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—l IPR Feasibility Study Summary ]l
—l Recycled Water Supply ]l
—l Preliminary Alternatives Analysis ]l
—l Groundwater Injection Alternatives ]l
—l Surface Water Augmentation Alternatives ]l
—l Cost Comparison ]l
—l Recommendations ]l
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Eisinore Valley Municipal Water District
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Eisinore Valley Municipal Water District
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Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District
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Surface Spreading Locations Not Viable

» Unsuitable geology

» Shallow aquifer

e Less hydrogeology data available =~
- * Land acquisition required

Direction Injection in Back Basin is Viable

Surface Water Augmentation at Canyon Lake is
Viable
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Injection Well Locations with 2 Alignment Alternatives
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Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District
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District owns 0.8 mgd of
capacity
e S50 per AF of product
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Eisinore Valley Municipal Water District




Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District
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@ 2+ 12,000 AF of storage
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Retention Time = 9 months > 6 months v’
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Eisinore Valley Municipal Water District
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Discount rate

2016 Dollars 25 years _ 4%

General cost Energy cost Construction

escalation = escalation = contingency =
2% 4% 30%

Engineering &
Administration
= 20%
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Eisinore Valley Municipal Water District
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Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District
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Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District

Recommended Project
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Phase 1 Phase 2
2030 2036

3 mgd Advanced Water Treatment Facility 3 mgd expansion of AWTF
3 injection wells 2 injection wells
Pipelines Pipeline extensions

Pump stations Expand pump stations
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