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/10/04

7/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/11/04

7/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/11/04

7/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/12/04

7/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/12/04

7/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/13/04

7/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/14/04

7/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/14/04

7/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/15/04

7/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/16/04

7/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/17/04

7/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/17/04

7/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/18/04

7/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/18/04

7/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/19/04

7/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/19/04

7/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/20/04

7/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/20/04

7/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/21/04

7/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/21/04

7/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/22/04

7/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/23/04

7/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/24/04

7/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/24/04

7/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/25/04

7/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/25/04

7/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/26/04

7/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/27/04

7/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/27/04

7/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/28/04

7/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/28/04

7/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/29/04

7/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/30/04

7/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/31/04

7/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/31/04

8/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/1/04

8/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/1/04

8/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/2/04

8/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/2/04

8/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/3/04

8/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/4/04

8/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/4/04

8/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/5/04

8/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/6/04

8/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/7/04

8/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/7/04

8/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/8/04

8/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/8/04

8/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/9/04

8/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/9/04

8/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/10/04

8/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/11/04

8/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/11/04

8/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/12/04

8/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/12/04

8/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/13/04
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8/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/14/04

8/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/14/04

8/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/15/04

8/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/15/04

8/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/16/04

8/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/16/04

8/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/17/04

8/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/18/04

8/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/18/04

8/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/19/04

8/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/20/04

8/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/20/04

8/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/21/04

8/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/21/04

8/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/22/04

8/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/22/04

8/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/23/04

8/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/23/04

8/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/24/04

8/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/25/04

8/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/25/04

8/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/26/04

8/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/26/04

8/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/27/04

8/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/27/04

8/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/28/04

8/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/28/04

8/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/29/04

8/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/29/04

8/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/30/04

8/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/30/04

8/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 8/31/04

9/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/1/04

9/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/1/04

9/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/1/04

9/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 9/2/04

9/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/2/04

9/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/3/04

9/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 9/3/04

9/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/4/04

9/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 9/4/04

9/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/5/04

9/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/5/04

9/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 9/6/04

9/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 9/7/04

9/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 9/7/04

9/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/8/04

9/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/8/04

9/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/9/04

9/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/10/04

9/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 9/11/04

9/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/11/04

9/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/12/04

9/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/12/04

9/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/13/04

9/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/13/04

9/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 9/14/04

9/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/15/04

9/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/15/04

9/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/16/04

9/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/16/04

9/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/17/04

9/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 9/18/04
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9/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/18/04

9/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/19/04

9/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/19/04

9/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 9/20/04

9/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/20/04

9/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 9/21/04

9/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/22/04

9/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/22/04

9/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/23/04

9/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/24/04

9/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/25/04

9/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/25/04

9/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/26/04

9/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/26/04

9/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/27/04

9/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/27/04

9/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/28/04

9/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/29/04

9/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/29/04

9/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/30/04

9/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/30/04

10/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/1/04

10/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/1/04

10/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/2/04

10/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/2/04

10/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 10/3/04

10/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/3/04

10/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/4/04

10/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/4/04

10/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/5/04

10/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/6/04

10/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/6/04

10/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/7/04

10/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/7/04

10/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/8/04

10/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/8/04

10/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/9/04

10/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/9/04

10/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/10/04

10/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/10/04

10/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/11/04

10/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/11/04

10/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/12/04

10/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/12/04

10/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/13/04

10/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/13/04

10/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 10/14/04

10/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/14/04

10/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/15/04

10/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/15/04

10/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 10/16/04

10/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 10/16/04

10/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 10/17/04

10/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/17/04

10/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 10/18/04

10/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/18/04

10/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 10/19/04

10/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/19/04

10/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 10/20/04

10/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/20/04

10/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/21/04

10/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 10/21/04

10/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/22/04
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10/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/22/04

10/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/23/04

10/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/23/04

10/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/24/04

10/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/24/04

10/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/25/04

10/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/25/04

10/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/26/04

10/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 10/26/04

10/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/27/04

10/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/27/04

10/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/28/04

10/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/29/04

10/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/29/04

10/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/30/04

10/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/30/04

10/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/31/04

10/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 10/31/04

11/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 11/1/04

11/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 11/1/04

11/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 11/2/04

11/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 11/2/04

11/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 11/3/04

11/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 11/3/04

11/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/4/04

11/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/4/04

11/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/5/04

11/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/5/04

11/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/6/04

11/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/6/04

11/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/7/04

11/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/7/04

11/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/8/04

11/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/8/04

11/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/9/04

11/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/9/04

11/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/10/04

11/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/10/04

11/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 11/11/04

11/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/11/04

11/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/12/04

11/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 11/12/04

11/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/13/04

11/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/13/04

11/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/14/04

11/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/14/04

11/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/15/04

11/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/15/04

11/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/16/04

11/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/16/04

11/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 11/17/04

11/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/17/04

11/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/18/04

11/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/18/04

11/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/19/04

11/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/19/04

11/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/20/04

11/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 11/20/04

11/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/21/04

11/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/21/04

11/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/22/04

11/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 11/22/04

11/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/23/04
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11/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/23/04

11/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/24/04

11/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/24/04

11/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/25/04

11/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/25/04

11/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/26/04

11/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/26/04

11/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 11/27/04

11/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/27/04

11/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 11/28/04

11/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/28/04

11/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/29/04

11/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/29/04

11/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/30/04

11/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 11/30/04

12/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/1/04

12/1/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/1/04

12/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/2/04

12/2/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/2/04

12/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/3/04

12/3/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/3/04

12/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/4/04

12/4/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/4/04

12/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/5/04

12/5/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/5/04

12/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/6/04

12/6/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/6/04

12/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/7/04

12/7/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/7/04

12/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/8/04

12/8/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/8/04

12/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/9/04

12/9/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/9/04

12/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/10/04

12/10/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/10/04

12/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/11/04

12/11/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/11/04

12/12/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/12/04

12/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/13/04

12/13/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/13/04

12/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/14/04

12/14/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/14/04

12/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 12/15/04

12/15/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/15/04

12/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/16/04

12/16/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/16/04

12/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/17/04

12/17/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/17/04

12/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/18/04

12/18/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/18/04

12/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/19/04

12/19/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/19/04

12/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/20/04

12/20/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/20/04

12/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/21/04

12/21/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/21/04

12/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/22/04

12/22/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/22/04

12/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/23/04

12/23/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/23/04

12/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/24/04

12/24/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 12/24/04

12/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/25/04
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12/25/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 12/25/04

12/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 12/26/04

12/26/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 12/26/04

12/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 12/27/04

12/27/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/27/04

12/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/28/04

12/28/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/28/04

12/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/29/04

12/29/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/29/04

12/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/30/04

12/30/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/30/04

12/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/31/04

12/31/04 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/31/04

1/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 1/1/05

1/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 1/1/05

1/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 1/2/05

1/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 1/2/05

1/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/3/05

1/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 1/3/05

1/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/4/05

1/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/4/05

1/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 1/5/05

1/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 1/5/05

1/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 1/6/05

1/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 1/6/05

1/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 1/7/05

1/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 1/7/05

1/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 1/8/05

1/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/8/05

1/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 1/9/05

1/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/9/05

1/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 1/10/05

1/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/10/05

1/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 1/11/05

1/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 1/11/05

1/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 1/12/05

1/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 1/12/05

1/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 1/13/05

1/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 1/13/05

1/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 1/14/05

1/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 1/14/05

1/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 1/15/05

1/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 1/15/05

1/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 1/16/05

1/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 1/16/05

1/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 1/17/05

1/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 1/17/05

1/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/18/05

1/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/18/05

1/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/19/05

1/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/19/05

1/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/20/05

1/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/20/05

1/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/21/05

1/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 1/21/05

1/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 1/22/05

1/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 1/22/05

1/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 1/23/05

1/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 1/23/05

1/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 1/24/05

1/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 1/24/05

1/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 1/25/05

1/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 1/25/05
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1/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 1/26/05

1/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 1/26/05

1/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 1/27/05

1/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 1/27/05

1/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 1/28/05

1/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 1/28/05

1/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 1/29/05

1/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 1/29/05

1/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 1/30/05

1/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 1/30/05

1/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 1/31/05

1/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 1/31/05

2/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 2/1/05

2/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 2/1/05

2/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 2/2/05

2/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 2/2/05

2/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/3/05

2/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/3/05

2/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/4/05

2/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/4/05

2/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 2/5/05

2/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 2/5/05

2/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 2/6/05

2/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 2/6/05

2/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 2/7/05

2/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 2/7/05

2/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 2/8/05

2/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/8/05

2/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/9/05

2/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/9/05

2/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/10/05

2/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 2/10/05

2/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 2/11/05

2/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 2/11/05

2/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 2/12/05

2/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/12/05

2/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 2/13/05

2/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/13/05

2/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/14/05

2/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/14/05

2/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/15/05

2/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/15/05

2/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/16/05

2/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/16/05

2/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/17/05

2/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/17/05

2/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/18/05

2/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/18/05

2/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/19/05

2/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 2/19/05

2/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/20/05

2/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 2/20/05

2/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 2/21/05

2/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/21/05

2/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/22/05

2/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/23/05

2/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 2/23/05

2/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 2/24/05

2/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 2/24/05

2/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 2/25/05

2/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 2/25/05

2/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 2/26/05

2/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 2/26/05
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2/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 2/27/05

2/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 2/28/05

2/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 2/28/05

3/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 3/1/05

3/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 3/1/05

3/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 3/2/05

3/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 3/5/05

3/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 3/15/05

3/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 3/15/05

3/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 3/16/05

3/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 3/16/05

3/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 3/17/05

3/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 3/17/05

3/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 3/18/05

3/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 3/18/05

3/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 3/19/05

4/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/3/05

4/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/3/05

4/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/4/05

4/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/4/05

4/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/5/05

4/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/5/05

4/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/6/05

4/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 4/6/05

4/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/7/05

4/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 4/7/05

4/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 4/8/05

4/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/8/05

4/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/9/05

4/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/9/05

4/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/10/05

4/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/10/05

4/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/11/05

4/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/11/05

4/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/12/05

4/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/12/05

4/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/13/05

4/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/13/05

4/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 4/14/05

4/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 4/14/05

4/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 4/15/05

4/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 4/15/05

4/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 4/16/05

4/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 4/16/05

4/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 4/17/05

4/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 4/17/05

4/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 4/18/05

4/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 4/18/05

4/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 4/19/05

4/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 4/19/05

4/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 4/20/05

4/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/20/05

4/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/21/05

4/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/21/05

4/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/22/05

4/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/22/05

4/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/23/05

4/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/23/05

4/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 4/24/05

4/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/24/05

4/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/25/05

4/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/25/05

4/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/26/05
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4/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/26/05

4/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/27/05

4/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/27/05

4/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 4/28/05

4/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/28/05

4/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 4/29/05

4/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/29/05

4/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/30/05

4/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 4/30/05

5/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 5/1/05

5/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 5/1/05

5/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 5/2/05

5/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 5/2/05

5/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 5/3/05

5/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 5/3/05

5/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 5/4/05

5/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/4/05

5/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 5/5/05

5/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/5/05

5/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/6/05

5/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/6/05

5/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/6/05

5/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/7/05

5/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/7/05

5/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/8/05

5/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/8/05

5/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/9/05

5/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/9/05

5/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/9/05

5/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/10/05

5/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/10/05

5/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/11/05

5/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/11/05

5/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/12/05

5/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/12/05

5/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/13/05

5/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/13/05

5/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/14/05

5/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/14/05

5/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/15/05

5/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/15/05

5/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/16/05

5/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/16/05

5/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/17/05

5/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/17/05

5/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/18/05

5/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/18/05

5/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/19/05

5/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/19/05

5/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 5/20/05

5/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/20/05

5/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/21/05

5/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/21/05

5/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 5/22/05

5/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/22/05

5/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 5/23/05

5/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/23/05

5/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/24/05

5/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/24/05

5/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 5/25/05

5/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 5/25/05

5/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 5/26/05

5/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/26/05
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5/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 5/27/05

5/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 5/27/05

5/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 5/28/05

5/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 5/28/05

5/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 5/29/05

5/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/29/05

5/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/30/05

5/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/30/05

5/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 5/31/05

5/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/31/05

6/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 6/1/05

6/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/1/05

6/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/2/05

6/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/2/05

6/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/3/05

6/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/3/05

6/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/4/05

6/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/4/05

6/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 6/5/05

6/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 6/5/05

6/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 6/6/05

6/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/6/05

6/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/7/05

6/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/7/05

6/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/8/05

6/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/8/05

6/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/9/05

6/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 6/9/05

6/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 6/10/05

6/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/10/05

6/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/11/05

6/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 6/11/05

6/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/12/05

6/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/12/05

6/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/13/05

6/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/13/05

6/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 6/14/05

6/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 6/15/05

6/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/15/05

6/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/16/05

6/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 6/16/05

6/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/17/05

6/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/17/05

6/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/18/05

6/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/18/05

6/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/19/05

6/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/19/05

6/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/20/05

6/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/20/05

6/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/21/05

6/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/21/05

6/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/22/05

6/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/22/05

6/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 6/23/05

6/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/23/05

6/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/24/05

6/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/24/05

6/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/25/05

6/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/25/05

6/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/26/05

6/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/27/05

6/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/27/05

6/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/28/05
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6/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/28/05

6/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/29/05

6/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 6/29/05

6/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/30/05

6/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/30/05

7/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/1/05

7/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/1/05

7/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/2/05

7/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/2/05

7/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/3/05

7/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/3/05

7/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/4/05

7/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/4/05

7/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/5/05

7/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/5/05

7/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/6/05

7/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 7/6/05

7/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/7/05

7/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/7/05

7/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/8/05

7/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/8/05

7/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/9/05

7/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/9/05

7/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/10/05

7/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/11/05

7/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/11/05

7/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/12/05

7/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/12/05

7/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/13/05

7/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/13/05

7/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/14/05

7/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 7/14/05

7/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/15/05

7/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/15/05

7/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/16/05

7/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/16/05

7/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/17/05

7/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/17/05

7/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/18/05

7/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/18/05

7/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/19/05

7/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/19/05

7/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/20/05

7/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/20/05

7/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/21/05

7/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/21/05

7/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/22/05

7/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/22/05

7/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/23/05

7/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/23/05

7/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/24/05

7/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/24/05

7/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/25/05

7/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/26/05

7/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/26/05

7/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/27/05

7/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/27/05

7/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/28/05

7/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/28/05

7/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/29/05

7/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/29/05

7/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/30/05

7/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/30/05
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7/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/31/05

7/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/31/05

8/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 8/1/05

8/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/1/05

8/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/2/05

8/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/2/05

8/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/3/05

8/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/3/05

8/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/4/05

8/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/4/05

8/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/5/05

8/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/5/05

8/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/6/05

8/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/6/05

8/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/7/05

8/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/7/05

8/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/8/05

8/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/8/05

8/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/9/05

8/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/9/05

8/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/10/05

8/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/10/05

8/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/11/05

8/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/11/05

8/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/12/05

8/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/12/05

8/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 8/13/05

8/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/13/05

8/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/14/05

8/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/14/05

8/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/15/05

8/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/15/05

8/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/16/05

8/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/16/05

8/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/17/05

8/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/17/05

8/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/18/05

8/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/18/05

8/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/19/05

8/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/19/05

8/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/20/05

8/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/20/05

8/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/21/05

8/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/21/05

8/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/22/05

8/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/22/05

8/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/23/05

8/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/23/05

8/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/24/05

8/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/24/05

8/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/25/05

8/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/25/05

8/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/26/05

8/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/26/05

8/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/27/05

8/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/27/05

8/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/28/05

8/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/28/05

8/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/29/05

8/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/29/05

8/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/30/05

8/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/30/05

8/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/31/05
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8/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/31/05

9/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/1/05

9/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/1/05

9/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/2/05

9/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/2/05

9/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/3/05

9/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/3/05

9/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/4/05

9/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/4/05

9/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/5/05

9/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/5/05

9/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/6/05

9/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/6/05

9/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/7/05

9/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/7/05

9/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 9/8/05

9/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/8/05

9/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 9/9/05

9/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/9/05

9/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/10/05

9/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/10/05

9/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 9/11/05

9/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/11/05

9/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/12/05

9/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 9/12/05

9/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 9/13/05

9/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 9/13/05

9/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 9/14/05

9/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/14/05

9/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 9/15/05

9/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/15/05

9/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/16/05

9/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/16/05

9/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/17/05

9/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 9/17/05

9/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/18/05

9/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/18/05

9/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/19/05

9/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/19/05

9/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/20/05

9/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/20/05

9/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/21/05

9/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/21/05

9/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 9/22/05

9/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 9/22/05

9/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/23/05

9/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/23/05

9/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/24/05

9/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/24/05

9/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/25/05

9/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/25/05

9/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/26/05

9/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/26/05

9/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/27/05

9/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 9/27/05

9/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 9/28/05

9/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/28/05

9/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/29/05

9/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/30/05

10/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 10/1/05

10/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/2/05

10/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 10/3/05

10/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/3/05
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10/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 10/4/05

10/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 10/5/05

10/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/6/05

10/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/7/05

10/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/8/05

10/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 10/9/05

10/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/9/05

10/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/10/05

10/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 10/11/05

10/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 10/12/05

10/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/13/05

10/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/14/05

10/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/15/05

10/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/16/05

10/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 10/16/05

10/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/17/05

10/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/18/05

10/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/19/05

10/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 10/20/05

10/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 10/21/05

10/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/22/05

10/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/23/05

10/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/23/05

10/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 10/24/05

10/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 10/25/05

10/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 10/26/05

10/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 10/27/05

10/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 10/28/05

10/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 10/28/05

10/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/29/05

10/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/30/05

10/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/30/05

10/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/31/05

11/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 11/1/05

11/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 11/2/05

11/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/3/05

11/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 11/4/05

11/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 11/5/05

11/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/6/05

11/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/6/05

11/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 11/7/05

11/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 11/8/05

11/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/9/05

11/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/10/05

11/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/11/05

11/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/12/05

11/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/13/05

11/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/13/05

11/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/14/05

11/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/15/05

11/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/16/05

11/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/17/05

11/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/18/05

11/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/19/05

11/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/20/05

11/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 11/20/05

11/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/21/05

11/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/22/05

11/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/23/05

11/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 11/24/05

11/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 11/25/05

11/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 11/26/05

11/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 11/27/05
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11/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 11/27/05

11/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 11/28/05

11/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 11/29/05

11/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 11/30/05

12/1/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 12/1/05

12/2/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/2/05

12/3/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/3/05

12/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/4/05

12/4/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/4/05

12/5/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/5/05

12/6/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/6/05

12/7/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/7/05

12/8/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 12/8/05

12/9/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 12/9/05

12/10/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 12/10/05

12/11/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 12/11/05

12/12/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 12/12/05

12/13/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 12/13/05

12/14/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 12/14/05

12/15/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 12/15/05

12/16/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/16/05

12/17/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/17/05

12/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/18/05

12/18/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/18/05

12/19/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/19/05

12/20/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/20/05

12/21/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/21/05

12/22/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/22/05

12/23/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/23/05

12/24/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/24/05

12/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/25/05

12/25/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/25/05

12/26/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 12/26/05

12/27/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 12/27/05

12/28/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 12/28/05

12/29/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 12/29/05

12/30/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 12/30/05

12/31/05 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 12/31/05

1/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 1/1/06

1/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 1/1/06

1/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/2/06

1/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/3/06

1/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/4/06

1/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 1/5/06

1/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 1/6/06

1/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 1/7/06

1/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/8/06

1/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/8/06

1/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/9/06

1/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/10/06

1/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/11/06

1/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/12/06

1/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 1/13/06

1/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 1/14/06

1/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 1/15/06

1/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 1/15/06

1/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 1/16/06

1/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 1/17/06

1/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 1/18/06

1/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 1/19/06

1/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/20/06

1/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/21/06

1/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/22/06
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1/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/22/06

1/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/23/06

1/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/24/06

1/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/25/06

1/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/26/06

1/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/27/06

1/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/28/06

1/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/29/06

1/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/29/06

1/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/30/06

1/31/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/31/06

2/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 2/1/06

2/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 2/1/06

2/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 2/2/06

2/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 2/3/06

2/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 2/4/06

2/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 2/12/06

2/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 2/12/06

2/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 2/13/06

2/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 2/14/06

2/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 2/15/06

2/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 2/15/06

2/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 2/16/06

2/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 2/17/06

2/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 2/18/06

2/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 2/19/06

2/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 2/19/06

2/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 2/20/06

2/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 2/21/06

2/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 2/22/06

2/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 2/23/06

2/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 2/24/06

2/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 2/25/06

2/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 2/26/06

2/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/26/06

2/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 2/27/06

2/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 2/28/06

3/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 3/1/06

3/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 3/2/06

3/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/3/06

3/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/4/06

3/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 3/5/06

3/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/5/06

3/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/6/06

3/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/7/06

3/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/8/06

3/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 3/9/06

3/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 3/10/06

3/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 3/11/06

3/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 3/12/06

3/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 3/12/06

3/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 3/13/06

3/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 3/14/06

3/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 3/15/06

3/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 3/16/06

3/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 3/17/06

3/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 3/18/06

3/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/19/06

3/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/19/06

3/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/20/06

3/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/21/06

3/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/22/06

3/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 3/23/06
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3/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/24/06

3/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/25/06

3/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 3/26/06

3/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 3/26/06

3/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 3/27/06

3/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 3/28/06

3/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/29/06

3/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/30/06

3/31/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 3/31/06

4/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/1/06

4/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/2/06

4/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/2/06

4/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/3/06

4/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/4/06

4/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/5/06

4/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/6/06

4/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/7/06

4/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/8/06

4/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/9/06

4/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/9/06

4/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/10/06

4/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/11/06

4/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/12/06

4/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/13/06

4/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/14/06

4/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 4/15/06

4/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 4/16/06

4/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/16/06

4/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 4/17/06

4/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 4/18/06

4/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 4/19/06

4/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 4/20/06

4/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/21/06

4/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/22/06

4/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/23/06

4/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/23/06

4/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/24/06

4/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/24/06

4/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/25/06

4/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/26/06

4/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/27/06

4/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/28/06

4/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/29/06

4/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/30/06

4/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/30/06

5/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 5/1/06

5/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 5/2/06

5/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 5/3/06

5/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/4/06

5/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 5/4/06

5/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/5/06

5/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/6/06

5/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/7/06

5/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 5/7/06

5/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 5/8/06

5/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 5/9/06

5/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/10/06

5/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 5/11/06

5/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 5/12/06

5/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 5/13/06

5/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 5/14/06

5/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 5/14/06

5/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 5/15/06
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5/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 5/16/06

5/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 5/17/06

5/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 5/18/06

5/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 5/19/06

5/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/19/06

5/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 5/20/06

5/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/21/06

5/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 5/21/06

5/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 5/22/06

5/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 5/23/06

5/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 5/24/06

5/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/25/06

5/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 5/26/06

5/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 5/27/06

5/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 5/28/06

5/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 5/28/06

5/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 5/29/06

5/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/30/06

5/31/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/31/06

6/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/1/06

6/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/2/06

6/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/3/06

6/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/4/06

6/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/4/06

6/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/5/06

6/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/6/06

6/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/7/06

6/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/8/06

6/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/9/06

6/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/10/06

6/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/11/06

6/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/11/06

6/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/12/06

6/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/13/06

6/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/14/06

6/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 6/15/06

6/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 6/16/06

6/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 6/17/06

6/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 6/18/06

6/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 6/18/06

6/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 6/19/06

6/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 6/20/06

6/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 6/21/06

6/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 6/22/06

6/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/23/06

6/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/24/06

6/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/25/06

6/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/25/06

6/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/26/06

6/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/26/06

6/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/27/06

6/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/28/06

6/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/29/06

6/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/30/06

7/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/1/06

7/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/2/06

7/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/2/06

7/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/3/06

7/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/4/06

7/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/5/06

7/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/6/06

7/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/7/06

7/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 7/8/06
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7/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/9/06

7/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/10/06

7/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/10/06

7/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/11/06

7/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/12/06

7/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/13/06

7/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/14/06

7/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/15/06

7/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/16/06

7/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/16/06

7/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/17/06

7/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/18/06

7/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/19/06

7/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/20/06

7/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/21/06

7/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/22/06

7/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/23/06

7/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/23/06

7/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/24/06

7/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 7/25/06

7/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 7/26/06

7/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 7/27/06

7/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/28/06

7/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/29/06

7/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/30/06

7/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/30/06

7/31/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/31/06

8/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/1/06

8/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/2/06

8/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 8/3/06

8/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/4/06

8/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/5/06

8/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/6/06

8/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/6/06

8/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/7/06

8/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/8/06

8/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/9/06

8/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/10/06

8/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/11/06

8/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/12/06

8/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 8/13/06

8/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 8/13/06

8/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/14/06

8/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/15/06

8/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/16/06

8/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 8/17/06

8/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 8/18/06

8/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 8/19/06

8/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 8/20/06

8/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 8/20/06

8/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 8/21/06

8/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 8/22/06

8/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 8/23/06

8/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 8/24/06

8/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 8/25/06

8/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/26/06

8/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/27/06

8/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 8/27/06

8/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/28/06

8/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/29/06

8/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 8/30/06

8/31/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/31/06

9/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/1/06
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9/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/2/06

9/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/3/06

9/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/3/06

9/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/4/06

9/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/5/06

9/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/6/06

9/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 9/7/06

9/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 9/8/06

9/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/9/06

9/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/10/06

9/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/11/06

9/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/11/06

9/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/12/06

9/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 9/13/06

9/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 9/14/06

9/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/15/06

9/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/16/06

9/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 9/17/06

9/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 9/17/06

9/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/18/06

9/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 9/19/06

9/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 9/20/06

9/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/21/06

9/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/22/06

9/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/23/06

9/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/24/06

9/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/24/06

9/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/25/06

9/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/26/06

9/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/27/06

9/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/28/06

9/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 9/29/06

9/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 9/30/06

10/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/1/06

10/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/1/06

10/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 10/2/06

10/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/3/06

10/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/4/06

10/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/5/06

10/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/6/06

10/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/7/06

10/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/8/06

10/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/8/06

10/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/9/06

10/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/10/06

10/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 10/11/06

10/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/12/06

10/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 10/13/06

10/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 10/14/06

10/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/15/06

10/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/15/06

10/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/16/06

10/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/16/06

10/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 10/17/06

10/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 10/18/06

10/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 10/19/06

10/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 10/20/06

10/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/21/06

10/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 10/22/06

10/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 10/22/06

10/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 10/23/06

10/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 10/24/06

10/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 10/25/06

Page 32

DTX-1105



Date/Time LAB_SHEET_PLANT_NAME LAB_SHEET_LOCATION_NAME LAB_SHEET_TEST_NAME LAB_SHEET_SAMPLE_VALUE LAB_SHEET_UNIT Date/Time

10/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/26/06

10/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/27/06

10/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/28/06

10/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/29/06

10/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/29/06

10/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 10/30/06

10/31/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/31/06

11/1/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 11/1/06

11/2/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 11/2/06

11/3/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 11/3/06

11/4/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/4/06

11/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 11/5/06

11/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/5/06

11/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/6/06

11/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/7/06

11/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 11/8/06

11/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 11/9/06

11/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 11/10/06

11/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 11/11/06

11/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 11/12/06

11/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 11/12/06

11/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 11/13/06

11/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 11/14/06

11/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 11/15/06

11/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 11/16/06

11/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/17/06

11/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/18/06

11/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/19/06

11/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 11/19/06

11/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/20/06

11/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/21/06

11/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/22/06

11/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 11/23/06

11/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/24/06

11/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/24/06

11/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/25/06

11/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/26/06

12/5/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 12/5/06

12/6/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 12/6/06

12/7/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 12/7/06

12/8/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 12/8/06

12/9/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 12/9/06

12/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 12/10/06

12/10/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 12/10/06

12/11/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 12/11/06

12/12/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 12/12/06

12/13/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 12/13/06

12/14/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 12/14/06

12/15/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 12/15/06

12/16/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 12/16/06

12/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 12/17/06

12/17/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 12/17/06

12/18/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 12/18/06

12/19/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 12/19/06

12/20/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 12/20/06

12/21/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 12/21/06

12/22/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 12/22/06

12/23/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 12/23/06

12/24/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 12/24/06

12/25/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 12/25/06

12/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 12/26/06

12/26/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 12/26/06

12/27/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 12/27/06
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12/28/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 12/28/06

12/29/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 12/29/06

12/30/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 12/30/06

12/31/06 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 12/31/06

1/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 1/1/07

1/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 1/2/07

1/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 1/2/07

1/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 1/3/07

1/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 1/4/07

1/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 1/5/07

1/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 1/6/07

1/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 1/7/07

1/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 1/7/07

1/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 1/8/07

1/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 1/9/07

1/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 1/10/07

1/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 1/11/07

1/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 1/12/07

1/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 1/13/07

1/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 1/14/07

1/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/15/07

1/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 1/15/07

1/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 1/16/07

1/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 1/17/07

1/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/17/07

1/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 1/18/07

1/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/18/07

1/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 1/19/07

1/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 1/20/07

1/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 1/21/07

1/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 1/21/07

1/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 1/22/07

1/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 1/23/07

1/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 1/24/07

1/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 1/25/07

1/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 1/26/07

1/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 1/27/07

1/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/28/07

1/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/28/07

1/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/29/07

1/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/30/07

1/31/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 1/31/07

2/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 2/1/07

2/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 2/2/07

2/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/3/07

2/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/4/07

2/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 2/4/07

2/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/5/07

2/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/6/07

2/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 2/7/07

2/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 2/8/07

2/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/9/07

2/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 2/10/07

2/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 2/11/07

2/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 2/11/07

2/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 2/12/07

2/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 2/13/07

2/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 2/14/07

2/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 2/15/07

2/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 2/16/07

2/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 2/17/07

2/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 2/18/07

2/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 2/19/07
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2/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 2/19/07

2/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 2/20/07

2/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 2/21/07

2/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 2/22/07

2/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 2/23/07

2/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 2/24/07

2/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 2/25/07

2/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 2/25/07

2/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 2/26/07

2/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 2/27/07

2/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 2/28/07

3/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 3/1/07

3/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 3/2/07

3/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 3/3/07

3/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 3/4/07

3/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 3/4/07

3/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 3/5/07

3/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 3/6/07

3/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 3/7/07

3/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 3/8/07

3/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 3/9/07

3/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 3/10/07

3/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 3/11/07

3/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 3/11/07

3/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 3/12/07

3/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 3/13/07

3/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/14/07

3/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/15/07

3/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/16/07

3/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/17/07

3/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 3/18/07

3/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 3/18/07

3/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 3/19/07

3/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/20/07

3/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/21/07

3/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/22/07

3/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 3/23/07

3/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/24/07

3/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/25/07

3/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 3/25/07

3/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 3/26/07

3/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 3/27/07

3/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 3/28/07

3/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 3/29/07

3/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 3/30/07

3/31/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 3/31/07

4/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/1/07

4/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/1/07

4/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/2/07

4/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/3/07

4/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/4/07

4/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/5/07

4/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/6/07

4/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/7/07

4/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/8/07

4/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/8/07

4/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/9/07

4/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/10/07

4/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/11/07

4/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/12/07

4/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/13/07

4/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/14/07

4/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 4/15/07
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4/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 4/15/07

4/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 4/16/07

4/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 4/17/07

4/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 4/18/07

4/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 4/18/07

4/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 4/19/07

4/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 4/20/07

4/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 4/21/07

4/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 4/22/07

4/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 4/22/07

4/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 4/23/07

4/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 4/24/07

4/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 4/25/07

4/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 4/26/07

4/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/27/07

4/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/28/07

4/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/29/07

4/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/29/07

4/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/30/07

5/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/1/07

5/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/2/07

5/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/3/07

5/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/4/07

5/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/5/07

5/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/6/07

5/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 5/6/07

5/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/7/07

5/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/8/07

5/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/9/07

5/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/10/07

5/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/11/07

5/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/12/07

5/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/13/07

5/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 5/13/07

5/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/14/07

5/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/15/07

5/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/16/07

5/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/17/07

5/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/18/07

5/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/19/07

5/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/20/07

5/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/20/07

5/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/21/07

5/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/22/07

5/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/22/07

5/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 5/23/07

5/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/24/07

5/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/25/07

5/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 5/26/07

5/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/27/07

5/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/27/07

5/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/27/07

5/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/27/07

5/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/28/07

5/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/29/07

5/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 5/30/07

5/31/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/31/07

6/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/1/07

6/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/2/07

6/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/3/07

6/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/3/07

6/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 6/4/07

6/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/4/07
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6/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/5/07

6/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/6/07

6/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/7/07

6/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 6/8/07

6/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 6/9/07

6/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 6/10/07

6/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 6/10/07

6/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 6/11/07

6/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 6/12/07

6/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 6/13/07

6/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/14/07

6/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/15/07

6/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/16/07

6/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/17/07

6/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/17/07

6/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/18/07

6/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/19/07

6/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/20/07

6/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/21/07

6/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/22/07

6/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/23/07

6/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/24/07

6/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/24/07

6/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/25/07

6/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/26/07

6/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/27/07

6/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 6/28/07

6/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/29/07

6/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/30/07

7/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/1/07

7/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/1/07

7/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/2/07

7/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/3/07

7/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/4/07

7/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/5/07

7/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/6/07

7/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/7/07

7/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/8/07

7/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/8/07

7/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/9/07

7/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/10/07

7/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/11/07

7/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/12/07

7/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/13/07

7/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/14/07

7/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/15/07

7/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/15/07

7/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 7/16/07

7/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/17/07

7/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/18/07

7/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/19/07

7/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/20/07

7/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/21/07

7/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 7/22/07

7/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 7/22/07

7/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 7/23/07

7/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 7/24/07

7/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 7/25/07

7/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/26/07

7/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/27/07

7/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/28/07

7/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/29/07

7/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/29/07
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7/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/30/07

7/31/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/31/07

8/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 8/1/07

8/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 8/2/07

8/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 8/3/07

8/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 8/4/07

8/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/5/07

8/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/5/07

8/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/6/07

8/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/7/07

8/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/8/07

8/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 8/9/07

8/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/10/07

8/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/11/07

8/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/12/07

8/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/12/07

8/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/13/07

8/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/14/07

8/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/15/07

8/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/16/07

8/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/17/07

8/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/18/07

8/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/19/07

8/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/19/07

8/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/20/07

8/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/21/07

8/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/22/07

8/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/23/07

8/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/24/07

8/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/25/07

8/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/26/07

8/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/26/07

8/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/27/07

8/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/28/07

8/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 8/29/07

8/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/30/07

8/31/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/31/07

9/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 9/1/07

9/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/2/07

9/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/2/07

9/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/3/07

9/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/4/07

9/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/5/07

9/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 9/6/07

9/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 9/7/07

9/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 9/8/07

9/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 9/9/07

9/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 9/9/07

9/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 9/10/07

9/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/11/07

9/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/12/07

9/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/13/07

9/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/14/07

9/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/15/07

9/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/16/07

9/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/16/07

9/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/17/07

9/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/18/07

9/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/19/07

9/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/20/07

9/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/21/07

9/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 9/22/07

9/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/23/07
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9/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/23/07

9/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/24/07

9/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/25/07

9/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/26/07

9/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/27/07

9/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/27/07

9/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 9/28/07

9/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 9/28/07

9/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/29/07

9/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/30/07

9/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 9/30/07

10/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 10/1/07

10/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/2/07

10/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 10/3/07

10/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 10/4/07

10/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 10/5/07

10/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 10/6/07

10/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/7/07

10/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/7/07

10/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/8/07

10/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/9/07

10/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/9/07

10/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 10/10/07

10/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/11/07

10/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 10/12/07

10/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/13/07

10/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/14/07

10/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/14/07

10/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/15/07

10/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/16/07

10/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 10/17/07

10/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 10/18/07

10/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 10/19/07

10/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 10/20/07

10/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/21/07

10/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/21/07

10/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/22/07

10/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/23/07

10/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/24/07

10/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/25/07

10/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 10/26/07

10/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/27/07

10/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/28/07

10/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/28/07

10/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/29/07

10/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/30/07

10/31/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 10/31/07

11/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 11/1/07

11/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 11/2/07

11/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 11/3/07

11/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 11/4/07

11/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 11/4/07

11/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 11/5/07

11/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 11/6/07

11/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 11/7/07

11/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 11/8/07

11/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 11/9/07

11/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/10/07

11/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 11/11/07

11/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 11/11/07

11/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/12/07

11/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 11/13/07

11/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 11/14/07
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11/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 11/15/07

11/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 11/16/07

11/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/17/07

11/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/18/07

11/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 11/18/07

11/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 11/19/07

11/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 11/20/07

11/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 11/21/07

11/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 11/22/07

11/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 11/23/07

11/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 11/24/07

11/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 11/25/07

11/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 11/25/07

11/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 11/26/07

11/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 11/27/07

11/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 11/28/07

11/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 11/29/07

11/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 11/30/07

12/1/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 12/1/07

12/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 12/2/07

12/2/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 12/2/07

12/3/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 12/3/07

12/4/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 12/4/07

12/5/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 12/5/07

12/6/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 12/6/07

12/7/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 12/7/07

12/8/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 12/8/07

12/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 12/9/07

12/9/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 12/9/07

12/10/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 12/10/07

12/11/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 12/11/07

12/12/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 12/12/07

12/13/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 12/13/07

12/14/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 12/14/07

12/15/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 12/15/07

12/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 12/16/07

12/16/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 12/16/07

12/17/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 12/17/07

12/18/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 12/18/07

12/19/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 12/19/07

12/20/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 12/20/07

12/21/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 12/21/07

12/22/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/22/07

12/23/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/23/07

12/24/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/24/07

12/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 12/25/07

12/25/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 12/25/07

12/26/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 12/26/07

12/27/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 12/27/07

12/28/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 12/28/07

12/29/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 12/29/07

12/30/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 12/30/07

12/31/07 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 12/31/07

1/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 1/1/08

1/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/1/08

1/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/2/08

1/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/3/08

1/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/4/08

1/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/5/08

1/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/6/08

1/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 1/6/08

1/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 1/7/08

1/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/8/08
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1/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 1/9/08

1/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/10/08

1/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/11/08

1/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/12/08

1/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/13/08

1/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/13/08

1/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/14/08

1/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/15/08

1/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/16/08

1/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/17/08

1/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/18/08

1/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 1/19/08

1/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/20/08

1/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 1/21/08

1/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/21/08

1/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/22/08

1/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/23/08

1/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/24/08

1/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 1/25/08

1/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/26/08

1/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/27/08

1/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/27/08

1/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/28/08

1/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 1/29/08

1/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 1/30/08

1/31/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 1/31/08

2/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/1/08

2/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 2/2/08

2/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 2/3/08

2/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/3/08

2/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/4/08

2/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 2/5/08

2/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/6/08

2/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/7/08

2/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 2/8/08

2/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/9/08

2/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 2/10/08

2/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/10/08

2/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/11/08

2/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 2/12/08

2/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 2/13/08

2/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 2/14/08

2/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/15/08

2/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/16/08

2/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 2/17/08

2/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 2/17/08

2/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 2/18/08

2/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 2/19/08

2/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 2/20/08

2/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 2/21/08

2/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 2/22/08

2/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 2/23/08

2/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/24/08

2/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/24/08

2/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/25/08

2/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 2/26/08

2/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 2/27/08

2/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 2/28/08

2/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 2/29/08

3/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 3/1/08

3/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/2/08

3/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/2/08

3/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/3/08
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3/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 3/4/08

3/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 3/5/08

3/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/6/08

3/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/7/08

3/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/8/08

3/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/9/08

3/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/9/08

3/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 3/10/08

3/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 3/11/08

3/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 3/12/08

3/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 3/13/08

3/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 3/14/08

3/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 3/15/08

3/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 3/16/08

3/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 3/16/08

3/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 3/17/08

3/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 3/18/08

3/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 3/19/08

3/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/20/08

3/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/21/08

3/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/22/08

3/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 3/23/08

3/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/23/08

3/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/24/08

3/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 3/25/08

3/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 3/26/08

3/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 3/27/08

3/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 3/28/08

3/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 3/29/08

3/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 3/30/08

3/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 3/30/08

3/31/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 3/31/08

4/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/1/08

4/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/2/08

4/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/3/08

4/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/4/08

4/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/5/08

4/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/6/08

4/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/6/08

4/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/7/08

4/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/8/08

4/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/9/08

4/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/10/08

4/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/11/08

4/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/12/08

4/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/13/08

4/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/13/08

4/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/14/08

4/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/15/08

4/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/16/08

4/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/17/08

4/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/18/08

4/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/19/08

4/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/20/08

4/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/20/08

4/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/21/08

4/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/22/08

4/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/23/08

4/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/24/08

4/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/25/08

4/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/26/08

4/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/27/08

4/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/27/08
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4/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/28/08

4/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/29/08

4/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/30/08

5/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/1/08

5/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/2/08

5/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/3/08

5/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/4/08

5/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/4/08

5/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/5/08

5/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/6/08

5/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/7/08

5/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 5/8/08

5/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 5/9/08

5/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 5/10/08

5/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 5/11/08

5/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 5/11/08

5/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 5/12/08

5/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 5/13/08

5/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 5/14/08

5/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 5/15/08

5/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 5/16/08

5/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/17/08

5/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/18/08

5/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/18/08

5/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/19/08

5/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/20/08

5/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 5/21/08

5/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 5/22/08

5/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/23/08

5/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/24/08

5/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/25/08

5/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/25/08

5/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/26/08

5/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/27/08

5/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 5/28/08

5/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 5/29/08

5/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 5/30/08

5/31/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/31/08

6/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/1/08

6/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 6/1/08

6/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 6/2/08

6/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 6/3/08

6/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/4/08

6/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/5/08

6/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/6/08

6/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/7/08

6/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/8/08

6/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 6/8/08

6/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 6/9/08

6/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 6/10/08

6/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 6/11/08

6/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 6/12/08

6/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 6/13/08

6/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 6/14/08

6/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/15/08

6/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/15/08

6/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/16/08

6/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 6/17/08

6/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 6/18/08

6/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/19/08

6/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 6/20/08

6/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/21/08

6/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/22/08
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6/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/22/08

6/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/23/08

6/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/24/08

6/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/25/08

6/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/26/08

6/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/27/08

6/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/28/08

6/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/29/08

6/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/29/08

6/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/30/08

7/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/1/08

7/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/2/08

7/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/3/08

7/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/4/08

7/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/5/08

7/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 7/6/08

7/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 7/6/08

7/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/7/08

7/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/8/08

7/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/9/08

7/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/10/08

7/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/11/08

7/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/12/08

7/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/13/08

7/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/13/08

7/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/14/08

7/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/15/08

7/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 7/16/08

7/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/17/08

7/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/18/08

7/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 7/19/08

7/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/20/08

7/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/20/08

7/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/21/08

7/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/22/08

7/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/23/08

7/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/24/08

7/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/25/08

7/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/26/08

7/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/27/08

7/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/27/08

7/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/28/08

7/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/29/08

7/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 7/30/08

7/31/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 7/31/08

8/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/1/08

8/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/2/08

8/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/2/08

8/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/3/08

8/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/3/08

8/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/4/08

8/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/5/08

8/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/6/08

8/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/7/08

8/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/7/08

8/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/8/08

8/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/9/08

8/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/10/08

8/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/10/08

8/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/11/08

8/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/12/08

8/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/13/08

8/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/14/08
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8/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/15/08

8/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/16/08

8/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/17/08

8/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/17/08

8/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/18/08

8/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/19/08

8/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/20/08

8/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/21/08

8/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 8/22/08

8/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 8/23/08

8/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 8/24/08

8/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 8/24/08

8/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 8/25/08

8/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 8/26/08

8/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/27/08

8/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/28/08

8/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/29/08

8/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/30/08

8/31/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/31/08

8/31/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/31/08

9/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/1/08

9/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/2/08

9/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/3/08

9/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 9/4/08

9/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/5/08

9/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/6/08

9/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/7/08

9/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/7/08

9/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/8/08

9/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/9/08

9/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 9/10/08

9/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 9/11/08

9/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 9/12/08

9/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 9/13/08

9/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/14/08

9/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/14/08

9/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/15/08

9/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/16/08

9/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/17/08

9/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/18/08

9/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/19/08

9/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/20/08

9/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/21/08

9/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 9/21/08

9/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/22/08

9/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/23/08

9/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/24/08

9/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/25/08

9/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/26/08

9/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/27/08

9/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/28/08

9/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 9/28/08

9/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/29/08

9/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/30/08

10/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 10/1/08

10/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 10/2/08

10/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 10/3/08

10/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 10/4/08

10/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 10/5/08

10/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/5/08

10/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 10/6/08

10/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/7/08

10/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 10/8/08
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10/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 10/9/08

10/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/10/08

10/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/11/08

10/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 10/12/08

10/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/12/08

10/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/13/08

10/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/14/08

10/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/15/08

10/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/16/08

10/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/17/08

10/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/18/08

10/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/18/08

10/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/19/08

10/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/19/08

10/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 10/20/08

10/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 10/21/08

10/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 10/22/08

10/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/22/08

10/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 10/23/08

10/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 10/24/08

10/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 10/25/08

10/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 10/26/08

10/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 10/26/08

10/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 10/27/08

10/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 10/28/08

10/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 10/29/08

10/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 10/30/08

10/31/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 10/31/08

11/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/1/08

11/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/2/08

11/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 11/2/08

11/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/3/08

11/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 11/3/08

11/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/3/08

11/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/4/08

11/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 11/4/08

11/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/5/08

11/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/6/08

11/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/7/08

11/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/8/08

11/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/9/08

11/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 11/9/08

11/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/10/08

11/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 11/10/08

11/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 11/11/08

11/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/12/08

11/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/13/08

11/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/14/08

11/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/15/08

11/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/16/08

11/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/16/08

11/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/17/08

11/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/18/08

11/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/19/08

11/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 11/20/08

11/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 11/21/08

11/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 11/22/08

11/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 11/23/08

11/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/23/08

11/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 11/24/08

11/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 11/25/08

11/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 11/26/08

11/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 11/27/08
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11/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 11/28/08

11/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 11/29/08

11/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 11/30/08

11/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 11/30/08

12/1/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/1/08

12/2/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/2/08

12/3/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/3/08

12/4/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/4/08

12/5/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/5/08

12/6/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/6/08

12/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/7/08

12/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 12/7/08

12/7/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/7/08

12/8/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/8/08

12/9/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/9/08

12/10/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/10/08

12/11/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/11/08

12/12/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/12/08

12/13/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/13/08

12/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/14/08

12/14/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/14/08

12/15/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/15/08

12/16/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/16/08

12/17/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/17/08

12/18/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/18/08

12/19/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/19/08

12/20/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/20/08

12/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/21/08

12/21/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/21/08

12/22/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/22/08

12/23/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/23/08

12/24/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 12/24/08

12/25/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 12/25/08

12/26/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 12/26/08

12/27/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/27/08

12/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 12/28/08

12/28/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 12/28/08

12/29/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 12/29/08

12/30/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 12/30/08

12/31/08 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 12/31/08

1/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 1/1/09

1/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 1/2/09

1/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 1/3/09

1/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 1/4/09

1/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 1/4/09

1/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 1/5/09

1/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 1/6/09

1/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 1/7/09

1/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 1/8/09

1/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 1/9/09

1/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 1/10/09

1/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 1/11/09

1/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 1/11/09

1/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 1/12/09

1/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 1/13/09

1/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 1/14/09

1/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 1/15/09

1/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 1/16/09

1/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 1/17/09

1/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/18/09

1/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/18/09

1/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/19/09

1/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/20/09
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1/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 1/21/09

1/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 1/22/09

1/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 1/23/09

1/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 1/24/09

1/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 1/25/09

1/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 1/25/09

1/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 1/26/09

1/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/27/09

1/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/28/09

1/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/29/09

1/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/30/09

1/31/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 1/31/09

2/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/1/09

2/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/1/09

2/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/2/09

2/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/3/09

2/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 2/4/09

2/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 2/5/09

2/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 2/6/09

2/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/7/09

2/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/8/09

2/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/8/09

2/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/9/09

2/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/10/09

2/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/11/09

2/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/13/09

2/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 2/14/09

2/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 2/15/09

2/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/17/09

2/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 2/18/09

2/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/18/09

2/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 2/19/09

2/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 2/20/09

2/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 2/21/09

2/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 2/22/09

2/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 2/22/09

2/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 2/23/09

2/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 2/24/09

2/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 2/25/09

2/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 2/26/09

2/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 2/27/09

2/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 2/28/09

3/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 3/1/09

3/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 3/1/09

3/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 3/2/09

3/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 3/3/09

3/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 3/4/09

3/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 3/5/09

3/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 3/6/09

3/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 3/7/09

3/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 3/8/09

3/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 3/8/09

3/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 3/9/09

3/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 3/10/09

3/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 3/11/09

3/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 3/12/09

3/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 3/13/09

4/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 4/13/09

4/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 4/14/09

4/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 4/15/09

4/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 4/16/09

4/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 4/17/09

4/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 4/18/09

Page 48

DTX-1105



Date/Time LAB_SHEET_PLANT_NAME LAB_SHEET_LOCATION_NAME LAB_SHEET_TEST_NAME LAB_SHEET_SAMPLE_VALUE LAB_SHEET_UNIT Date/Time

4/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 4/19/09

4/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 4/20/09

4/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 4/21/09

4/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 4/22/09

4/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 4/23/09

4/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 4/24/09

4/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 4/25/09

4/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 4/26/09

4/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 4/27/09

4/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 4/28/09

4/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 4/29/09

4/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 4/30/09

5/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/1/09

5/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/2/09

5/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/3/09

5/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/3/09

5/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/4/09

5/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/5/09

5/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 5/6/09

5/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 5/7/09

5/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/8/09

5/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/9/09

5/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/10/09

5/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/10/09

5/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 5/11/09

5/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/12/09

5/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/13/09

5/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 5/14/09

5/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/15/09

5/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/16/09

5/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 5/17/09

5/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 5/17/09

5/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/18/09

5/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/18/09

5/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/19/09

5/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/20/09

5/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 5/21/09

5/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/22/09

5/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/23/09

5/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/24/09

5/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/24/09

5/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/25/09

5/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/26/09

5/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/27/09

5/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/28/09

5/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 5/29/09

5/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 5/30/09

5/31/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 5/31/09

5/31/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 5/31/09

6/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/1/09

6/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/2/09

6/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/3/09

6/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/4/09

6/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/5/09

6/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/6/09

6/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/7/09

6/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/7/09

6/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/8/09

6/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/9/09

6/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/10/09

6/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/11/09

6/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/12/09

6/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/13/09
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6/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/14/09

6/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/14/09

6/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/15/09

6/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/16/09

6/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/17/09

6/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/18/09

6/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/19/09

6/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/20/09

6/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 6/21/09

6/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/21/09

6/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/22/09

6/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/23/09

6/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/24/09

6/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/25/09

6/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/26/09

6/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 6/27/09

6/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 6/28/09

6/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 6/28/09

6/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 6/29/09

6/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 6/30/09

7/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 7/1/09

7/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/2/09

7/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/3/09

7/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/4/09

7/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/5/09

7/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/5/09

7/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/6/09

7/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/7/09

7/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/8/09

7/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/9/09

7/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/10/09

7/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/11/09

7/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/12/09

7/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/13/09

7/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/14/09

7/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/15/09

7/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/16/09

7/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/17/09

7/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/18/09

7/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/19/09

7/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/19/09

7/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/20/09

7/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/21/09

7/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/22/09

7/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/23/09

7/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/24/09

7/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/25/09

7/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/26/09

7/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/26/09

7/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/27/09

7/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/28/09

7/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/29/09

7/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/30/09

7/31/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/31/09

8/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/1/09

8/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/2/09

8/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/2/09

8/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/3/09

8/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/4/09

8/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/5/09

8/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/6/09

8/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/7/09

8/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/8/09
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8/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/9/09

8/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/9/09

8/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/10/09

8/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/11/09

8/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/12/09

8/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/13/09

8/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/14/09

8/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/15/09

8/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/16/09

8/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/16/09

8/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/16/09

8/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/17/09

8/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/18/09

8/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 8/19/09

8/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/20/09

8/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/21/09

8/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/22/09

8/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/23/09

8/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/23/09

8/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/24/09

8/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/25/09

8/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/26/09

8/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/27/09

8/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/28/09

8/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 8/29/09

8/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/30/09

8/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/30/09

8/31/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 8/31/09

9/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 9/1/09

9/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/1/09

9/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/2/09

9/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/2/09

9/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/2/09

9/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/3/09

9/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 9/4/09

9/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/5/09

9/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/6/09

9/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/6/09

9/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/7/09

9/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/8/09

9/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/9/09

9/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/9/09

9/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/10/09

9/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/11/09

9/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/12/09

9/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/13/09

9/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/13/09

9/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/13/09

9/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/14/09

9/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/15/09

9/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/16/09

9/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/17/09

9/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/18/09

9/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/19/09

9/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/20/09

9/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 9/20/09

9/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/20/09

9/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 9/21/09

9/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/22/09

9/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/23/09

9/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/24/09

9/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/25/09

9/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/26/09
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9/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/27/09

9/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/27/09

9/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/27/09

9/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/28/09

9/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/28/09

9/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/29/09

9/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/30/09

10/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/1/09

10/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/2/09

10/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/3/09

10/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/4/09

10/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 10/4/09

10/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 10/4/09

10/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 10/5/09

10/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 10/6/09

10/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 10/7/09

10/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/8/09

10/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/8/09

10/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/9/09

10/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 10/10/09

10/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/11/09

10/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 10/11/09

10/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 10/12/09

10/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/13/09

10/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 10/14/09

10/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 10/15/09

10/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 10/16/09

10/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 10/17/09

10/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 10/18/09

10/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 10/19/09

10/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/20/09

10/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 10/21/09

10/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/22/09

10/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/23/09

10/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/24/09

10/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/25/09

10/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 10/25/09

10/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 10/25/09

10/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 10/26/09

10/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 10/27/09

10/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 10/28/09

10/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 10/29/09

10/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 10/30/09

10/31/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 10/31/09

11/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 11/1/09

11/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 11/1/09

11/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 11/2/09

11/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 11/3/09

11/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/3/09

11/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/4/09

11/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/4/09

11/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/5/09

11/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/6/09

11/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 11/7/09

11/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 11/8/09

11/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 11/8/09

11/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 11/9/09

11/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 11/10/09

11/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 11/11/09

11/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 11/12/09

11/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 11/13/09

11/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 11/14/09

11/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 11/15/09
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11/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 11/15/09

11/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/15/09

11/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/16/09

11/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/17/09

11/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 11/18/09

11/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/19/09

11/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 11/20/09

11/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/21/09

11/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/22/09

11/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 11/22/09

11/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 11/23/09

11/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/24/09

11/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 11/25/09

11/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/26/09

11/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 11/27/09

11/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 11/28/09

11/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 11/29/09

11/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 11/29/09

11/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 11/30/09

12/1/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 12/1/09

12/2/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 12/2/09

12/3/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 12/3/09

12/4/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 12/4/09

12/5/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/5/09

12/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/6/09

12/6/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/6/09

12/7/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/7/09

12/8/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/8/09

12/9/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/9/09

12/10/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/10/09

12/11/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/11/09

12/12/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/12/09

12/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 12/13/09

12/13/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/13/09

12/14/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/14/09

12/15/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/15/09

12/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 12/16/09

12/16/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 12/16/09

12/17/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/17/09

12/18/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 12/18/09

12/19/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/19/09

12/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/20/09

12/20/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/20/09

12/21/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 12/21/09

12/22/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/22/09

12/23/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 12/23/09

12/24/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/24/09

12/25/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/25/09

12/26/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/26/09

12/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/27/09

12/27/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 12/27/09

12/28/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/28/09

12/29/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/29/09

12/30/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/30/09

12/31/09 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 12/31/09

1/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/1/10

1/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 1/2/10

1/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/2/10

1/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/3/10

1/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/4/10

1/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/5/10

1/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/6/10

1/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/7/10
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1/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/8/10

1/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/9/10

1/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 1/10/10

1/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/10/10

1/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/11/10

1/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/12/10

1/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 1/13/10

1/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/14/10

1/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/15/10

1/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/16/10

1/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/17/10

1/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/17/10

1/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/17/10

1/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/18/10

1/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 1/19/10

1/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/20/10

1/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/21/10

1/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 1/22/10

1/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/23/10

1/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/24/10

1/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/24/10

1/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/25/10

1/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/26/10

1/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/27/10

1/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/28/10

1/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/29/10

1/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/30/10

1/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/31/10

1/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/31/10

2/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/1/10

2/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/2/10

2/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/3/10

2/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/4/10

2/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/5/10

2/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 2/6/10

2/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/7/10

2/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/7/10

2/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/8/10

2/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/9/10

2/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/10/10

2/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/11/10

2/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/12/10

2/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/13/10

2/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/14/10

2/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/14/10

2/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/15/10

2/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/16/10

2/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/17/10

2/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/18/10

2/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/19/10

2/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/20/10

2/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/21/10

2/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/21/10

2/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/22/10

2/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 2/23/10

2/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/24/10

2/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/25/10

2/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/26/10

2/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/27/10

2/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/28/10

2/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 2/28/10

3/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 3/1/10

3/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 3/2/10
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3/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/3/10

3/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 3/4/10

3/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/5/10

3/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/6/10

3/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/7/10

3/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/7/10

3/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/8/10

3/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/9/10

3/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/10/10

3/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/11/10

3/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/12/10

3/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/13/10

3/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/14/10

3/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/14/10

3/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 3/15/10

3/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/16/10

3/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/17/10

3/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/18/10

3/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 3/19/10

3/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 3/20/10

3/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/21/10

3/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 3/21/10

3/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 3/22/10

3/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/23/10

3/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 3/24/10

3/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 3/25/10

3/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/26/10

3/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 3/27/10

3/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 3/28/10

3/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 3/28/10

3/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/29/10

3/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 3/30/10

3/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 3/31/10

4/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 4/1/10

4/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 4/2/10

4/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/3/10

4/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 4/4/10

4/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 4/4/10

4/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 4/5/10

4/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/6/10

4/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/7/10

4/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/8/10

4/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/9/10

4/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/10/10

4/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/11/10

4/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/11/10

4/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/12/10

4/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 4/13/10

4/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 4/14/10

4/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 4/15/10

4/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 4/16/10

4/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 4/17/10

4/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 4/18/10

4/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/18/10

4/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 4/19/10

4/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 4/20/10

4/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 4/21/10

4/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 4/22/10

4/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 4/23/10

4/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 4/24/10

4/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/25/10

4/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 4/25/10

4/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 4/26/10
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4/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 4/27/10

4/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 4/28/10

4/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/29/10

4/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/30/10

5/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 5/1/10

5/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 5/2/10

5/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 5/2/10

5/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 5/3/10

5/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 5/4/10

5/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 5/5/10

5/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 5/6/10

5/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 5/7/10

5/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 5/8/10

5/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 5/9/10

5/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 5/9/10

5/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 5/9/10

5/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 5/10/10

5/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/11/10

5/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/11/10

5/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 5/12/10

5/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 5/13/10

5/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 5/14/10

5/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 5/15/10

5/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 5/16/10

5/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 5/16/10

5/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 5/17/10

5/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/17/10

5/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 5/18/10

5/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 5/19/10

5/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 5/20/10

5/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 5/21/10

5/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 5/22/10

5/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 5/23/10

5/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 5/23/10

5/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/24/10

5/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 5/25/10

5/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 5/26/10

5/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 5/27/10

5/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 5/28/10

5/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 5/29/10

5/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/30/10

5/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 5/30/10

5/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 5/30/10

5/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/31/10

6/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/1/10

6/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 6/2/10

6/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/3/10

6/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/4/10

6/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 6/4/10

6/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 6/5/10

6/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/5/10

6/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 6/6/10

6/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/6/10

6/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 6/6/10

6/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 6/7/10

6/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/8/10

6/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/9/10

6/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 6/10/10

6/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/11/10

6/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/12/10

6/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/13/10

6/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 6/13/10

6/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 6/14/10
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6/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/15/10

6/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 6/16/10

6/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 6/17/10

6/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 6/18/10

6/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/19/10

6/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/19/10

6/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/20/10

6/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/20/10

6/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 6/21/10

6/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/22/10

6/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 6/23/10

6/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 6/24/10

6/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/25/10

6/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/26/10

6/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/27/10

6/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/27/10

6/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 6/28/10

6/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/28/10

6/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 6/28/10

6/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/29/10

6/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/30/10

7/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/1/10

7/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/2/10

7/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 7/3/10

7/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/4/10

7/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/4/10

7/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/4/10

7/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/4/10

7/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/5/10

7/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 7/6/10

7/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/7/10

7/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 7/8/10

7/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 7/9/10

7/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/10/10

7/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/11/10

7/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 7/11/10

7/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/11/10

7/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 7/12/10

7/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/13/10

7/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 7/14/10

7/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 7/15/10

7/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/16/10

7/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 7/17/10

7/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/18/10

7/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/18/10

7/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/18/10

7/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/18/10

7/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 7/19/10

7/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 7/20/10

7/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 7/21/10

7/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/22/10

7/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/23/10

7/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 7/24/10

7/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/25/10

7/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/25/10

7/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 7/26/10

7/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/27/10

7/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 7/28/10

7/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 7/29/10

7/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 7/30/10

7/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 7/31/10

8/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 8/1/10

8/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/1/10
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8/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/1/10

8/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/1/10

8/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 8/1/10

8/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/1/10

8/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/2/10

8/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/3/10

8/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/4/10

8/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/5/10

8/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/6/10

8/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/7/10

8/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/8/10

8/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/8/10

8/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/8/10

8/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/8/10

8/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/9/10

8/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/10/10

8/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/11/10

8/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/12/10

8/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/13/10

8/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/14/10

8/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/15/10

8/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/15/10

8/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/16/10

8/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/17/10

8/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/18/10

8/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/19/10

8/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/20/10

8/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/21/10

8/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/21/10

8/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/22/10

8/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/22/10

8/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/23/10

8/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/24/10

8/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/25/10

8/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/26/10

8/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/27/10

8/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 8/28/10

8/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 8/29/10

8/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/29/10

8/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 8/30/10

8/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 8/31/10

9/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/1/10

9/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 9/2/10

9/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/3/10

9/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/4/10

9/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/4/10

9/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/5/10

9/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/5/10

9/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/5/10

9/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/6/10

9/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/7/10

9/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/8/10

9/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/9/10

9/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 9/10/10

9/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 9/11/10

9/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/11/10

9/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/12/10

9/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/12/10

9/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 9/12/10

9/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 9/13/10

9/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/14/10

9/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/15/10

9/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/16/10
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9/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/16/10

9/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 9/17/10

9/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 9/18/10

9/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/18/10

9/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/19/10

9/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/19/10

9/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 9/19/10

9/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 9/20/10

9/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 9/21/10

9/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 9/22/10

9/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/23/10

9/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/24/10

9/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/25/10

9/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/25/10

9/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/26/10

9/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/26/10

9/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/26/10

9/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 9/27/10

9/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 9/28/10

9/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 9/29/10

9/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 9/30/10

10/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/1/10

10/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/2/10

10/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/2/10

10/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/3/10

10/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/3/10

10/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/3/10

10/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/4/10

10/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/5/10

10/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 10/6/10

10/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/7/10

10/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/8/10

10/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/9/10

10/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/10/10

10/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/10/10

10/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/11/10

10/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/12/10

10/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/12/10

10/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 10/13/10

10/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/14/10

10/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 10/15/10

10/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/16/10

10/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/17/10

10/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/17/10

10/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/18/10

10/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/19/10

10/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 10/20/10

10/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/21/10

10/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/22/10

10/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/23/10

10/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/24/10

10/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/24/10

10/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/24/10

10/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/25/10

10/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 10/26/10

10/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 10/27/10

10/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 10/28/10

10/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 10/29/10

10/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 10/30/10

10/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/31/10

10/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 10/31/10

10/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 10/31/10

11/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/1/10
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11/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 11/2/10

11/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/3/10

11/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 11/4/10

11/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 11/5/10

11/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/6/10

11/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 11/7/10

11/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 11/7/10

11/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/8/10

11/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 11/9/10

11/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 11/10/10

11/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/11/10

11/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/12/10

11/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/13/10

11/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 11/14/10

11/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/14/10

11/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/15/10

11/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/16/10

11/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 11/17/10

11/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 11/18/10

11/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 11/19/10

11/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 11/20/10

11/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 11/21/10

11/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 11/21/10

11/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 11/21/10

11/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 11/22/10

11/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 11/23/10

11/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 11/28/10

11/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 11/29/10

12/1/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/1/10

12/2/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/2/10

12/3/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 12/3/10

12/4/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 12/4/10

12/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/5/10

12/5/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/5/10

12/6/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/6/10

12/7/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 12/7/10

12/8/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/8/10

12/9/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 12/9/10

12/10/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 12/10/10

12/11/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/11/10

12/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 12/12/10

12/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/12/10

12/12/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/12/10

12/13/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/13/10

12/14/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 12/14/10

12/15/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 12/15/10

12/16/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 12/16/10

12/17/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 12/17/10

12/18/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/18/10

12/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/19/10

12/19/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/19/10

12/20/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 12/20/10

12/21/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 12/21/10

12/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/22/10

12/22/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 12/22/10

12/23/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 12/23/10

12/24/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 12/24/10

12/25/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 12/25/10

12/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 12/26/10

12/26/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 12/26/10

12/27/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 12/27/10

12/28/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 12/28/10

12/29/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 12/29/10
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12/30/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/30/10

12/31/10 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 12/31/10

1/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/1/11

1/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 1/2/11

1/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 1/7/11

1/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/8/11

1/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 1/9/11

1/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/10/11

1/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/11/11

1/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/11/11

1/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 1/12/11

1/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 1/16/11

1/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 1/18/11

1/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 1/21/11

1/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/22/11

1/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/24/11

1/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/26/11

1/31/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/31/11

2/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 2/3/11

2/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 2/4/11

2/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 2/5/11

2/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 2/6/11

2/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 2/12/11

2/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 2/13/11

2/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 2/14/11

2/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 2/15/11

2/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/16/11

2/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 2/17/11

2/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/18/11

2/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/19/11

2/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 2/20/11

2/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 2/21/11

2/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 2/22/11

2/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 2/23/11

2/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 2/24/11

2/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 2/25/11

2/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 2/26/11

2/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 2/27/11

2/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 2/27/11

2/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 2/28/11

3/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 3/1/11

3/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 3/2/11

3/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 3/3/11

3/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 3/4/11

3/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/5/11

3/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/6/11

3/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/6/11

3/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/7/11

3/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/8/11

3/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/9/11

3/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/10/11

3/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/11/11

3/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/12/11

3/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/13/11

3/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/13/11

3/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/14/11

3/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/15/11

3/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/16/11

3/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/17/11

3/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/18/11

3/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/19/11

3/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/20/11

3/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 3/21/11
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3/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/22/11

3/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/23/11

3/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 3/24/11

3/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/25/11

3/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 3/26/11

3/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/27/11

3/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/27/11

3/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/28/11

3/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 3/29/11

3/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 3/30/11

3/31/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 3/31/11

4/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/1/11

4/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/2/11

4/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/3/11

4/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 4/3/11

4/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/3/11

4/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/4/11

4/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/5/11

4/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/6/11

4/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/7/11

4/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/8/11

4/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/9/11

4/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/10/11

4/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/11/11

4/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/12/11

4/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/13/11

4/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 4/14/11

4/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/15/11

4/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/16/11

4/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 4/16/11

4/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/17/11

4/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/17/11

4/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/18/11

4/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/19/11

4/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/20/11

4/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/21/11

4/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/22/11

4/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/23/11

4/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/24/11

4/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/25/11

4/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/25/11

4/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/26/11

4/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/27/11

4/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/28/11

4/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/29/11

4/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/30/11

5/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 5/1/11

5/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 5/2/11

5/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 5/3/11

5/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/4/11

5/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/5/11

5/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/6/11

5/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 5/7/11

5/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 5/8/11

5/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 5/9/11

5/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/10/11

5/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/11/11

5/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/12/11

5/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/13/11

5/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/14/11

5/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 5/15/11

5/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/16/11

5/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 5/17/11
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5/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 5/18/11

5/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 5/19/11

5/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/20/11

5/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/21/11

5/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/22/11

5/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/23/11

5/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/24/11

5/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/25/11

5/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/26/11

5/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 5/27/11

5/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 5/28/11

5/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 5/29/11

5/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 5/30/11

5/31/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 5/31/11

6/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 6/1/11

6/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/2/11

6/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 6/3/11

6/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 6/4/11

6/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 6/5/11

6/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 6/6/11

6/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 6/7/11

6/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 6/8/11

6/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 6/9/11

6/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 6/10/11

6/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 6/11/11

6/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 6/12/11

6/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/12/11

6/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 6/12/11

6/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/13/11

6/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/14/11

6/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/15/11

6/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 6/16/11

6/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/17/11

6/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/18/11

6/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/19/11

6/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/20/11

6/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 6/21/11

6/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/22/11

6/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 6/23/11

6/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 6/24/11

6/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/25/11

6/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/26/11

6/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 6/27/11

6/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 6/28/11

6/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 6/29/11

6/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 6/30/11

7/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 7/1/11

7/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 7/2/11

7/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 7/3/11

7/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/3/11

7/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 7/4/11

7/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 7/5/11

7/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 7/6/11

7/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 7/7/11

7/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 7/8/11

7/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 7/9/11

7/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 7/10/11

7/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 7/11/11

7/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 7/12/11

7/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 7/13/11

7/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 7/14/11

7/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/14/11

7/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 7/15/11
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7/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 7/16/11

7/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 7/17/11

7/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 7/18/11

7/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 7/19/11

7/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 7/20/11

7/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/21/11

7/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 7/22/11

7/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 7/23/11

7/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 7/24/11

7/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/25/11

7/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 7/26/11

7/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 7/27/11

7/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 7/28/11

7/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 7/29/11

7/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 7/30/11

7/31/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/31/11

8/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/1/11

8/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/2/11

8/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/3/11

8/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 8/4/11

8/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 8/5/11

8/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 8/6/11

8/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 8/7/11

8/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 8/7/11

8/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 8/8/11

8/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 8/9/11

8/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 8/10/11

8/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 8/11/11

8/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 8/12/11

8/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 8/13/11

8/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 8/14/11

8/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 8/14/11

8/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 8/15/11

8/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 8/16/11

8/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 8/17/11

8/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 8/18/11

8/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 8/19/11

8/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 8/20/11

8/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 8/21/11

8/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/21/11

8/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/22/11

8/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 8/23/11

8/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 8/24/11

8/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 8/25/11

8/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 8/26/11

8/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 8/27/11

8/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 8/28/11

8/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 8/28/11

8/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 8/29/11

8/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 8/30/11

8/31/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 8/31/11

9/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 9/1/11

9/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 9/2/11

9/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 9/3/11

9/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 9/4/11

9/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 9/4/11

9/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 9/5/11

9/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 9/6/11

9/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 9/7/11

9/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 9/8/11

9/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 9/9/11

9/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 9/10/11

9/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 9/11/11
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9/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 9/11/11

9/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 9/12/11

9/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 9/13/11

9/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 9/14/11

9/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 9/14/11

9/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 9/15/11

9/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 9/16/11

9/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 9/17/11

9/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 9/18/11

9/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 9/18/11

9/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 9/19/11

9/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 9/20/11

9/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 9/21/11

9/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 9/22/11

9/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 9/23/11

9/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 9/24/11

9/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 9/25/11

9/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 9/25/11

9/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 9/26/11

9/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 9/27/11

9/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 9/28/11

9/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 9/29/11

9/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 9/30/11

10/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 10/1/11

10/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 10/2/11

10/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 10/2/11

10/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 10/3/11

10/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 10/4/11

10/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 10/5/11

10/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 10/6/11

10/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 10/7/11

10/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 10/8/11

10/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 10/9/11

10/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 10/9/11

10/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 10/10/11

10/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 10/11/11

10/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 10/12/11

10/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 10/13/11

10/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 10/14/11

10/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 10/15/11

10/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 10/16/11

10/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 10/16/11

10/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 10/17/11

10/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 10/18/11

10/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 10/19/11

10/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 10/20/11

10/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 10/21/11

10/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/22/11

10/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 10/22/11

10/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 10/23/11

10/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 10/23/11

10/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 10/24/11

10/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 10/25/11

10/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 10/26/11

10/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 10/27/11

10/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 10/28/11

10/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 10/29/11

10/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 10/30/11

10/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 10/30/11

10/31/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 10/31/11

11/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 11/1/11

11/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 11/2/11

11/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 11/3/11
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11/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 11/4/11

11/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 11/5/11

11/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 11/6/11

11/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/6/11

11/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/7/11

11/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/8/11

11/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/9/11

11/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/10/11

11/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 11/10/11

11/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/11/11

11/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 79 % 11/12/11

11/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/13/11

11/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/13/11

11/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/14/11

11/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 79 % 11/15/11

11/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/16/11

11/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 11/17/11

11/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/18/11

11/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/19/11

11/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 11/20/11

11/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 11/20/11

11/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/21/11

11/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 11/22/11

11/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/23/11

11/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 11/24/11

11/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/25/11

11/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 11/26/11

11/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 11/26/11

11/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 83 % 11/27/11

11/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 11/27/11

11/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/28/11

11/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 11/29/11

11/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/30/11

12/1/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/1/11

12/2/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/2/11

12/3/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 79 % 12/3/11

12/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 12/4/11

12/4/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/4/11

12/5/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/5/11

12/6/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/6/11

12/7/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/7/11

12/8/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/8/11

12/9/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/9/11

12/10/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/10/11

12/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/11/11

12/11/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/11/11

12/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 83 % 12/12/11

12/12/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 12/12/11

12/13/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 83 % 12/13/11

12/14/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/14/11

12/15/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/15/11

12/16/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 83 % 12/16/11

12/17/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 83 % 12/17/11

12/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/18/11

12/18/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 83 % 12/18/11

12/19/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 83 % 12/19/11

12/20/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/20/11

12/21/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/21/11

12/22/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/22/11

12/23/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/23/11

12/24/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/24/11

12/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/25/11

12/25/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/25/11
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12/26/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/26/11

12/27/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/27/11

12/28/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/28/11

12/29/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/29/11

12/30/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/30/11

12/31/11 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 12/31/11

1/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 1/1/12

1/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 1/1/12

1/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 1/2/12

1/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 1/3/12

1/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 1/4/12

1/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 1/5/12

1/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 84 % 1/6/12

1/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 1/7/12

1/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 1/8/12

1/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 1/8/12

1/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 1/9/12

1/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 1/10/12

1/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 1/11/12

1/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 1/12/12

1/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 1/13/12

1/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 1/14/12

1/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 1/15/12

1/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 1/15/12

1/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 1/16/12

1/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 1/17/12

1/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 1/18/12

1/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 1/19/12

1/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 1/20/12

1/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 1/21/12

1/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 1/22/12

1/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 1/22/12

1/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 1/23/12

1/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 1/24/12

1/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 1/25/12

1/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 1/26/12

1/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 1/27/12

1/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 1/28/12

1/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 1/29/12

1/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 1/29/12

1/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 1/30/12

1/31/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 1/31/12

2/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 2/1/12

2/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 2/2/12

2/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 2/3/12

2/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/4/12

2/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 2/5/12

2/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 2/5/12

2/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 2/6/12

2/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 2/7/12

2/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 2/8/12

2/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 2/9/12

2/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 2/10/12

2/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 2/11/12

2/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 2/12/12

2/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 2/12/12

2/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 2/13/12

2/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 2/14/12

2/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 2/15/12

2/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 2/16/12

2/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 2/17/12

2/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 2/18/12

2/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/19/12
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2/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 2/19/12

2/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 2/20/12

2/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 2/21/12

2/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 2/22/12

2/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/23/12

2/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/24/12

2/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/25/12

2/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/26/12

2/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/26/12

2/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/27/12

2/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/27/12

2/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/28/12

2/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/29/12

3/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 3/1/12

3/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 3/2/12

3/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 3/3/12

3/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 3/4/12

3/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 3/4/12

3/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 3/5/12

3/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 3/6/12

3/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 3/7/12

3/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 3/8/12

3/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 3/9/12

3/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 3/10/12

3/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 3/11/12

3/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 3/11/12

3/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 3/12/12

3/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/13/12

3/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 3/14/12

3/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 3/15/12

3/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 3/16/12

3/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 3/17/12

3/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 3/18/12

3/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/18/12

3/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/19/12

3/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 3/20/12

3/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 3/21/12

3/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 3/22/12

3/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/23/12

3/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/24/12

3/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/25/12

3/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 3/25/12

3/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 3/26/12

3/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/26/12

3/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/27/12

3/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/28/12

3/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 3/29/12

3/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 3/30/12

3/31/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 79 % 3/31/12

4/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 4/1/12

4/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 4/1/12

4/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 4/2/12

4/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 4/3/12

4/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 4/4/12

4/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 4/5/12

4/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 4/6/12

4/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 4/7/12

4/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 4/8/12

4/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 4/8/12

4/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 4/9/12

4/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 4/10/12

4/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 4/11/12

4/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 4/12/12

Page 68

DTX-1105



Date/Time LAB_SHEET_PLANT_NAME LAB_SHEET_LOCATION_NAME LAB_SHEET_TEST_NAME LAB_SHEET_SAMPLE_VALUE LAB_SHEET_UNIT Date/Time

4/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 4/13/12

4/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/14/12

4/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/15/12

4/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 4/15/12

4/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 4/16/12

4/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/17/12

4/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/18/12

4/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/19/12

4/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/20/12

4/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/21/12

4/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/22/12

4/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/22/12

4/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 4/23/12

4/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/24/12

4/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 4/25/12

4/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/26/12

4/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/27/12

4/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 4/28/12

4/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 4/29/12

4/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 4/29/12

4/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 4/30/12

4/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 4/30/12

5/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 5/1/12

5/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/2/12

5/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 5/3/12

5/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 5/4/12

5/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 5/5/12

5/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 5/6/12

5/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 5/6/12

5/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 5/7/12

5/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 5/8/12

5/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 5/9/12

5/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 5/10/12

5/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 49 % 5/11/12

5/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/12/12

5/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 5/13/12

5/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/13/12

5/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/14/12

5/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 5/15/12

5/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 5/16/12

5/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 5/17/12

5/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/18/12

5/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 5/19/12

5/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/20/12

5/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 5/20/12

5/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 5/21/12

5/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/22/12

5/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 5/23/12

5/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 5/24/12

5/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 5/25/12

5/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/26/12

5/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/27/12

5/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 5/27/12

5/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 5/28/12

5/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 5/29/12

5/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 5/30/12

5/31/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 5/31/12

6/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/1/12

6/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 6/2/12

6/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 6/3/12

6/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 6/3/12

6/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 6/4/12

6/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/5/12

Page 69

DTX-1105



Date/Time LAB_SHEET_PLANT_NAME LAB_SHEET_LOCATION_NAME LAB_SHEET_TEST_NAME LAB_SHEET_SAMPLE_VALUE LAB_SHEET_UNIT Date/Time

6/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/6/12

6/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/7/12

6/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/8/12

6/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/9/12

6/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/10/12

6/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 6/10/12

6/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 6/11/12

6/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/12/12

6/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/13/12

6/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/14/12

6/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/15/12

6/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/16/12

6/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/17/12

6/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/17/12

6/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/18/12

6/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/19/12

6/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/20/12

6/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/21/12

6/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/22/12

6/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 6/23/12

6/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/24/12

6/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/24/12

6/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/25/12

6/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 6/26/12

6/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/27/12

6/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/28/12

6/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/29/12

6/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 6/30/12

6/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/30/12

7/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 7/1/12

7/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 7/1/12

7/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 7/2/12

7/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/3/12

7/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/4/12

7/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/5/12

7/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/6/12

7/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/7/12

7/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 7/8/12

7/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/8/12

7/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/9/12

7/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/10/12

7/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/11/12

7/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/12/12

7/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 7/13/12

7/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 7/14/12

7/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/15/12

7/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 7/15/12

7/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 7/16/12

7/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 7/17/12

7/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/18/12

7/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 7/19/12

7/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/20/12

7/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/21/12

7/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/21/12

7/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/22/12

7/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/22/12

7/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 7/23/12

7/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/24/12

7/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/25/12

7/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/26/12

7/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/27/12

7/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 7/28/12

7/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/29/12
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7/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 7/29/12

7/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/30/12

7/31/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 7/31/12

8/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 8/1/12

8/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 8/2/12

8/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 8/3/12

8/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 8/4/12

8/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 8/5/12

8/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 8/5/12

8/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 8/6/12

8/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 8/7/12

8/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 8/8/12

8/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 8/9/12

8/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 8/10/12

8/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/11/12

8/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 8/12/12

8/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 8/12/12

8/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/13/12

8/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 8/14/12

8/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/15/12

8/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 8/16/12

8/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 8/17/12

8/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 8/18/12

8/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/18/12

8/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 8/19/12

8/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 8/19/12

8/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 8/20/12

8/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 8/21/12

8/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 8/22/12

8/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 8/23/12

8/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 8/24/12

8/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 8/25/12

8/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 8/26/12

8/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 8/26/12

8/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/27/12

8/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/28/12

8/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 8/29/12

8/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/30/12

8/31/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/31/12

9/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 9/1/12

9/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/2/12

9/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 9/2/12

9/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/3/12

9/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/3/12

9/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/4/12

9/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/5/12

9/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/6/12

9/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/7/12

9/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/8/12

9/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/9/12

9/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/9/12

9/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/10/12

9/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 9/11/12

9/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/12/12

9/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 9/13/12

9/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/14/12

9/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/15/12

9/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 9/16/12

9/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/16/12

9/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 9/17/12

9/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 9/18/12

9/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/19/12

9/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 9/20/12
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9/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/21/12

9/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/22/12

9/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 9/23/12

9/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 9/23/12

9/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 9/24/12

9/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 9/25/12

9/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 9/26/12

9/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 9/27/12

9/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 9/28/12

9/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 9/29/12

9/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 9/30/12

9/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 9/30/12

10/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 10/1/12

10/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 10/2/12

10/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 10/3/12

10/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 10/4/12

10/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/5/12

10/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 10/6/12

10/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/7/12

10/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/7/12

10/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 10/8/12

10/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 10/9/12

10/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/10/12

10/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/11/12

10/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/12/12

10/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/13/12

10/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/14/12

10/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 10/14/12

10/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 10/15/12

10/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 10/16/12

10/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/17/12

10/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 10/18/12

10/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 10/19/12

10/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 10/20/12

10/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 10/21/12

10/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 10/22/12

10/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 10/23/12

10/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 10/24/12

10/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 10/25/12

10/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/26/12

10/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 72 % 10/26/12

10/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 10/27/12

10/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 10/28/12

10/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 10/29/12

10/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 10/30/12

10/31/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 79 % 10/31/12

11/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 11/1/12

11/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 11/2/12

11/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 11/3/12

11/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 11/4/12

11/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/5/12

11/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 84 % 11/6/12

11/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 84 % 11/7/12

11/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 11/8/12

11/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 11/9/12

11/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 11/10/12

11/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 11/11/12

11/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 11/11/12

11/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 11/12/12

11/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 11/13/12

11/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 11/14/12

11/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 11/15/12

11/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 11/16/12
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11/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 11/17/12

11/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 11/18/12

11/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 11/19/12

11/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 11/20/12

11/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 11/21/12

11/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 11/22/12

11/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 11/23/12

11/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 11/24/12

11/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 11/25/12

11/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 11/26/12

11/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 11/27/12

11/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 11/28/12

11/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 11/29/12

11/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 11/30/12

12/1/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 12/1/12

12/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 12/2/12

12/2/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 12/2/12

12/3/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 12/3/12

12/4/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 12/4/12

12/5/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/5/12

12/6/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/6/12

12/7/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/7/12

12/8/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 12/8/12

12/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/9/12

12/9/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 12/9/12

12/10/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/10/12

12/11/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/11/12

12/12/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/12/12

12/13/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/13/12

12/14/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/14/12

12/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 12/15/12

12/15/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 12/15/12

12/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/16/12

12/16/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 12/16/12

12/17/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/17/12

12/18/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/18/12

12/19/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/19/12

12/20/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/20/12

12/21/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/21/12

12/22/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 12/22/12

12/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/23/12

12/23/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 12/23/12

12/24/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/24/12

12/25/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 12/25/12

12/26/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/26/12

12/27/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/27/12

12/28/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/28/12

12/29/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/29/12

12/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/30/12

12/30/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 12/30/12

12/31/12 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 12/31/12

1/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 1/1/13

1/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 1/2/13

1/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 1/3/13

1/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 1/4/13

1/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 80 % 1/5/13

1/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 1/6/13

1/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 1/6/13

1/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 1/7/13

1/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 1/8/13

1/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 1/9/13

1/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 1/10/13

1/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 86 % 1/11/13
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1/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 85 % 1/12/13

1/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 85 % 1/13/13

1/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 85 % 1/13/13

1/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 89 % 1/14/13

1/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 1/14/13

1/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 86 % 1/15/13

1/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 85 % 1/16/13

1/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 86 % 1/17/13

1/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 82 % 1/18/13

1/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 83 % 1/19/13

1/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 1/20/13

1/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 81 % 1/20/13

1/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 79 % 1/21/13

1/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 1/22/13

1/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 1/23/13

1/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 77 % 1/24/13

1/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 78 % 1/25/13

1/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 76 % 1/26/13

1/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 74 % 1/27/13

1/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 1/27/13

1/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 1/28/13

1/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 1/29/13

1/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 1/30/13

1/31/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 68 % 1/31/13

2/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 2/1/13

2/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 2/2/13

2/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 2/3/13

2/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 2/4/13

2/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 2/5/13

2/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 2/6/13

2/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 2/7/13

2/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 2/8/13

2/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 2/9/13

2/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 2/10/13

2/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 2/11/13

2/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 2/12/13

2/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 2/13/13

2/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 2/14/13

2/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 2/15/13

2/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 2/16/13

2/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 2/17/13

2/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/18/13

2/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 2/19/13

2/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 67 % 2/20/13

2/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/21/13

2/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 2/22/13

2/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 2/23/13

2/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 2/24/13

2/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 2/25/13

2/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 2/26/13

2/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 2/27/13

2/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 2/28/13

3/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 3/1/13

3/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 69 % 3/2/13

3/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 3/3/13

3/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 3/3/13

3/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 3/4/13

3/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 75 % 3/5/13

3/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 3/6/13

3/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 73 % 3/7/13

3/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 70 % 3/8/13

3/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 71 % 3/9/13

3/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 3/10/13
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3/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 66 % 3/10/13

3/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 3/11/13

3/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 3/12/13

3/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 3/13/13

3/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 65 % 3/14/13

3/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 64 % 3/15/13

3/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 3/16/13

3/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 3/17/13

3/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 3/17/13

3/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 3/18/13

3/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 3/19/13

3/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 63 % 3/20/13

3/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 3/21/13

3/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 3/22/13

3/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 3/23/13

3/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 3/24/13

3/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 3/24/13

3/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 3/25/13

3/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 55 % 3/26/13

3/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 3/27/13

3/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 3/28/13

3/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 3/29/13

3/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 3/30/13

3/31/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 3/31/13

3/31/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 3/31/13

4/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 4/1/13

4/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 4/1/13

4/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/2/13

4/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/3/13

4/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/4/13

4/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/5/13

4/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 4/6/13

4/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/7/13

4/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 4/7/13

4/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/8/13

4/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 4/8/13

4/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/9/13

4/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/10/13

4/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/11/13

4/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/12/13

4/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 4/13/13

4/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/14/13

4/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 4/14/13

4/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 4/15/13

4/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 4/16/13

4/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 35 % 4/17/13

4/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/18/13

4/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/19/13

4/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 4/20/13

4/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/21/13

4/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 4/21/13

4/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/22/13

4/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/23/13

4/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/24/13

4/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 4/25/13

4/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 4/25/13

4/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 4/26/13

4/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 4/27/13

4/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 4/28/13

4/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 4/28/13

4/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 4/29/13

4/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 4/30/13

5/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 5/1/13
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5/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/2/13

5/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/3/13

5/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 5/3/13

5/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 5/4/13

5/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/5/13

5/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/5/13

5/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 5/6/13

5/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/7/13

5/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/8/13

5/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 5/9/13

5/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 5/10/13

5/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 5/11/13

5/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 5/12/13

5/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/12/13

5/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 5/13/13

5/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 5/14/13

5/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 5/15/13

5/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 5/16/13

5/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 5/17/13

5/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/18/13

5/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/18/13

5/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 5/19/13

5/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/19/13

5/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/20/13

5/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 5/21/13

5/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 5/22/13

5/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 5/23/13

5/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 5/24/13

5/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/25/13

5/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 5/26/13

5/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/26/13

5/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/27/13

5/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/28/13

5/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/29/13

5/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 5/30/13

5/31/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 5/31/13

6/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/1/13

6/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 6/2/13

6/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 6/2/13

6/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 6/3/13

6/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 6/4/13

6/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/5/13

6/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 6/6/13

6/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 6/7/13

6/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/8/13

6/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/9/13

6/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/9/13

6/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/10/13

6/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/11/13

6/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/12/13

6/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/13/13

6/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/14/13

6/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/15/13

6/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/16/13

6/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/16/13

6/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/17/13

6/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 6/18/13

6/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 6/19/13

6/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 6/20/13

6/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 6/21/13

6/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/22/13

6/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 6/23/13

6/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/23/13
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6/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/24/13

6/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 6/25/13

6/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/26/13

6/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/27/13

6/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/28/13

6/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 6/29/13

6/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/30/13

6/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/30/13

7/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 7/1/13

7/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 7/2/13

7/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 7/3/13

7/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/3/13

7/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 7/4/13

7/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/5/13

7/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 7/6/13

7/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 7/7/13

7/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 7/7/13

7/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/8/13

7/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/9/13

7/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/10/13

7/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 7/11/13

7/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 7/12/13

7/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/13/13

7/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 7/14/13

7/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 7/14/13

7/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 7/15/13

7/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 7/16/13

7/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 7/17/13

7/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 7/17/13

7/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 7/18/13

7/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 7/19/13

7/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 7/20/13

7/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 7/21/13

7/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 7/21/13

7/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/22/13

7/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/23/13

7/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/23/13

7/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 7/24/13

7/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 7/25/13

7/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 7/26/13

7/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 7/27/13

7/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 7/27/13

7/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 7/28/13

7/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/28/13

7/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/29/13

7/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/30/13

7/31/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 7/31/13

8/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 8/1/13

8/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/2/13

8/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/2/13

8/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/3/13

8/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/4/13

8/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/4/13

8/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 8/4/13

8/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/5/13

8/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/6/13

8/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/7/13

8/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/8/13

8/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/9/13

8/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/10/13

8/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 8/11/13

8/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 8/11/13

8/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/12/13
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8/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 8/13/13

8/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/14/13

8/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/15/13

8/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 8/16/13

8/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/17/13

8/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/18/13

8/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/18/13

8/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 8/19/13

8/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/20/13

8/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 8/21/13

8/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/22/13

8/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/23/13

8/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/23/13

8/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 8/24/13

8/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/25/13

8/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/25/13

8/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 8/26/13

8/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 8/27/13

8/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/28/13

8/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 8/29/13

8/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 8/30/13

8/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 8/30/13

8/31/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 8/31/13

9/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 9/1/13

9/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 9/1/13

9/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 9/2/13

9/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/2/13

9/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 9/3/13

9/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 9/4/13

9/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 9/5/13

9/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 9/6/13

9/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 9/7/13

9/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 9/8/13

9/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 9/8/13

9/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/9/13

9/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 9/9/13

9/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 9/10/13

9/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 9/11/13

9/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 9/12/13

9/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 9/13/13

9/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 9/14/13

9/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 9/15/13

9/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 9/15/13

9/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 9/16/13

9/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/16/13

9/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/17/13

9/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 9/18/13

9/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/19/13

9/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/20/13

9/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 9/21/13

9/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/22/13

9/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/22/13

9/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/23/13

9/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/24/13

9/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/25/13

9/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/26/13

9/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/27/13

9/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/27/13

9/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/28/13

9/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 9/29/13

9/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 9/29/13

9/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/30/13

10/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/1/13
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10/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/2/13

10/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/3/13

10/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/4/13

10/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 10/5/13

10/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/6/13

10/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/6/13

10/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/7/13

10/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/8/13

10/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/9/13

10/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 10/10/13

10/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 10/11/13

10/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 10/12/13

10/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 10/13/13

10/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 10/13/13

10/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 10/14/13

10/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 10/15/13

10/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 10/16/13

10/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 10/17/13

10/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 10/18/13

10/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 10/19/13

10/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 10/20/13

10/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 10/20/13

10/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 10/21/13

10/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 10/22/13

10/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 10/23/13

10/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 10/24/13

10/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 10/25/13

10/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/25/13

10/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/26/13

10/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 10/27/13

10/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/27/13

10/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 10/28/13

10/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 10/29/13

10/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 10/30/13

10/31/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 10/31/13

11/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/1/13

11/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/2/13

11/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/3/13

11/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 11/4/13

11/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 11/5/13

11/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 11/6/13

11/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 11/7/13

11/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 11/8/13

11/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 11/9/13

11/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 11/10/13

11/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/11/13

11/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/12/13

11/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/13/13

11/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/14/13

11/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/15/13

11/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 11/15/13

11/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/16/13

11/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/17/13

11/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 11/17/13

11/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/18/13

11/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/19/13

11/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/20/13

11/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/21/13

11/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/22/13

11/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 11/23/13

11/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/24/13

11/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 11/25/13

11/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 11/26/13
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11/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 11/27/13

11/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/28/13

11/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/29/13

11/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 11/30/13

12/1/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/1/13

12/2/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/2/13

12/3/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/3/13

12/4/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/4/13

12/5/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 12/5/13

12/6/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 12/6/13

12/7/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 12/7/13

12/8/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 12/8/13

12/9/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/9/13

12/10/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/10/13

12/11/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 12/11/13

12/12/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/12/13

12/13/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/13/13

12/14/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 12/14/13

12/15/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 12/15/13

12/16/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 12/16/13

12/17/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 12/17/13

12/18/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 12/18/13

12/19/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 12/19/13

12/20/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/20/13

12/21/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 12/21/13

12/22/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 12/22/13

12/23/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 12/23/13

12/24/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 12/24/13

12/25/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 12/25/13

12/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 12/26/13

12/26/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 12/26/13

12/27/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 12/27/13

12/28/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/28/13

12/29/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 12/29/13

12/30/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 12/30/13

12/31/13 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 12/31/13

1/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 1/1/14

1/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 1/2/14

1/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 1/2/14

1/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 1/3/14

1/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 1/4/14

1/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 1/5/14

1/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/6/14

1/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 1/7/14

1/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 1/8/14

1/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 1/9/14

1/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 1/10/14

1/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 1/11/14

1/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 1/12/14

1/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 1/13/14

1/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 1/14/14

1/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 1/15/14

1/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 1/16/14

1/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/17/14

1/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/18/14

1/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 1/19/14

1/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 1/20/14

1/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/21/14

1/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 1/22/14

1/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 1/23/14

1/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 1/24/14

1/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 1/25/14

1/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 1/26/14
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1/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 1/27/14

1/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 1/28/14

1/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 1/29/14

1/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 1/30/14

1/31/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 1/31/14

2/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 2/1/14

2/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 2/2/14

2/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/3/14

2/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/4/14

2/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/5/14

2/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/6/14

2/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/7/14

2/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/8/14

2/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/9/14

2/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/10/14

2/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/11/14

2/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/12/14

2/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/13/14

2/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/14/14

2/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/15/14

2/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/16/14

2/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/17/14

2/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/18/14

2/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/19/14

2/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/20/14

2/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/21/14

2/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/22/14

2/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/23/14

2/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/24/14

2/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/25/14

2/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/26/14

2/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/27/14

2/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 2/28/14

3/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 3/1/14

3/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 3/2/14

3/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 3/3/14

3/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 3/4/14

3/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 3/5/14

3/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 3/6/14

3/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 3/7/14

3/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 3/8/14

3/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 3/9/14

3/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 3/10/14

3/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 3/12/14

3/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 3/13/14

3/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 3/14/14

3/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 3/15/14

3/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 3/16/14

3/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 3/17/14

3/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 3/18/14

3/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 3/19/14

3/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 3/20/14

3/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 3/21/14

3/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 3/22/14

3/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 3/23/14

3/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 3/24/14

3/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 3/25/14

3/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 3/26/14

3/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 3/27/14

3/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 3/28/14

3/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 3/29/14

3/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 3/30/14

3/31/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 3/31/14
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4/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 4/1/14

4/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 4/2/14

4/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 11 % 4/3/14

4/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 4/4/14

4/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 4/5/14

4/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 4/6/14

4/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 4/7/14

4/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 4/8/14

4/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 4/9/14

4/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 4/10/14

4/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 4/11/14

4/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 4/12/14

4/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 4/13/14

4/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 4/14/14

4/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 4/15/14

4/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 4/16/14

4/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 4/17/14

4/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 4/18/14

4/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 4/19/14

4/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 4/20/14

4/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 4/21/14

4/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 4/22/14

4/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 4/23/14

4/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 4/24/14

4/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 4/25/14

4/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 4/26/14

4/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 4/27/14

4/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 4/28/14

4/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 4/29/14

4/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 4/30/14

5/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 5/1/14

5/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 5/2/14

5/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 5/3/14

5/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 5/4/14

5/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 5/5/14

5/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 5/6/14

5/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 5/7/14

5/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 5/8/14

5/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 5/9/14

5/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 5/10/14

5/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 5/11/14

5/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 5/12/14

5/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 5/13/14

5/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 5/14/14

5/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 5/15/14

5/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 5/16/14

5/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 5/17/14

5/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 5/18/14

5/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 5/19/14

5/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 5/20/14

5/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 6 % 5/21/14

5/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 5/23/14

5/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 5/24/14

5/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 5/25/14

5/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/26/14

5/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 5/27/14

5/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 5/28/14

5/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 5/29/14

5/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 5/30/14

5/31/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 5/31/14

6/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/1/14

6/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/2/14

6/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 6/3/14
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6/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/4/14

6/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/5/14

6/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 6/6/14

6/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 6/7/14

6/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/8/14

6/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/9/14

6/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 36 % 6/10/14

6/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 6/11/14

6/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/12/14

6/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 6/13/14

6/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 18 % 6/14/14

6/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 6/15/14

6/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 6/16/14

6/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 6/17/14

6/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 31 % 6/18/14

6/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 6/19/14

6/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 6/20/14

6/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 6/21/14

6/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 6/22/14

6/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 6/23/14

6/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 41 % 6/24/14

6/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 6/25/14

6/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 44 % 6/26/14

6/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 46 % 6/27/14

6/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 6/28/14

6/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 48 % 6/29/14

6/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 6/30/14

7/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 7/1/14

7/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 7/2/14

7/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/3/14

7/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 7/4/14

7/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 7/5/14

7/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 7/6/14

7/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 7/7/14

7/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 7/8/14

7/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 7/9/14

7/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 7/10/14

7/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 7/11/14

7/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 7/12/14

7/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 7/13/14

7/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/14/14

7/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/15/14

7/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/16/14

7/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 7/17/14

7/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 7/18/14

7/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 45 % 7/19/14

7/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 50 % 7/20/14

7/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 52 % 7/21/14

7/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 7/22/14

7/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 7/23/14

7/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 7/24/14

7/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 7/25/14

7/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 57 % 7/26/14

7/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 7/27/14

7/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 7/28/14

7/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 7/29/14

7/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 7/30/14

7/31/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 7/31/14

8/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 8/1/14

8/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 8/2/14

8/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 62 % 8/3/14

8/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 8/4/14

8/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 61 % 8/5/14
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8/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 8/6/14

8/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 60 % 8/7/14

8/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 59 % 8/8/14

8/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 58 % 8/9/14

8/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/10/14

8/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 56 % 8/11/14

8/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 54 % 8/12/14

8/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 53 % 8/13/14

8/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 51 % 8/14/14

8/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 47 % 8/15/14

8/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/16/14

8/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 39 % 8/17/14

8/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 43 % 8/18/14

8/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 42 % 8/19/14

8/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 40 % 8/20/14

8/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/21/14

8/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/22/14

8/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/23/14

8/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/24/14

8/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 38 % 8/25/14

8/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 37 % 8/26/14

8/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/27/14

8/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 34 % 8/28/14

8/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 28 % 8/29/14

8/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 8/30/14

8/31/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 8/31/14

9/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 9/1/14

9/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 9/2/14

9/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 9/3/14

9/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 9/4/14

9/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 9/5/14

9/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/6/14

9/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 9/7/14

9/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 9/8/14

9/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 9/9/14

9/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/10/14

9/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/11/14

9/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 26 % 9/12/14

9/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 9/13/14

9/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 9/14/14

9/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 23 % 9/15/14

9/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/16/14

9/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 25 % 9/17/14

9/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 24 % 9/18/14

9/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/19/14

9/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/20/14

9/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/21/14

9/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/22/14

9/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/23/14

9/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/24/14

9/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 33 % 9/25/14

9/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 32 % 9/26/14

9/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 9/27/14

9/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 30 % 9/28/14

9/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 9/29/14

9/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 9/30/14

10/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 29 % 10/1/14

10/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 27 % 10/2/14

10/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 10/3/14

10/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 10/4/14

10/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 10/5/14

10/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/6/14

10/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/7/14
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10/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 10/8/14

10/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/9/14

10/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/10/14

10/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 10/11/14

10/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/12/14

10/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/13/14

10/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/14/14

10/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/15/14

10/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 10/16/14

10/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 10/17/14

10/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 20 % 10/18/14

10/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 21 % 10/19/14

10/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 17 % 10/20/14

10/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 19 % 10/21/14

10/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 22 % 10/22/14

10/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 10/23/14

10/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend % 10/24/14

10/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 10/25/14

10/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 10/26/14

10/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 16 % 10/27/14

10/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 10/28/14

10/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 15 % 10/29/14

10/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 14 % 10/30/14

10/31/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 13 % 10/31/14

11/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 11/1/14

11/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 12 % 11/2/14

11/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 11/3/14

11/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 11/4/14

11/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 10 % 11/5/14

11/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 8 % 11/6/14

11/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 9 % 11/7/14

11/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 11/8/14

11/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 11/9/14

11/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 7 % 11/10/14

11/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 11/11/14

11/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 11/12/14

11/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 3 % 11/13/14

11/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 11/14/14

11/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 5 % 11/15/14

11/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 11/16/14

11/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 11/17/14

11/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 11/18/14

11/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 11/19/14

11/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 11/20/14

11/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 11/21/14

11/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 11/22/14

11/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 11/23/14

11/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 11/24/14

11/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 11/25/14

11/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 11/26/14

11/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 11/27/14

11/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 11/28/14

11/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 11/29/14

11/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 11/30/14

12/1/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/1/14

12/2/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/2/14

12/3/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/3/14

12/4/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 12/4/14

12/5/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/5/14

12/6/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/6/14

12/7/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/7/14

12/8/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/8/14

12/9/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/9/14
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12/10/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/10/14

12/11/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 12/11/14

12/12/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 12/12/14

12/13/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 4 % 12/13/14

12/14/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 12/14/14

12/15/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 2 % 12/15/14

12/16/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 12/16/14

12/17/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 12/17/14

12/18/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 12/18/14

12/19/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 12/19/14

12/20/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/20/14

12/21/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/21/14

12/22/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 12/22/14

12/23/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/23/14

12/24/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/24/14

12/25/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/25/14

12/26/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 12/26/14

12/27/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/27/14

12/28/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/28/14

12/29/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/29/14

12/30/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 0 % 12/30/14

12/31/14 Skinner1 Plant Influent State Project Water Blend 1 % 12/31/14
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