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U RBA N WA TER  M ANA G EME N T  P LA N 

Introduction and Lay Description 

This chapter provides a brief overview of the City of Oxnard (City) and the 

purpose of this Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP).  It also describes 

how the UWMP is organized and how it relates to other local and regional 

planning efforts that the City is involved in. 

The City is governed by a City Council that consists of an at-large, 

elected Mayor holding a two-year term and six councilmembers 

elected by each district for four-year staggered terms. 

After each election, the Mayor appoints one of the 

councilmembers to serve as Mayor Pro Tem to preside over City 

Council functions in the Mayor’s absence. 

The City Council governs the City in a manner that promotes a 

sound financial base and responds to the current and future 

needs and concerns of City residents and businesses. To 

accomplish this, the Council appoints the City Manager and City 

Attorney, enacts City ordinances, establishes policy for 

administrative staff, and approves and oversees the budget of 

expenditures for the City. 

IN THIS SECTION 

• California Water Code  

• UWMP Organization 

• Relationship to Other 
Efforts 

• Demonstration of 
Consistency with the 
Delta Plan  
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1.1 The California Water Code 
In 1983, the State of California Legislature (Legislature) enacted the Urban Water Management 
Planning Act (UWMP Act). The law required an urban water supplier, providing water for municipal 
purposes to more than 3,000 customers or serving more than 3,000 acre feet per year (AFY), to adopt 
an UWMP every five years demonstrating water supply reliability under normal as well as drought 
conditions.   

Since the original UWMP Act was passed, it has undergone significant expansion, particularly since the 
previous UWMPs were prepared in 2015.  Prolonged droughts, groundwater overdraft, regulatory 
revisions, and changing climatic conditions affect the reliability of each water supplier as well as the 
statewide water reliability overseen by California Department of Water Resources (DWR), the State 
Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board), and the Legislature.  Accordingly, the UWMP Act 
has grown to address changing conditions and the current requirements are found in Sections 10610-
10656 and 10608 of the California Water Code. 

DWR provides guidance for urban water suppliers by preparing an Urban Water Management Plan 
Guidebook 2020 (Guidebook) (California Department of Water Resources, 2021), conducting 
workshops, developing tools, and providing program staff to help water suppliers prepare 
comprehensive and useful water management plans, implement water conservation programs, and 
understand the requirements in the California Water Code.  Suppliers prepare their own UWMPs in 
accordance with the requirements and submit them to DWR.  DWR then reviews the plans to make 
sure they have addressed the requirements identified in the California Water Code and submits a report 
to the Legislature summarizing the status of the plans for each five-year cycle. 

The purpose of the UWMP is for water suppliers to evaluate their long-term resource planning and 
establish management measures to ensure adequate water supplies are available to meet existing and 
future demands.  The UWMP provides a framework to help water suppliers maintain efficient use of 
urban water supplies, continue to promote conservation programs and policies, ensure that sufficient 
water supplies are available for future beneficial use, and provide a mechanism for response during 
drought conditions or other water supply interruptions.  
 

The UWMP is a valuable planning tool used for multiple purposes including: 

• Provides a standardized methodology for water utilities to assess their water resource needs and 
availability. 

• Serves as a resource to the community and other interested parties regarding water supply and 
demand, conservation and other water related information.  

• Provides a key source of information for cities and counties when considering approval of proposed 
new developments and preparing regional long-range planning documents such as city and county 
General Plans. 

• Informs other regional water planning efforts. 
 

This plan, which was prepared in compliance with the California Water Code, and as 

set forth in the Guidebook and format established by the DWR, constitutes the 2020 

UWMP for the City.  
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1.2 UWMP Organization and Lay Description 
This UWMP is organized into the following chapters: 
 

Chapter 1 – Introduction 

The introduction provides a description of the City 
and background on the UWMP and California 
Water Code. Water suppliers that serve more 
than 3,000 customers or 3,000 acre-feet-per-year 
(AFY) are required to prepare a UWMP. The 
UWMP is an important tool that details the City’s 
system and service area, estimates supply and 
demand over a twenty five-year period, and 
analyzes reliability in terms of drought.  
 

Chapter 2 – Plan Preparation 

The UWMP is prepared based on guidance from 
DWR. This UWMP provides information in terms 
of calendar year (January 1st – December 31st) 
and in units of AFY.  While preparing this UWMP, 
the City coordinated with other local agencies and 
sent notifications that the UWMP was being 
developed, available for review, and details 
pertaining to the public hearing and plan adoption 
meeting. 
 

Chapter 3 – System Description 

Chapter 3 summarizes the City’s service area 
and boundaries, climate, population and 
demographics, and land uses. 
 

Chapter 4 – Water Use Characterization 

Chapter 4 summarizes historical and future water 
use. Water use, or demand, is summarized by 
customer class. In 2020, 39% of the total water 
deliveries were to single-family residential 
customers. Future demand estimates were 
developed in conjunction with the Water 
Resource Management Plan.   
 

Chapter 5 – SBX7-7 Baselines and Targets 

Senate Bill x 7-7 (SBX7-7) was passed in 2009 
and requires all water suppliers to increase water 
use efficiency and decrease per-capita water 
consumption by 20 percent by the year 2020.  To 
meet this requirement, the City established a 
water use baseline and efficiency targets in the 
2010 UWMP.  This chapter discusses compliance 
and confirms that the City met their 2020 water 

use target of 140 gallons per capita per day 
(gpcd).  Actual 2020 gpcd for the City was 116 
gpcd.    
 

Chapter 6 – Water Supply Characterization 

The City obtains their water from a variety of 
sources, including local groundwater and 
imported water.  The City extracts groundwater 
from their own wells and through an agreement 
with United Water Conservation District (United), 
United extracts additional groundwater further 
inland to protect against seawater intrusion.  The 
City also imports water from Calleguas Municipal 
Water District (Calleguas) that is blended with the 
groundwater for better quality and to meet the 
City’s demands.  Additionally, Oxnard produces 
recycled water at its Advanced Water Purification 
Facility (AWPF) and delivers recycled water for 
agricultural and industrial uses. In future years, 
recycled water will be also used for groundwater 
recharge and indirect potable reuse.  All of these 
sources are utilized in normal and dry years.  
 

Chapter 7 – Water Service Reliability and 
Drought Risk Assessment 

Future demand and supply were analyzed to 
evaluate supply reliability over the planning 
period. The UWMP analyzed conditions for 
normal, or average, single-dry, and five-year 
consecutive dry periods. In all scenarios, the City 
expects to meet customer demands with supply 
availability. In addition, a Drought Risk 
Assessment was performed to analyze 
anticipated supply and demand for the next five 
years (2021-2025). The Drought Risk 
Assessment analysis determines that the City’s 
supplies are able to reliably meet customer 
demands. To maintain reliability, the City will 
continue to promote conservation, and develop a 
stable recycled water supply for reuse and 
groundwater recharge.  The City is committed to 
ensuring the groundwater basin meets 
sustainability goals and is protected from 
seawater intrusion.    
 

Chapter 8 – Water Shortage Contingency Plan 
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The Water Shortage Contingency Plan (WSCP) 
provides guidance on declaring a water shortage 
stage and how to mitigate supply deficits. Chapter 
8 provides a summary of the various components 
within the complete WSCP, attached in Appendix 
A.  
 

Chapter 9 – Demand Management Measures 

Chapter 9 summarizes the various demand 
management measures used to implement water 
conservation throughout the City. Section 8 of the 
City’s municipal code restricts water waste.  In 

addition, the City uses Ordinances 2729, 2810, 
and 2826 to prevent water waste.  The City also 
takes part in public education and outreach 
efforts to promote water conservation.   
 

Chapter 10 – Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 
Implementation 

Chapter 10 summarizes the various requirements 
to adopt and submit a UWMP and WSCP. Details 
on public hearing dates, notification letters to 
local agencies, and how to submit or amend a 
plan are discussed. 

 

1.3 UWMPs in Relation to Other Efforts 
The City is organized into many departments that provide a variety of services.  The Water Division of 
Public Works led development of this UWMP and coordination efforts with other departments within the 
City, such as Planning.  As such, the UWMP coordinated with or utilized information from a variety of 
local or regional sources that are summarized in Table 1-1.   
 

Previous planning efforts that heavily influenced development of this UWMP include: 
 

Water Resource Management Plan 

At the time of development of this UWMP, the City was also developing a Water Resource 
Management Plan to address strategic options for reliable long-term water supply planning.  As a 
result, this UWMP was prepared in conjunction with the Water Resource Management Plan to ensure 
consistent supply and demand projections across City planning documents.  It was determined that 
future expansion of the City’s Advanced Water Purification Facility (AWPF) and development of the 
Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR) program is necessary to provide a reliable, drought-proof supply.  
The expanded AWPF and ASR will help to offset reduced groundwater allocations and is planned to be 
used for indirect potable reuse.    
 

Climate Action and Adaptation Plan (CAAP) 

The CAAP is currently underway and expected to be complete and adopted by the City Council in early 
2022.  The CAAP is being developed by Environmental Science Associates (ESA), Inc. and the City’s 
Planning Department to address and align with Senate Bill 32 and other legislative mandates.  The 
CAAP will provide a roadmap for how the City will reduce greenhouse gas emissions for the impacts of 
climate change on public health, infrastructure, ecosystems, equity, and public spaces in the 
community.  The CAAP will be used to help inform an updated General Plan for the City (City of 
Oxnard, 2021).  Energy data collected as part of the CAAP effort was used as the energy analysis data 
in this UWMP and shown in Chapter 6. 
 

Water Shortage Contingency Plan 

The UWMP characterizes water use, estimates future demands and supply sources, and evaluates 
supply reliability for normal, single-dry, and consecutive dry years.  The UWMP Act also requires 
reevaluation of the City’s Water Shortage Contingency Plan (WSCP).  A summary of the various 
components of the WSCP is provided in Chapter 8, while the complete, standalone WSCP is available 
in Appendix A.   
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Table 1-1. Relationship to Other Efforts.  
 

     PLAN TOPICS 

 

      

PLANNING DOCUMENT PREPARED BY DOCUMENT STATUS SUPPLIES / RELIABILITY 
DEMANDS / WATER 

USE EFFICIENCY 
INFRASTRUCTURE CLIMATE CHANGE RISK AND MITIGATION 

WATER SHORTAGE & 
EMERGENCY RESPONSE 

2020 UWMP City of Oxnard 
 

Completed in 2021 ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

WATER SHORTAGE CONTINGENCY PLAN City of Oxnard 
 

Completed in 2021 as part of 
2020 UWMP project 

✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
Gannett Fleming for the City of 
Oxnard  

Completed in 2021 ✓ ✓ ✓    

2020 UWMP United Water Conservation District 
 

Completed in 2021 ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

2020 UWMP Calleguas Municipal Water District 
 

Completed in 2021 ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

2020 UWMP Metropolitan Water District 
 

Completed in 2021 ✓ ✓  
✓ ✓ ✓ 

CLIMATE ACTION AND ADAPTATION PLAN 
Environmental Science Associates 
(ESA), Inc. for the City of Oxnard  

Under development  ✓ ✓ ✓   

RECYCLED WATER FEASIBILITY STUDY City of Oxnard 
 

Completed in 2020 ✓ ✓     

GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY PLAN 
FOR THE OXNARD SUBBASIN 

Fox Canyon Groundwater 
Management Agency  

Completed in 2020 ✓   ✓ ✓ ✓ 

AWIA RISK AND RESILIENCE ASSESSMENT 
AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN 

AECOM for the City of Oxnard 
 

Completed in 2019 ✓  ✓  ✓  

PUBLIC WORKS INTEGRATED MASTER 
PLAN 

City of Oxnard 
 

Completed in 2017 ✓  ✓  ✓  

LOCAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN Ventura County 
 

Completed in 2015 ✓  ✓  ✓  

ENERGY ACTION PLAN City of Oxnard 
 

Completed in 2013  ✓     

2030 GENERAL PLAN City of Oxnard 
 

Completed in 2011  
✓     

  

Plan elements with a direct link to this UWMP 

Introduction and Lay Description 



Introduction and Lay Description Section 1 
 

City of Oxnard 1-6 2020 Urban Water Management Plan 
 

1.4 UWMPs and Grant or Loan Eligibility  
In order for a water supplier to be eligible for a grant or loan administered by DWR, and potentially 
other agencies, the supplier must have a current UWMP on file that meets the requirements set forth by 
the Water Code.  A current UWMP must also be maintained by the supplier throughout the term of any 
grants or loans received.  The City has prepared the 2020 UWMP under guidance from DWR’s 
Guidebook (California Department of Water Resources, 2021). 

 

1.5 Demonstration of Consistency with the Delta Plan for Participants 
in Covered Actions 
The Delta Plan is a comprehensive, long-term, legally enforceable plan guiding how federal, state, and 
local agencies manage the Sacramento–San Joaquin Delta’s (Delta’s) water and environmental 
resources. The Delta Plan was adopted in 2013 by the Delta Stewardship Council. Delta Plan Policy WR 
P1 identifies UWMPs as the tool to demonstrate consistency with state policy to reduce reliance on the 
Delta for a supplier that carries out or takes part in a covered action. A covered action may include 
activities such as a multiyear water transfer, conveyance facility, or new diversion that involves 
transferring water through, exporting water from, or using water in the Delta. As a supplier that receives 
imported water from the Delta through its wholesale supplier, the City is required to submit information 
as outlined in Appendix C of the DWR 2020 UWMP Guidebook (State of California Department of Water 
Resources, March 2021).  
 

To document and quantify supplies contributing to reduced reliance on the Delta watershed and 
improved regional self-reliance, a number of steps must be taken, including: 

• Setting a baseline 

• Change in delivery of Delta water 

• UWMP WR P1 consistency reporting 
 

DWR does not review this analysis as part of the UWMP approval process; therefore, this information is 
attached as Appendix B.  

 

 

 

 



 

 2-1  
 

 

 
U RBA N WA TER  M ANA G EME NT  P LA N  

Plan Preparation 

This plan was prepared using guidance from the Department of Water 

Resources’ (DWR) Urban Water Management Plan Guidebook 2020 (2020 

UWMP Guidebook). This chapter provides details regarding the City’s 

UWMP preparation and the coordination and outreach efforts conducted. 

A DWR review sheet checklist is provided in Appendix C. IN THIS SECTION 

• Basis for Preparing 
a Plan 

• Coordination and 
Outreach 

• Plan Adoption and 
Submittal 

• Plan Amendment 
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2.1 Basis for Preparing a Plan 
As mentioned in Chapter 1, the Water Code requires Suppliers with 3,000 or more service connections 
or water deliveries in excess of 3,000 AFY to prepare an UWMP every five years.  Details pertaining to 
the City’s water system, such as public water system number, 2020 number of connections and volume 
of water supplied are provided in Table 2-1.  In 2020, the City delivered 25,885 AFY of water to nearly 
43,000 service connections; therefore, the City is required to prepare an UWMP.  The City included all 
2020 data in the development of this UWMP.   
 

Table 2-1. DWR 2-1R Public Water Systems 
 

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM 
NUMBER 

PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM NAME NUMBER OF MUNICIPAL 
CONNECTIONS 2020 

VOLUME OF WATER 
SUPPLIED 2020, AFY 

CA5610007 OXNARD WATER DEPT 42,870 25,885 

 

Table 2-2. DWR 2-2 Plan Identification 
 

TYPE OF PLAN MEMBER OF RUWMP MEMBER OF REGIONAL 
ALLIANCE 

NAME OF RUWMP OR REGIONAL 
ALLIANCE 

Individual UWMP No No   

 

Table 2-3. DWR 2-3 Agency Identification  
 

TYPE OF SUPPLIER YEAR TYPE FIRST DAY OF YEAR UNIT TYPE 

Retailer Calendar Years 01  01  Acre Feet (AF) 

 

2.2 Coordination and Outreach  
The UWMP Act requires a water purveyor to coordinate the preparation of its UWMP with other 
appropriate agencies in and around its service area.  This includes other water suppliers that share a 
common source, water management agencies, and relevant public agencies.  The City has prepared 
this UWMP in coordination with its wholesale provider, Calleguas.  The City has also reached out to 
nearby water agencies for input and regional consistency, including United Water Conservation District 
(United), and the Port Hueneme Water Agency (PHWA).  All relevant entities, including the County of 
Ventura, were sent 60-day notices of preparation and consideration for adoption at a public hearing 
prior to the adoption of the 2020 UWMP.  Copies of the letters and other outreach correspondence are 
provided in Appendix D.  Organizations notified of the City’s effort to update this UWMP are 
summarized in Table 2-4.  Public hearing notices are provided in Appendix E. 

In 2020, the City received 31% of its supply from imported water from Calleguas and 39% from United.  
Calleguas is a regional wholesaler that obtains their water from Metropolitan and other local sources.  
United obtains their water from the Oxnard groundwater subbasin.   
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Table 2-4. Agency Coordination.  
 

AGENCY/ORGANIZATION 

PARTICIPATED IN 
PLAN 

DEVELOPMENT 
COMMENTED ON 

DRAFT 
ATTENDED PUBLIC 

MEETINGS 
WAS CONTACTED 
FOR ASSISTANCE 

WAS NOTIFIED OF 
PLAN 

AVAILABILITY1 

WAS SENT A NOTICE OF 
INTENTION TO ADOPT 60 DAYS 

PRIOR TO PUBLIC HEARING 

WATER SUPPLIERS 

Calleguas Municipal Water District    X X X 

United Water Conservation District  X   X X 

Port Hueneme Water Agency    X X X 

Metropolitan Water District     X X 

PUBLIC AGENCIES 

Ventura County Watershed Protection 
District     X X 

Ventura Local Agency Formation 
Commission     X X 

Ventura County Resource 
Management Agency     X X 

City of Camarillo     X X 

City of Ventura     X X 

County of Ventura     X X 

City of Port Hueneme     X X 

OTHER       

Naval Base Ventura County     X X 

Fox Canyon Groundwater 
Management Agency  X   X X 

Channel Islands Beach Community 
Services District     X X 

1Was notified of availability of Draft UWMP and directed to an electronic copy of the draft plan on the City’s website.  

Plan Preparation 
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As mentioned, the City held several stakeholder outreach meetings to provide opportunity to review 
development of the UWMP and WSCP.   
 

Important dates for outreach and engagement are listed below:   

• Public Draft UWMP released for review – July 14, 2021 

• Final Draft UWMP Community Informational Stakeholder Meeting – July 28, 2021 

• Published Public Hearing Notices - Vida Newspaper published on September 30, 2021 and October 
7, 2021; Ventura County Star published on October 1, 2021 and October 8, 2021  

• City Public Works and Transportation Committee reviews Final UWMP and WSCP – September 28, 
2021 

• Council Meeting conducts Public Hearing and adopts Final UWMP and WSCP – October 19, 2021 
 

Table 2-5. DWR 2-4 Water Supplier Information Exchange  

 

 

 

 

WHOLESALE WATER SUPPLIER NAME 

Calleguas Municipal Water District 

United Water Conservation District 
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System Description 

This section describes the City’s service area in regards to boundaries, 

climate, population, demographics, and land uses. 

The Public Works Department manages the potable water, 

recycled water and wastewater systems for the City.  The water 

system includes a mix of residential, commercial and industrial 

customers.  The surrounding area, the Oxnard Plain, is 

distinctive for its year-round agricultural production. 

IN THIS SECTION 

• Service Area  

• Climate 

• Demographics 

• Land Uses 
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3.1 General Description  
The City of Oxnard is located in the southwest portion of Ventura County, approximately halfway 
between Los Angeles and Santa Barbara. The City’s Public Works Department provides services 
pertaining to water, wastewater, recycled water and stormwater utilities throughout the City. The water 
distribution system service area includes the majority of the incorporated area of the City of Oxnard as 
well as portions of unincorporated Ventura County. It does not include portions of southwest of Oxnard, 
which are served by the Port Hueneme Water Agency (PHWA).  However, the City conveys State 
imported water to PHWA through a wheeling agreement.   

The water service area, shown in Figure 3-1, encompasses the majority of the City of Oxnard and parts 
of unincorporated Ventura County.  There are several areas within the City’s boundary that receive 
water from other mutual water companies, as shown by the hatched areas. 

 

3.2 Service Area Boundary Maps 
The City’s water service area is bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west, the Oxnard-Ventura 
Greenbelt and Santa Clara River to the northwest, the Oxnard-Camarillo Greenbelt to the northeast, 
and the City of Port Hueneme to the south. The City limits encompass 27 square miles and sphere of 
influence encompasses 30 square miles.  The City considers the green belt areas as areas of interest 
and part of the Oxnard Planning area, adding an additional 40 square miles of influence. The City’s 
water service area is shown in Figure 3-1. 
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Figure 3-1 City of Oxnard Water Service Area 
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3.3 Service Area Climate 
Oxnard’s climate is characterized as a dry, sub-tropical climate, mainly due to its proximity to the Pacific 
Ocean.  Table 3-1 presents average climate data for the service area, including temperature, rainfall, 
and reference evapotranspiration (ETo).  As shown in Table 3-1, the warmest month of the year is 
August with an average temperature of 73.0 degrees Fahrenheit (°F), while the coldest month of the 
year is December with an average temperature of 59.7°F. 

The annual average precipitation within Oxnard’s service area is about 10 inches.  As shown in Table 
3-1, majority of rainfall occurs in the months of November through March.  December is typically the 
wettest month with an average rainfall of approximately 2.6 inches. 
 

Table 3-1 Historical Climate Data 
 

 AVERAGE TEMPERATURE (°F) 1 AVERAGE PRECIPITATION (IN.) 1 AVERAGE STANDARD ETO (IN.) 1 

January 61.5 2.12 2.85 

February 59.9 1.55 3.07 

March 61.9 2.35 4.21 

April 64.1 0.72 5.18 

May 65.5 0.23 5.90 

June 68.9 0.04 5.82 

July 72.6 0.17 6.49 

August 73.0 0.02 6.20 

September 71.9 0.06 4.92 

October 69.8 0.38 4.10 

November 64.0 0.98 3.00 

December 59.7 2.55 2.57 

ANNUAL 
AVERAGE 

66.1 10.2 54.3 

1CIMIS weather station 152 in Camarillo; https://cimis.water.ca.gov/.  Data from 2010 through 2020. 

 

3.4 Service Area Population and Demographics 
In preparation of this UWMP, the City prepared population projections based on California Department 
of Finance (DOF) and Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) data.  DOF and SCAG 
data are commonly used to determine population growth rates.  DOF data was used to determine 
historical population for 2014 through 2020 and SCAG data was used to forecast population from 2021 
through 2045.  SCAG’s forecast period ends in 2040, so the 2021-2040 growth trend was extended 
through 2045. As described in Sections 3.1 and 3.2, the City’s water service area differs from its City 
limits boundary and therefore has a different population.  The result of the population forecast, 
excluding those served by other water mutual companies, is summarized in Table 3-2.   

https://cimis.water.ca.gov/
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Table 3-2. Historical, Current, and Projected Population. 
 

 

YEAR TOTAL CITY POPULATION1 
POPULATION SERVED BY 

MUTUAL WATER COMPANIES2 
POPULATION SERVED BY THE 

CITY 

2015 205,512 6,500 199,012 

2016 206,085 6,500 199,585 

2017 205,974 6,500 199,474 

2018 206,222 6,500 199,722 

2019 206,221 6,500 199,721 

2020 206,352 6,500 199,852 

2025 216,845 6,500 210,345 

2030 225,720 6,500 219,220 

2035 230,105 6,500 223,605 

2040 234,115 6,500 227,615 

2045 238,126 6,500 231,626 

1Population estimated using DOF or SCAG data. 

2Population estimated using Geographic Information Systems (GIS) 

 

3.4.1 Population and Housing  

The City’s Water Department coordinated with the City’s Community Development Department to 
ensure the population projections provided in this UWMP align with other City planning documents and 
housing requirements.  The Oxnard 2030 General Plan Background Report (Matrix Design Group, Inc. 
for the City of Oxnard, April 2006) projected the City’s 2030 population under four growth assumptions. 
The four growth projection series were as follows: 1) Market Trend; 2) Baseline; 3) Baseline plus 350 
additional residential units per year; and 4) Baseline plus 750 additional residential units per year. 
“Baseline” was defined as the addition of 7,000 new housing units in four largely residential specific 
plan areas, which were approved, known, or anticipated during that time (Riverpark, The Village, Teal 
Club, and Southshore).   

The 2030 projected populations ranged from a low of 239,000 persons (No. 3 projection) to 285,500 
persons (No. 1 projection).   After adoption of the 2030 General Plan in 2011, it was apparent 
throughout California that population growth had slowed to less than one percent per year in most 
areas in the State, including the City.  The City’s approval of the 1,545-unit Southshore Specific Plan 
was set aside by a lawsuit in 2012 and the Teal Club Specific Plan remained only a proposal.   For 
SCAG’s 2040 Regional Planning purposes, the City provided SCAG with an adjusted General Plan 
population forecast of 237,300 to the year 2040 based on actual recent growth, remaining land use 
growth capacity, and an assumption of a gradually declining household size.  

As previously described, the City provides water to several unincorporated County areas and excludes 
several areas served by mutual water companies within City limits.  The UWMP water service area 
population forecast for the year 2025 of about 210,000 is different from but remains consistent with the 
City’s 2030 General Plan and SCAG total population forecasts.  The City’s January 1, 2021 population 
was estimated by the Department of Finance (DOF) at 204,675 and the City added 1,599 housing units 
between 2016 and 2021, or 320 units per year, even though the total population declined by 1,258 
(Department of FInance, State of California, 2021).  If this construction trend were to continue and 
population growth reverted to previous rates, the City would add about 1,600 units and 6,000 people by 
2025. This would equate to a total City population of about 210,000, roughly the same as this UWMP’s 
forecast.   
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The UWMP 2045 population projection of 238,126 is close enough to the City’s 2040 projection of 
237,300 to also be found consistent.  A long-term 25-year projection, as a rule of thumb, increases in 
potential error for every year in length and should not be confused with a shorter more accurate five-
year forecast widely used by school districts and the business community. 

In contrast to the UWMP forecast based on recent growth documented by the DOF, the City is required 
by State law to prepare its 2021-2029 Housing Element based on adding 8,549 housing units by 2029, 
an allocation “target” developed by the SCAG Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) that 
includes over 5,000 housing units intended for existing residents as opposed to “adding” to the City’s 
total population.   This higher housing unit growth projection may, or may not, occur during the 2021-
2029 period.  This amount of added housing and a possible population increase of up to 15,000 people 
is clearly higher than the City and UWMP forecasts but is also within the 2030 General Plan 
Background Report range of 2030 population projections listed above and may be found consistent with 
City and SCAG long-range planning.  State law governing preparation of the five-year UWMP does not 
require using the same population projection used in a housing element, and both projections may be 
found consistent with City and regional planning as they are significantly lower than the highest adopted 
2030 General Plan Background Report projection of 285,500. 

 

3.4.2 Other Social, Economic, and Demographic Factors 

The City contracted with Esri to develop a community profile that included information about population, 
housing units, income, home value, age, sex, ethnicity, educational attainment, marital status, 
employment, household type and size, and consumer spending. In summary, the median household 
income for 2019 was approximately $68,000 with average home values estimated at $462,000. The 
median age is approximately 32 years old, and 17% of the population is between the ages of 25 – 34.  
Details on Oxnard’s community profile are provided in Appendix F. 

 

3.5 Land Uses within Service Area 
The City serves many different types of users, mainly single-family residences.  Other land uses include 
multi-family residential, commercial, and institutional, industrial, landscape irrigation, and agricultural 
irrigation.  The City’s 2030 General Plan summarizes anticipated land uses and are provided in Table 
3-3 below and shown in Figure 3-2 (City of Oxnard, 2014). As described previously, the City prepared 
population projections based on DOF and SCAG’s Connect SoCal: The 2020-2045 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy (Southern California Association of Governments, 
September 2020).  SCAG prepares demographic forecasts based on land use data through an 
extensive process that emphasizes input from local planners in coordination with local or regional land 
use authorities, including the City, incorporating essential information to reflect anticipated future 
populations and land uses. SCAG’s projections undergo extensive local review, incorporate zoning 
information from city and county general plans, and are supported by Environmental Impact Reports. 
Between 2017 and 2019, SCAG met with each jurisdiction individually, including the City, to review the 
demographic forecasts. This review process incorporated feedback from the City Community 
Development Department, to help align the demographic forecasts with current land use and 
anticipated land use changes. 
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Table 3-3. General Plan Land Uses 
 

LAND USE AREA, ACRES PERCENT OF TOTAL AREA 

Airport Compatible 212 0.5% 

Agriculture 20,576 51.8% 

Business Research Park 365 0.9% 

Commercial Community 72 0.2% 

Commercial Convenience 6 0.0% 

Commercial General 561 1.4% 

Central Industrial Area 268 0.7% 

Commercial Neighborhood 4 0.0% 

Commercial Office 55 0.1% 

Commercial Regional 345 0.9% 

Downtown Edge 32 0.1% 

Downtown 142 0.4% 

Easement 488 1.2% 

Harbor Channel Islands 87 0.2% 

Hueneme 2,604 6.6% 

Industry Priority to Coastal Department 95 0.2% 

Industrial Heavy 55 0.1% 

Industrial Limited 586 1.5% 

Industrial Light 1,491 3.8% 

Mobile Home Park 238 0.6% 

Open Space 118 0.3% 

Planning Reserve 329 0.8% 

Park 946 2.4% 

Public Semi Public 381 1.0% 

Planned Unit Development Residential 184 0.5% 

Public Utility Energy Facility 153 0.4% 

Recreation Area 354 0.9% 
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LAND USE AREA, ACRES PERCENT OF TOTAL AREA 

Residential Existing 441 1.1% 

Residential High 18 0.0% 

Residential High Density 39 0.1% 

Residential Low 4,313 10.9% 

Residential Low Medium 780 2.0% 

Residential Medium 589 1.5% 

Residential Medium High 267 0.7% 

Resource Protection 1,681 4.2% 

School 799 2.0% 

Visitor Serving Commercial 32 0.1% 

TOTAL 39,704 100% 
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Figure 3-2. City of Oxnard General Plan Designation Acreages (City of Oxnard, 2014). 
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As mentioned, the City tracks future planned developments through the Planning Department. A list of 
planned developments, as of October 2020, is provided in Appendix G.  
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Water Use Characterization  

The City mainly serves residential customers.  In 2020, single-family and 

multi-family customers used approximately 48% of the total water 

consumed, followed by commercial and institutional accounts at 14%.  

This chapter will summarize past and current water uses and projected 

demands through 2045. 

The City provides potable and recycled water to nearly 43,000 

service connections.  In 2020, the City delivered approximately 

26,000 AFY to its customers.  In the past five years, the City 

has delivered as much as 27,000 AFY.   

IN THIS SECTION 

• Non-Potable vs. 
Potable Water Use  

• Past and Current 
Use 

• Projected Water 
Demand 

• Climate Change 
Impacts 
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4.1 Non-Potable Versus Potable Water Use 
The City utilizes recycled water, when available, to meet agricultural, industrial, and irrigation demands 
and plans to use recycled water as a source to recharge the Oxnard groundwater subbasin and indirect 
potable reuse (IPR).  The City’s Advanced Water Purification Facility (AWPF) further treats wastewater 
from the Oxnard Wastewater Treatment Facility.  Prior to construction of the AWPF, the effluent from 
the Oxnard Wastewater Treatment Facility was discharged into the ocean.  To meet future supply 
needs, the City will further treat this water by injecting it back into the groundwater basin for potable 
reuse.  The City currently has six recycled water accounts, but only four accounts utilized recycled 
water in 2020.  In 2020, recycled water accounted for only 1% of total water deliveries; however, 
recycled water deliveries are planned to increase.  The City is in the process of expanding the AWPF 
and developing Aquifer and Storage Recovery (ASR) wells to use advanced treated recycled water for 
groundwater recharge and IPR. 

 

4.2 Past, Current, and Projected Water Use by Sector 
The City provides water for a variety of uses, including residential, commercial/institutional, industrial, 
and agricultural uses.  The City’s largest customer class of water uses is single family residences. 

 

4.2.1 Past and Current Water Use 
The average water consumption over the last five years is approximately 23,000 AFY.  Approximately 
34% of Oxnard’s total deliveries were to single family residences, followed by 14% both to commercial/ 
institutional customers and 14% to multifamily residences. Figure 4-1 summarizes historical water 
consumption by customer class. 

In addition, the City provides water from Calleguas to PHWA.  Over the last five years, the City has 
provided approximately 700 AFY to PHWA annually. 
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Figure 4-1. Historical Water Consumption. 

 

4.2.2 Distribution System Water Losses 

Detailed water loss assessments were completed using AWWA Water Audit Software, provided in 
Appendix H and summarized in Table 4-1. Table 4-1 includes estimates for unbilled unmetered and 
apparent losses. 
 

Table 4-1. DWR 4-4R 12 Month Water Loss Audit Reporting 
 

REPORT PERIOD START DATE 

VOLUME OF WATER LOSS, AFY MM YYYY 

1 2016 2,183 

1 2017 2,916 

1 2018 1,532 

1 2019 1,467 

1 2020 2,434 

2020 water losses estimated, as the AWWA water audit was not yet complete at the time of this UWMP. 
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4.2.3 Projected Water Use 

Future potable water demand was projected based on estimated per capita water use trends applied to 
population projections described in Section 3.4 as well as assumptions for commercial, industrial & 
institutional (CII), irrigation, and water losses demands.   

Based on an analysis of past demand from 2002 through 2020, water use after the last drought (post 
2014) has remained approximately 15% lower than pre-drought levels.  Much of this reduction is the 
result of more efficient toilets, washing machines, and irrigation equipment as well as permanently 
reduced outdoor watering times.  In addition, conservation mandates are under development as a result 
of Assembly Bill 1668 (AB1668, Friedman) and Senate Bill 606 (SB606, Hertzberg), collectively 
referred to as the “2018 Water Conservation Legislation” or “Making Water Conservation a California 
Way of Life”. Based on the 2018 Water Conservation Legislation, a supplier’s future water use objective 
will be determined by the sum of standards for indoor residential water; outdoor residential water use; 
large CII landscape areas irrigated with dedicated meters; and water losses. While these standards are 
not fully developed, DWR has developed a framework of multiple components that will comprise a new 
water use efficiency target for water suppliers.  Therefore, the demand projections for this UWMP are 
aligned with forthcoming State standards components with the following assumptions: 

• Indoor Residential- 55 gpcd applied to population projections described in Section 3.4 

• Residential Irrigation- Demands from 2020 will remain the same through 2045 assuming 
increased growth and development demand will be offset by demand reductions from increased 
irrigation efficiency  

• CII- Demands from 2020 will remain the same through 2025 and will then increase by 13% by 
2045 

• Irrigation- Demands from 2020 will remain the same through 2045 assuming increased growth 
and development demand will be offset by demand reductions from increased irrigation 
efficiency 

• Water Loss- Based on compliance with DWR water loss performance standards reducing water 
losses from 31.3 gallons per connection per day in 2018 to 16.6 gallons per connection per day 
by 2030 and through 2045. 

Projected water demands by customer class are shown in Figure 4-2.  
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Figure 4-2. Projected Water Demand, AFY. 

 

Previous demand estimates developed in the 2015 UWMP were originally developed in the City’s 
Public Works Integrated Master Plan (PWIMP).  Demand projections were based on a combined per 
capita water use and land use factor approach.  Residential demands were estimated using a per 
capita population methodology, while a disaggregated land use-based projection was used to project 
commercial and industrial demands (Carollo for the City of Oxnard, December 2015).  Various water 
demand factors based on land use were developed using Geographic Information System (GIS) and 
billing records and are available in Table 5 of the PWIMP water demand projections memorandum.  
The water demand factors provided in the PWIMP remain the most recently updated factors for land 
use planning uses.   
 

4.2.4 Characteristic Five-Year Water Use 

In addition to past and projected uses, the UWMP more closely analyzes anticipated conditions for the 
next five years (2021 – 2025).  In the next five years, the City expects demands to increase by 
approximately 1,600 AFY from current conditions.  This increase is based on normal year conditions; 
current 2020 use is likely lower than typical unconstrained demand as many of the City’s residents 
continue to conserve water after the most recent drought that ended in 2017.  Details on an analysis for 
the next five years are discussed in Chapter 7. 
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Table 4-2. DWR 4-1R Actual Demands for Water 
 

USE TYPE 
ADDITIONAL 
DESCRIPTION 

LEVEL OF TREATMENT  
WHEN DELIVERED 

2020  
VOLUME, AFY 

Single Family   Drinking Water 8,830 

Multi-Family   Drinking Water 3,613 

Commercial   Drinking Water 3,744 

Industrial   Drinking Water 2,227 

Landscape   Drinking Water 2,915 

Other  Fire Hydrant Drinking Water 31 

Agricultural irrigation   Drinking Water 1,084 

Losses    Drinking Water 2,434 

Sales/Transfers/Exchanges to Other 
Agencies 

Wheeled to PHWA Drinking Water 1,007 

   TOTAL: 25,885 

 

 

Table 4-3. DWR 4-2R Projected Demands for Water 
 

 ADDITIONAL 
DESCRIPTION 

PROJECTED WATER USE, AFY 

USE TYPE 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

Single Family   9,939 10,091 10,266 10,436 10,604 

Multi-Family   4,067 4,128 4,200 4,269 4,339 

Commercial   4,215 4,279 4,354 4,425 4,497 

Industrial   2,507 2,545 2,590 2,632 2,675 

Landscape   3,282 3,331 3,390 3,445 3,501 

Agricultural irrigation   1,221 1,239 1,261 1,281 1,302 

Other  Fire Hydrant 35 35 36 37 37 

Losses    2,636 2,676 2,723 2,768 2,813 

Sales/Transfers/Exchanges 
to Other Agencies 

Wheeled to 
PHWA 

917 1,857 2,704 3,581 3,581 

 TOTAL: 28,819 30,181 31,524 32,874 33,349 
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Table 4-4. DWR 4-3R Total Gross Water Use 
 

 
2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

Potable and Raw Water 
From Table 4-1R and 4-2R, AFY 

26,891 28,819 30,181 31,524 32,874 33,349 

Recycled Water Demand* 
From Table 6-4R, AFY 

154 
     

TOTAL WATER USE: 27,045 28,819 30,181 31,524 32,874 33,349 

* Recycled water demand shown reflects recycled water deliveries to irrigation accounts.  Future recycled use will be maximized for indirect potable reuse 

and is accounted for as potable demand.  If feasible, the City may provide recycled water directly to customers in addition to indirect potable reuse.  

Recycled Water is discussed in Chapter 6. 

 

4.3 Water Use for Lower Income Households 
A lower-income household is defined as a household that has an income lower than 80 percent of the 
county’s median household income as estimated and annually updated by the American Community 
Survey.  Lower-income housing projections were developed for the SCAG RHNA and are required to 
be used as a planning “target” in the City’s 2021-2029 Housing Element.  The percentage of lower-
income housing units is estimated as 34% of all households (Southern California Association of 
Governments, March 4, 2021).  This percentage is assumed to remain constant throughout the UWMP 
planning period and is assumed to be included in the residential demand projections established above. 
This percentage is applied to residential demand projections to determine the total lower-income 
demands as shown in Table 4-5. 
 

Table 4-5. Low Income Demands, AFY. 
 

 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

Low Income Demand, 
AFY 

4,769 4,841 4,926 5,007 5,088 

 

 

Table 4-6. DWR 4-5R Inclusion in Water Use Projections 
 

Are Future Water Savings Included in Projections? 
Refer to Appendix K of UWMP Guidebook. 

Yes 

Section or page number where the citations utilized in the demand projects can it be found: Page 4-3 

Are Lower Income Residential Demands Included in Projections?   Yes 

 

4.4 Climate Change Considerations 
Oxnard is an active participant in the Watersheds Coalition of Ventura County (WCVC) Integrated 
Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) (amended in 2019) and references Appendix K of the 
WCVC IRWMP.  The WCVC IRWMP includes a future climate analysis for Ventura County, completed 
in 2019, by a partnership between WCVC and the Western Regional Climate Center, Desert Research 
Institute.  The report analyzed 32 Global Climate Models that had been statistically downscaled using 
the Localized Construction Analogs (LOCA) method to examine projected changes in temperature, 
precipitation, and evapotranspiration for 2021-2040 compared to a baseline period of 1950-2005.  The 
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results of the analysis concluded that coastal areas (like Oxnard) will see an average increase in 
temperature of 2-3°F and a projected 5-10% increase in evapotranspiration.  The climate models 
estimate average annual precipitation to remain relatively the same, but the pattern of rainfall will likely 
change.  The climate analysis estimates that the number of dry days will increase, and precipitation will 
be reduced by 7% in the winter, 11% in the spring, and 20% in the fall.  Since average annual 
precipitation is not expected to change very much but the number of dry days is expected to increase, 
precipitation will likely fall in shorter durations but at greater intensities.  This slight shift in precipitation 
patterns may impact groundwater recharge and how surface water is conveyed, captured, and stored 
within Ventura County.  Additional impacts of climate change will likely extend wildfire season, increase 
post-fire flash floods and debris flow, increase maximum temperature and overnight minimum 
temperatures, and increase evaporative demand and affect agricultural production, such as which 
crops are economical, alter ecosystem functionality, and increase drought susceptibility (N.S. Oakley, 
June 2019).           
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SBX7-7 Baseline, Targets and 
2020 Compliance 

This section describes the City’s urban water use targets, as required by 

the Water Conservation Bill of 2009 (Senate Bill x 7-7).  The City’s 

projected water use meet and surpass the Senate Bill x 7-7 water use 

efficiency targets developed in the 2015 UWMP and described in this 

section. 

Senate Bill x 7-7 (SBx7-7) was incorporated into the UWMP Act 

in 2009 and requires that all water suppliers increase water use 

efficiency with the overall goal to decrease per-capita water 

consumption within the state by 20 percent by the year 2020.  

SBx7-7 required DWR to develop certain criteria, methods, and 

standard reporting forms through a public process that could be 

used by water suppliers to establish their baseline water use 

and determine their water conservation targets.  SBx7-7 and the 

Methodologies for Calculating Baseline and Compliance Urban 

Per Capita Water Use (SBx7-7 Guidebook) (California 

Department of Water Resources, February 2016) specify 

methodologies for determining the baseline water demand, 

2015 interim urban water use target and the 2020 urban water 

use target for the City as described in the following sections. 

The City’s final 2020 target water use of 140 gallons per capita 

per day (GPCD) was calculated as the result of the SBx7-7 

Guidebook’s “minimum water use reduction” requirement as 

described in Section 5.2.2. 

IN THIS SECTION 

• 2020 Target 
Calculations  

• Target and Baseline 
Summary 

• 2020 Compliance  
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5.1 Updated Calculations from 2015 UWMP to the 2020 UWMP  
The City did not need to update calculations for the 2020 UWMP, as their service area has remained 
constant and there was no desire to update the SBx7-7 methodology for determining the 2020 target.  
Sections 5.2 and 5.3 summarize the target method and baseline selected to develop the 2020 target of 
140 gpcd.   

 

5.2 Target Method Summary 
DWR provided four different methods to establish water conservation targets that are summarized in 
the following sections. The City selected Method 3; however, regardless of the method chosen by a 
water supplier, the 2020 target must meet the SBx7-7 Guidebook’s “minimum water use reduction” 
requirement as described in Section 5.2.2. 
 

5.2.1 Method 3 – Hydrologic Region Method 

This method uses the ten regional urban water use targets for the state. Based on the water supplier’s 
location within these regions, a static water use conservation target for 2020 is assigned. 

Urban water use targets (2020 conservation goals) for the hydrologic regions in California are included 
in the DWR’s Guidebook to Assist Water Suppliers in the Preparation of a 2015 Urban Water 
Management Plan (UWMP Guidebook) (California Department of Water Resources, March 2016). To 
determine the target using Method 3, 95 percent of the region-specific conservation goal is calculated. 
Based on a 2020 target of 149 gpcd for the South Coast Hydrologic Region, the City’s Method 3 target 
is 142 gpcd for 2020.  
 

5.2.2 Minimum Water Use Reduction Requirement 
To confirm the chosen 2020 per capita target, the 5-year average baseline previously determined is 
used. The chosen target must be less than 95 percent of the 5-year baseline of 147 gpcd. In order to 
meet this minimum criteria, the City’s 2020 target per capita water use must be less than or equal to 
140 gpcd (i.e. 0.95 x 147 = 140 gpcd).  As a result, the City selected 140 gpcd as the 2020 water use 
target. 

 

5.3 Baseline Summary 
The first step in developing the baseline water demand for the City is determining the applicable range 
of years to calculate the baseline average and gross water use during those years. Total gross water 
use includes water used within all City customer sectors (e.g., single family, multi-family, commercial, 
etc.), as well as water used by the City to operate and maintain the water system and distribution 
system losses.  The UWMP Act stipulates that an agency must use either a 10 or 15-year average to 
determine their baseline; however, a 15-year baseline may only be used if 10 percent of total urban 
retail water deliveries in 2008 were from recycled water.  The City did not produce or import recycled 
water in 2008 so a 10-year average was used for baseline determination. The UWMP Act requires the 
use of a continuous 10-year range with the end of the range ending no earlier than December 31, 2004 
and no later than December 31, 2010 to determine the baseline.  As shown in Table 5-1, the City’s 
selected 10-year base period begins in year 1999 and ends in year 2008.  This baseline period is 
consistent with the 2010 UWMP for the City of Oxnard. 
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In addition to the 10-year baseline, a 5-year baseline is also required, which is used to establish the 
minimum criteria for the City’s water use reduction targets.  The UWMP Act requires the use of a 
continuous 5-year range with the end of the range ending no earlier than December 31, 2007 and no 
later than December 31, 2010 to determine the baseline. As shown in Table 5-1, the City’s selected 5-
year base period begins in year 2003 and ends in year 2007.  

 

5.4 SBX7-7 Forms and Tables 
As part of the 2020 UWMP, the City must report 2020 compliance.  Past historical water use and daily 
per capita consumption is shown in Figure 5-1.  Table 5-1 summarizes the 10 or 15 year and 5-year 
baseline period along with the average baseline gpcd and 2020 target, as developed in the 2015 
UWMP and used to measure compliance in this 2020 UWMP. The City began to consistently meet the 
2020 compliance target in 2005. 

 

Figure 5-1. Historic Gross Water Use and Per Capita Water Use. 
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5.4.1 SBX7-7 Forms 

A copy of the completed standard SBX7-7 Forms is included in Appendix I and uploaded to the DWR 
site. 
 

Table 5-1. DWR 5-1R Baselines and Targets Summary 
 

BASELINE PERIOD START YEAR END YEAR AVERAGE BASELINE GPCD* CONFIRMED 2020 TARGET * 

10-15 Year 1999 2008 138 140 

5 Year 2003 2007 147 140 

*All values are in Gallons per Capita per Day (GPCD) 

 

5.5 2020 Compliance GPCD 
The calculated gpcd for 2020 is 116 gpcd, which meets the City’s target of 140 gpcd by 2020.  Based 
on historical trends, it is expected that overall gpcd may continue to reduce as the City’s recycled water 
use is expanded.  
   

5.5.1 Specific Cases for Adjustments Due to Factors Outside of a Supplier’s 
Control 
There are no extreme cases that warrant an adjustment to the gpcd compliance calculation. 
 

Table 5-2. DWR 5-2R 2020 Compliance 
 

ACTUAL 
2020 

GPCD* 

OPTIONAL ADJUSTMENTS TO 2020 GPCD 
2020 GPCD* 
(ADJUSTED 

IF 
APPLICABLE) 

SUPPLIER ACHIEVED 
TARGETED REDUCTION 

IN 2020 
EXTRAORDINARY 

EVENTS* 
ECONOMIC 

ADJUSTMENT* 
WEATHER 

NORMALIZATION* 
TOTAL 

ADJUSTMENTS* 

ADJUSTED 
2020 

GPCD* 

116 0 0 0 0 0 0 Yes 

*All values are in Gallons per Capita per Day (GPCD) 
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U RBA N WA TER  M ANA G EME NT  P LA N  

Water Supply 
Characterization 

The City’s water supply consists of three sources: imported surface water 

from Calleguas, local groundwater from United, and local groundwater 

from City wells. 

The City blends water from these three sources to achieve an 

appropriate balance between water quality, quantity, reliability, 

and cost. Water sources converge at six Blending Stations (BS) 

and blended water is then distributed to customers. Additionally, 

Oxnard produces recycled water at its Advanced Water 

Purification Facility (AWPF) and delivers recycled water for 

agricultural, industrial and irrigation. Recycled water uses will be 

expanded to include groundwater recharge and indirect potable 

reuse. 

IN THIS SECTION 

• Water Supply 
Analysis 

• Water Supply 
Sources 

• Energy Intensity 
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6.1 Water Supply Overview 
The City obtains their water supply from several sources: City groundwater, United groundwater, and 
imported Calleguas water.  Additionally, Oxnard produces recycled water at its Advanced Water 
Purification Facility (AWPF) and delivers recycled water for groundwater recharge and indirect potable 
reuse as described in Section 6.3.7.    A simple schematic of the various supply sources for the City is 
shown in Figure 6-1. 

The City extracts groundwater from the Oxnard Plain Groundwater Basin (Oxnard Basin) using their 
own wells and through an agreement with United, United extracts additional groundwater further inland, 
on behalf of the City, to protect against seawater intrusion.  The City then imports water from Calleguas 
that is blended with the groundwater for better quality, conserve costs, and to meet the City’s demands.  
All three of these sources are utilized in normal and dry years. 

The City is also working with neighboring agencies and the Fox Canyon Groundwater Management 
Agency (FCGMA) to ensure sustainability and reliability of the groundwater basin in the future.  A copy 
of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) is provided in Appendix J. 

The volume of water utilized from each source in 2020 is summarized in Table 6-1. 

 

Figure 6-1. Supply Schematic 
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Table 6-1. DWR 6-8R Actual Water Supplies 
 

   2020 

WATER SUPPLY 
ADDITIONAL DETAIL ON WATER 
SUPPLY ACTUAL VOLUME, AFY WATER QUALITY 

Groundwater (not desalinated) City 7,744 Drinking Water 

Groundwater (not desalinated) United 10,074 Drinking Water 

Purchased or Imported Water Calleguas 7,060 Drinking Water 

Purchased or Imported Water Wheeled to PHWA 1,007 Drinking Water 

Recycled Water    154 Recycled Water 

 TOTAL: 26,039  

 

6.2 Specific Analysis Applicable to All Water Supply Sources 
 

6.2.1 City Groundwater 

The City extracts groundwater from the Oxnard Basin throughout normal and dry years, with a total 
groundwater allocation of approximately 17,000 AFY from all sources. Details on the Oxnard Basin are 
provided in Section 6.3.2.  In the last five years, the City has extracted an average of 7,250 AFY from 
the Oxnard subbasin; however, the City is required to reduce groundwater extractions over the planning 
period. 

FCGMA is the Groundwater Sustainability Agency, established through the Sustainable Groundwater 
Management Act (SGMA) requirements, and oversees management of the basin.  To achieve 
sustainability and prevent net seawater intrusion after 2040, FCGMA has imposed allocation cutbacks 
for the City and other basin users to meet sustainability goals (Fox Canyon Groundwater Management 
Agency, 2019).  As a result, the City is required to reduce groundwater extractions by 45% by 2040, or 
2.2% per year.  Details on FCGMA and basin management are discussed in Section 6.3.2.     

The available groundwater supply is also susceptible to water quality issues.  Currently, the City 
operates a desalter and blends the local groundwater with imported water to keep total dissolved solids 
(TDS) levels low as possible.  While the City does not expect TDS levels or other quality issues in the 
future, it is prepared to handle any concerns if they occur. 

6.2.1.1 United Groundwater 

As mentioned, the City’s total allocation for the Oxnard Basin is approximately 17,000 AFY, including 
the City’s extractions averaging about 7,250 AFY.  The remaining 9,750 AFY is extracted by United on 
behalf of the City and delivered through the Oxnard-Hueneme (O-H) pipeline.  This agreement helps 
the City and other coastal agencies protect against seawater intrusion.  Rather than pump near the 
coast, the City obtains water from the O-H pipeline that conveys groundwater extracted from wells 
further inland.  The O-H Pipeline Agreement between United and the City provides the City with 50.47% 
of the total pipeline capacity (26.75 cfs) (AECOM for the City of Oxnard, 2015).  In the last five years, 
the City has utilized an average of 7,950 AFY from United.   
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6.2.1.2 Calleguas Imported Water  

The City purchases imported water from Calleguas, a regional wholesale agency.  Calleguas obtains 
water from Metropolitan and the State Water Project (SWP).  The City tries to minimize the amount of 
imported water from Calleguas to minimize costs and water rates.  Calleguas employs a tiered water 
rate structure and the City operates to remain below the Tier 1 threshold to conserve costs.  The Tier 1 
allocation is based on 90% of the City’s historical base demand or 10-year average.  The City, 
Calleguas, and the Port Hueneme Water Agency (PHWA) entered into a Three-Party Agreement in 
2002, which provides PHWA with Calleguas water through the City’s Calleguas pipeline.  In exchange, 
PHWA is obligated to annually transfer 700 AFY of FCGMA allocations to the City as one of the 
provisions under the Three-Party Agreement. 

Due to advance planning for water shortage conditions, Metropolitan and Calleguas expect to meet all 
normal and dry year demands; however, the City is aware that other regional customers completely rely 
on Calleguas for their water.  As a result, the City is focused on additional supply sources and 
anticipates that in a water shortage emergency, it is possible that Calleguas would supply water to 
customers 100% reliant on them prior to serving water to the City.  Calleguas’ planned options to 
address emergency allocations are described in the Draft Calleguas Imported Water Outage Protocol 
(IWOP) Memo (California Data Collaborative for Calleguas Municipal Water Distict, February 2021). 
The City has imported an average of 10,400 AFY from Calleguas in the last five years.  

 

6.3 UWMP Water Supply Characterization 
The City utilizes several sources to meet customer demands.  As mentioned, the City extracts local 
groundwater and purchases water from two other agencies: United and Calleguas.  Based on 2016 
through 2020 data, the City has utilized an average of 25,600 AFY to serve its customers.  Overall, 
production levels have remained relatively constant.  Past production by source is shown below in 
Figure 6-2. 
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Figure 6-2. Historical Production, AFY. 
 

6.3.1 Purchased or Imported Water  

6.3.1.1 Calleguas Municipal Water District 

Oxnard purchases imported water from Calleguas at the Springville Reservoir in Camarillo. Oxnard 
blends imported water with groundwater to balance water quality and costs. 

6.3.1.2 Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 

Metropolitan faces several challenges in providing adequate, reliable, and high-quality supplemental 
water supplies for southern California, including the continuing dry hydrologic conditions and 
Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta issues. The current water supply conditions affecting the quantity 
of Metropolitan deliveries including record low contract supplies that are available from the SWP due to 
drought and Delta issues, an extended drought in the Colorado River watershed has decreased 
supplies to the Colorado River Aqueduct (CRA), groundwater basins and local reservoirs have dropped 
to very low operating levels, and supply available for the Los Angeles Aqueduct is reduced due to 
drought and Owens Lake issues. 

Metropolitan responds to water quality concerns by protecting the quality of the source water and 
developing water management programs that maintain and enhance water quality. Contaminants that 
cannot be sufficiently controlled through protection of source waters must be handled through changed 
water treatment protocols or by blending. 

Each source has specific quality issues. High salinity levels remain a significant issue associated with 
CRA supply with emerging threats of uranium, perchlorate, and chromium-6. SWP supply key issues 
are disinfection byproduct precursors of total organic carbon and bromide. Metropolitan effectively 
mitigates salinity with blending and has needed to upgrade its water treatment plants to deal 
adequately with disinfection byproducts. 
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The major regional water quality concerns include salinity, perchlorate, total organic carbon and 
bromide (disinfection byproduct precursors), nutrients (as they relate to algal productivity), arsenic, 
uranium, chromium-6, and constituents of emerging concern (e.g., NDMA and PPCPs). Metropolitan 
has taken several actions and adopted programs to address these contaminants and to ensure a safe 
and reliable water supply. 
 

6.3.2 Groundwater 

The City owns and operates ten wells that pump groundwater from the Oxnard Basin, a subbasin to the 
Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin and defined by DWR as basin 4-4.02.  The City’s 
groundwater is blended with its purchased and imported water at blending stations (BS). The City 
operates six distinct blending stations throughout the City. Groundwater from three of the wells is 
treated using reverse osmosis at BS1/BS6. Although the ratio of blending operations varies, the City 
aims to achieve a 1:1 (surface water to groundwater) ratio. This ratio produces water that has a total 
dissolved solids (TDS) level between 600 and 700 milligrams per liter (mg/L) to meet secondary 
drinking water standards at a cost-effective unit rate. 

In addition, the City obtains groundwater from United, who diverts water from the Santa Clara River at 
the Freeman Diversion and utilizes spreading basins to recharge the Oxnard Forebay groundwater 
basin. United pumps this groundwater and delivers it to Oxnard and other users via the O-H Pipeline.  
The water delivered by United is accounted for from the City’s total groundwater allocations and is 
therefore not considered an imported water supply.   

 

6.3.2.1 Basin Description 

The Oxnard Basin underlies the City of Oxnard and the Point Mugu Naval Air Station in southern 
Ventura County.  The Oxnard Basin is bounded by the Mound and Santa Paula subbasins and the Oak 
Ridge fault line to the north, the Las Posas Valley Basin to the north east, the Pleasant Valley Basin to 
the east and the Pacific Ocean to the west.  The basin is of alluvium with semi-permeable rocks from 
the Santa Monica Mountains (California Department of Water Resources).  The extent of the Oxnard 
Basin and surrounding local basins is shown in Figure 6-3.  The Oxnard Basin is an alluvial basin 
containing a collection of interconnected aquifers separated by layers of clay strata. The Oxnard Plain 
Groundwater Basin can be generally categorized into three parts: the Oxnard Forebay, the Upper 
Aquifer System and the Lower Aquifer System.  Figure 6-4 provides a schematic profile view of the 
Oxnard Basin. 

The Oxnard Forebay is the unconfined portion of the Oxnard Basin and is generally located along the 
Santa Clarita River northeast of where the Pacific Coast Highway joins U.S. Highway 101 in the City of 
Oxnard. The Oxnard Forebay is the primary means by which the Oxnard Basin is recharged. The 
Oxnard Forebay is recharged by infiltration from the riverbed of the Santa Clarita River and spreading 
basins constructed for that purpose. From the Oxnard Forebay, located in the upper most portion of the 
Oxnard Basin, groundwater is able to seep into the Upper and Lower Aquifer Systems because the clay 
layers which separate the aquifers are not continuous at this location. 

The Upper Aquifer System (UAS) comprises of the upper 500 feet of the confined portions of the 
Oxnard Basin which includes a semi-perched zone and the Oxnard and Mugu aquifers. The Upper 
Aquifer system is hydraulically connected to the Pacific Ocean through the Oxnard and Mugu aquifers 
and is how seawater intrusion enters the Oxnard Basin in periods of overdraft. 

The Lower Aquifer System (LAS) includes the deeper confined aquifers including the Hueneme, Fox 
Canyon, and Grimes Canyon aquifers. The Lower Aquifer System is separated by an approximately 80-
foot-thick layer of silty clay which is continuous except near the Oxnard Forebay. 
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Figure 6-3. Local Groundwater Basins. 
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Figure 6-4. Oxnard Subbasin Profile (MNS Engineers, Inc. for the City of Oxnard, January 2018). 
 

6.3.3 Groundwater Management 

The local groundwater supply is pumped from groundwater wells and managed under the auspices of 
the FCGMA. The FCGMA is an independent special district, separate from the County of Ventura or 
any municipal government. It was created by the California Legislature in 1983 to oversee Ventura 
County's vital groundwater resources. The Oxnard Basin is anticipated to serve as the primary source 
of water supplying the City’s service area during the next 30-year planning cycle. The FCGMA 
implements policies intended to maintain the sustainability of the basin and prevent seawater intrusion. 
The latest drought further exposed the vulnerability of this basin relative to a drop in groundwater 
drawdown elevations and encroachment of seawater intrusion, resulting in reduced allocations to 
municipal pumpers.  The FCGMA responded to the California drought by implementing an emergency 
ordinance (Emergency Ordinance E) in 2014 and reduced the City’s annual groundwater withdrawal 
rate by 20 percent.  

In compliance with the SGMA, the FCGMA adopted GSPs for the Oxnard Basin, Pleasant Valley Basin, 
and Las Posas Valley Basin at a public hearing on December 13, 2019. The GSPs are intended to 
address the long-term sustainability of the basins for municipal and agricultural pumpers and will have 
significant impacts on Oxnard’s future management of groundwater supplies. 

6.3.3.1 FCGMA Ordinances and Resolutions 

The FCGMA has established ordinances and resolutions aimed at protecting the groundwater basins 
which impact groundwater use and pumping and thus, the City. As mentioned, the FCGMA adopted a 
GSP for the Oxnard Basin in December 2019 to comply with the SGMA, signed into law in 2014. The 
GSP establishes groundwater sustainability goals and identifies projects and management actions to 
achieve the goals over the next 20 years.   
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Key FCGMA ordinances and resolutions which impact groundwater pumping for municipal and 
industrial water supply are described in Table 6-2. In addition, several resolutions direct groundwater 
management related to the City’s use of recycled water in lieu of pumping groundwater.   
 

Table 6-2. Key FCGMA Ordinances and Resolutions 
 

ORDINANCE /RESOLUTION PARTIES KEY FEATURES 

Fox Canyon Groundwater 
Management Agency 
Ordinance Code 

FCGMA and all GW 
users within FCGMA 
jurisdiction 

The ordinance describes FCGMA policy associated with: Registration of 
Wells and Levying Charges, Installation and use of Flowmeters for 
groundwater (GW) Extraction, Protection of the Los Posas Basin 
Management Area, Reduction of GW Extractions, Appeals, Severability 
and Penalties. Last Amendment January 9, 2015. 

Emergency Ordinance E FCGMA and all GW 

users within FCGMA 
jurisdiction 

Ordinance E temporarily replaced in-use allocation systems (Historical 

Allocation (HA) and Baseline Allocation (BA)) for municipal and industrial 
well operators with a Temporary Extraction Allocation (TEA) that uses 
average annual extractions from the base period 2003 to 2012. The 
ordinance sets a series of allocation reductions from the base amount to 
take effect beginning July 1, 2014, with a 10% reduction. The 
ordinance required an additional 5% reduction every 6 months through 
January 2016, resulting in a total of 20%. 

 

Ordinance E also required all agricultural well operators to apply for a 
25% reduced Efficiency Allocation. An Efficiency Allocation is based on 
a well operator demonstrating that water used for agriculturally 
developed land is at least 80% efficient (FCGMA 2011, Resolution No. 
2011-04). Ordinance E also contains provisions for the FCGMA Board 
to undertake additional adjustments to irrigation allowances by 
resolution. 

 

Emergency Ordinance E is still in effect, but the original allocations were 
replaced by an Ordinance to Establish a New Pumping Allocation 
System for the Oxnard and Pleasant Valley Basins, effective October 1, 
2020. 

Resolution 01-03 FCGMA  Establishes formal support to the City GREAT Program that will provide 
recycled water for injection, direct use, wetland restoration, etc. 

Resolution 03-04 FCGMA and Oxnard Grants one-acre foot credit to City for each acre foot of recycled water 
injected. 

Resolution 03-05 FCGMA and Oxnard Grants one-acre foot credit to City for each acre foot of recycled water 
used in lieu of groundwater. 

Resolution 13-02 FCGMA and all 

Oxnard Recycled 
Water users within 
FCGMA jurisdiction 

Allows the City to accrue a Recycled Water Pumping Allocation (RWPA) 

up to 5,200 AFY which allows the City to obtain groundwater in a 
volume and subject to the conditions of the resolution.  Key conditions 
include:  

 

• City receives one AF of RWPA for each AF decrease in 
groundwater pumping by recycled water users. The City shall 
pump RWPA from City owned wells and UWCD’s O-H system. 

 

Groundwater conditions in the Forebay determine when RWPA’s can be 
pumped. 

Resolution 16-06 FCGMA and all GW 
users within FCGMA 
jurisdiction 

Establishes policy for brackish groundwater pumping projects. 
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ORDINANCE /RESOLUTION PARTIES KEY FEATURES 

Resolution 17-02 FCGMA and all GW 
users within FCGMA 
jurisdiction 

Sets Tiered groundwater extraction surcharge rates: 

 

Tier I – Surcharge rate of $1,461.00 per AF on all GW extractions that 
exceed the combined allocation for all water wells within the Agency by 
25-AF or less. 

 

Tier II – Surcharge rate of $250.00 per AF on all GW extractions that 
exceed the combined allocation for all water wells within the Agency by 
more than 25-AF but less than 100 AF. 

 

Tier III – Surcharge rate of $500.00 per AF on all GW extractions that 
exceed the combined allocation for all water wells within the Agency by 
100 AF or more. 

 

This Resolution was replaced by Resolution 20-07. 

 

Resolution 19-03 FCGMA and all GW 

users within FCGMA 
jurisdiction 

Sets groundwater sustainability fee at $11 per AF effective July 1, 

2019 and at $14 per AF effective July 1, 2020 to fund the 
Groundwater Sustainability Program. 

Ordinance to Establish a 
New Pumping Allocation 
System for the Oxnard and 
Pleasant Valley Basins 

FCGMA and all GW 
users within Oxnard 
and Pleasant Valley 
Basins  

Adopted October 23, 2019, this ordinance establishes a new pumping 
allocation system for the Oxnard and Pleasant Valley Basins, replacing 
Emergency Ordinance E and Agency Ordinance Code. Effective 
October 1, 2020, initial extraction allocations were set based on the 
average annual extractions per well during the 2005 through 2014 
base period. 

Resolution 20-05 FCGMA and all GW 
users within FCGMA 
jurisdiction 

Effective January 1, 2021, this resolution established a fee on 
groundwater extractions to establish a reserve fund.  The reserve fund is 
planned to be used to cover costs associated with implementing 
FCGMA’s Groundwater Sustainability Program.  

Resolution 20-07 FCGMA and all GW 
users within FCGMA 
jurisdiction 

Effective January 1, 2021, this resolution increased the tiered 
groundwater extraction surcharge rates.  It is anticipated that extraction 
surcharges will help to discourage the use of groundwater above 
allocations and assist with ensuring the Oxnard Basin is sustainable.  

 

6.3.3.2 Groundwater Sustainability Plan 

The City has long relied on groundwater from the Oxnard Basin, which provides about 50% of the City’s 
drinking water.  In 1982, in response to the growing threat of seawater intrusion into the coastal 
groundwater basins, the FCGMA was established by the State Legislature to manage groundwater 
within the areas or lands overlying the Fox Canyon aquifer for the common benefit of the public and all 
agricultural, domestic, and municipal and industrial users. Over the following decades, groundwater 
pumpers under FCGMA’s jurisdiction continued to work together to prevent further seawater intrusion 
into these shared groundwater basins.  

In 2015, in accordance with the SGMA, FCGMA elected to become the Groundwater Sustainability 
Agency (GSA) for the basins within its boundaries. Also, as required by SGMA, DWR released a list of 
critically overdrafted basins throughout the state. When a basin has had too much water pumped from 
it, there are negative effects, such as groundwater depletion, land subsidence and seawater intrusion. 
Locally, the Oxnard Basin and the adjacent Pleasant Valley Basin qualified as “critically overdrafted,” 
having one or more of the negative effects. 
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To fulfill its GSA responsibilities, FCGMA adopted Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSPs) for 
the Oxnard and Pleasant Valley Basins in December 2019 with the goal of bringing the basins 
into sustainable groundwater management by 2040. Sustainable groundwater management 
means avoiding undesirable results related to one or more of the six sustainability indicators: 

• Chronic lowering of groundwater levels indicating a significant and unreasonable depletion of 
groundwater supply 

• Significant and unreasonable reduction of groundwater storage 

• Significant and unreasonable seawater intrusion 

• Significant and unreasonable degraded water quality 

• Significant and unreasonable land subsidence 

• Depletions of interconnected surface water that have significant and unreasonable impacts on the 
beneficial uses of the surface water 

 

The GSPs set minimum thresholds for each basin to identify when undesirable results are occurring. 
The minimum thresholds are groundwater levels measured at key wells. Measurable objectives are 
also identified in the GSPs. The measurable objectives are the ideal average water levels that should 
be maintained to protect against dropping below the minimum thresholds during periods of drought. 
Seawater intrusion is the controlling sustainability indicator; that is, if groundwater levels are maintained 
to control seawater intrusion, then other undesirable results do not occur.  

Sustainable yield is the amount of groundwater that can be extracted from the basins annually without 
causing undesirable results. The combined sustainable yield of the Oxnard and Pleasant Valley Basins 
was estimated using a numerical groundwater model for the GSPs. For the Oxnard Basin, sustainable 
yield was estimated for both the Upper and Lower Aquifer Systems. In recognition of the uncertainties 
associated with the model as well as the need for more data and time to plan for supply projects, the 
sustainable yield estimate in the GSP was quantified with a range: 32,000 AFY (+/- 6,000 AFY) for the 
Upper Aquifer System and 7,000 AFY (+/- 3,600 AFY) for the Lower Aquifer System for a total 39,000 
AFY (+/- 9,600 AFY) (Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency, 2019).  

Following the adoption of the GSPs, FCGMA began implementation activities. One step was the formal 
establishment of a new base period which averaged annual pumping for each well in the basin during 
2005-2014. According to FCGMA, the new total base or starting allocation for the Oxnard and Pleasant 
Valley Basins is 92,500 AFY. 

In an effort to build consensus among stakeholders, an independent facilitated process was started in 
early 2020 as another important step. Stakeholder committees and groups were formed to discuss GSP 
implementation policies, water resources management and related activities, with the goal of offering 
recommendations to the FCGMA Board of Directors. During the process, the Oxnard and Pleasant 
Valley Basins Core Stakeholder group reached general agreement on several key issues. First, since 
the two basins are interconnected hydrologically, managing them collectively makes sense as long as 
each basin achieves sustainability. At its September 29, 2020 meeting, they also defined the end-point 
or initial sustainable yield goal as 50,600 AFY, the mid-point in the GSP modeling. This assumes a 
sustainable yield of 39,000 AFY in the Oxnard Basin and 11,600 AFY in the Pleasant Valley Basin. The 
Projects Committee identified water supply projects that could increase supplies and further modeling, 
feasibility analysis, cost estimation and cost-benefit evaluations will be conducted as potential future 
solutions. 

Without projects to increase water supply or other strategies, the preliminary sustainable yield goal is 
50,600 AFY groundwater extractions by 2040. With a starting allocation of 92,500 AFY, achieving this 
sustainable yield will conceptually require an overall pumping reduction of 45% over the next 20 years. 

To demonstrate compliance with the GSP, Oxnard’s long-term water supply projections reflect a total 
45% reduction by 2040 through linear reductions in groundwater pumping each year. However, under 
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SGMA, GSPs must be evaluated at least every five years and amended or revised as appropriate, 
including incorporating new data and results of updated numerical model scenarios. Minimum 
thresholds, measurable objectives, and sustainable yield will be revised in the GSP updates based on 
feasible projects that are ultimately selected for funding and implementation as well as updated or new 
information including closing of data gaps and uncertainty. The 2025 UWMP will incorporate these 
expected updates accordingly. 
 

6.3.4 Past Five Years  

Table 6-3 summarizes total groundwater pumped by the City of Oxnard. This does not include 
groundwater pumped and purchased from United. 
 

Table 6-3. DWR 6-1R Groundwater Volume Pumped, AFY  
 

All or part of the groundwater described below is desalinated.   

GROUNDWATER TYPE 
LOCATION OR 
BASIN NAME 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Alluvial Basin Oxnard 7,212 7,163 6,813 7,317 7,744 

- TOTAL: 7,212 7,163 6,813 7,317 7,744 

 

6.3.5 Surface Water 
Oxnard does not currently utilize any surface water sources. 
 

6.3.6 Stormwater 

Oxnard does not currently utilize any stormwater sources. 
 

6.3.7 Wastewater and Recycled Water  

Currently, the City serves recycled water to local farmers for irrigation use.  The City plans to maximize 
recycled water as a groundwater recharge supply source to ensure future reliability and affordable 
supply of high-quality water through the Groundwater Recharge Enhancement and Treatment (GREAT) 
Program (Carollo for the City of Oxnard, 2017).  The GREAT program aims to increase reliability of 
water supply, reduce costs of water supply (imported sources), improve the dependability in 
accommodating existing needs and meeting planned growth and demands, and enhanced stewardship 
of the local water supply through recycling and reusing a substantial portion of the region’s wastewater.  
 

The City constructed an AWPF utilizing microfiltration (MF), reverse osmosis (RO), and an 
advanced oxidation process (AOP).  A summary of these process is provided below: 

• Microfiltration (MF): The MF system is used to remove particulate and microbial contaminants and 
reduces the concentration of bacteria through a low-pressure filtration system which consists of MF 
feed strainers, MF feed water ORP, pH, turbidity and total chlorine residual analyzers. The current 
MF system has six treatment trains with additional space to build six more if needed. The MF system 
can maintain a production flow of 6.25 mgd of Reverse Osmosis permeate even with one train out of 
service.    

• Reverse Osmosis (RO): The RO system has two parallel skids running with production capacities of 
3.125 mgd (additional space is available for 3 RO skids of 6.25 mgd).   
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• Advanced Oxidation Process (AOP): The AOP uses an ultraviolet light and is recognized as the 
Ultraviolet/Advanced Oxidation and Reduction (UV/AOX) system. The UV/AOX system consists of 
three Trojan UV Phox D72AL75 reactors to provide an additional barrier and disinfection of the RO 
permeate. This allows room for expansion for future UV system needs. 

 

The City has outlined future projects to expand the AWPF and create a reliable recycled water supply 
for indirect potable reuse (IPR).  The use of AWPF water as a potable water supply must be 
demonstrated to water regulatory authorities (California Division of Drinking Water and Los Angeles 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)) before adding it as a potable source. It is anticipated 
that the AWPF will provide up to 11,900 AFY of recycled water for IPR.  IPR is anticipated to be a 
drinking water source starting in 2024. Six aquifer storage recovery (ASR) wells are planned for 
construction and expected to be operational by 2026. 

6.3.7.1 Recycled Water Coordination 

The City of Oxnard is the wastewater provider and has constructed the AWPF to make use of the flow 
from their wastewater treatment plant for recycled water. The City has coordinated with the Pleasant 
Valley County Water District, PHWA and United to discuss potential uses of recycled water in their 
service areas. 

6.3.7.2 Wastewater Collection, Treatment, and Disposal  

The City of Oxnard collects, treats and disposes of wastewater within its service area. Its service area 
includes most of the City as well as the City of Port Hueneme, Naval Bases Ventura County, and 
unincorporated areas of Ventura County. The wastewater collection system includes 384 miles of 
gravity sewer pipelines, 4.7 miles of pressurized pipelines and 15 lift stations. Further information on 
the City’s wastewater collection system can be found in the Public Works Integrated Master Plan 
(PWIMP) Wastewater Project Memorandum 3.1 Background Summary. 
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Table 6-4. DWR 6-2R Wastewater Collected within Service Area in 2020 
 

WASTEWATER COLLECTION RECIPIENT OF COLLECTED WASTEWATER 

NAME OF WASTEWATER 
COLLECTION AGENCY 

WASTEWATER VOLUME 
METERED OR ESTIMATED 

WASTEWATER VOLUME COLLECTED FROM UWMP SERVICE AREA IN 2020, 
AFY                                    

NAME OF WASTEWATER AGENCY 
RECEIVING COLLECTED WASTEWATER  

WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT NAME WASTEWATER TREATMENT 
PLANT LOCATED WITHIN 
UWMP AREA 

WWTP OPERATION 
CONTRACTED TO A 
THIRD PARTY  

City of Oxnard Metered 19,088 City of Oxnard Oxnard Wastewater Treatment Plant Yes No 
 

TOTAL: 19,088 

    

 

Table 6-5. DWR 6-3R Wastewater Treatment and Discharge within Service Area in 2020 
 

-             2020 VOLUMES, AFY 

WASTEWATER 
TREATMENT 
PLANT NAME 

DISCHARGE 
LOCATION 
NAME OR 
IDENTIFIER 

DISCHARGE 
LOCATION 
DESCRIPTION 

WASTEWATER 
DISCHARGE ID 
NUMBER 

METHOD OF 
DISPOSAL 

PLANT TREATS 
WASTEWATER GENERATED 
OUTSIDE THE SERVICE 
AREA 

TREATMENT LEVEL WASTEWATER TREATED DISCHARGED TREATED 
WASTEWATER 

RECYCLED WITHIN 
SERVICE AREA 

RECYCLED OUTSIDE OF 
SERVICE AREA 

INSTREAM FLOW 
PERMIT REQUIREMENT 

Oxnard 
Wastewater 
Treatment Plant 

Oxnard 
WWTP 

Oxnard WWTP CA0054097 Ocean outfall Yes Secondary, Disinfected - 2.2 19,088 18,910 
   

Oxnard 
Advanced Water 
Purification 
Facility 

Oxnard 
AWPF 

Oxnard AWPF   
Customer Industrial, 
Agricultural, and 
Irrigation Uses 

No Advanced   75 61 
 

 
          TOTAL: 19,088 18,910 75 61 - 
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6.3.7.3 Recycled Water System Description 

The City’s recycled water system consists of the AWPF which is designed to produce advanced treated 
recycled water with an ultimate capacity of 25 million gallons per day (MGD) but is currently equipped 
to produce 6.25 MGD.  Since operation, the AWPF has produced water for “unrestricted reuse,” also 
referred to as “disinfected tertiary recycled water” or “Title 22 reclaimed water,” as defined by the DDW, 
and is to be used for non-potable supply such as landscape irrigation or industrial process water.    

Recycled water is pumped from the AWPF into the distribution system by finished water pumps located 
at the AWPF.  The existing recycled water distribution system consists of approximately 10 miles and 
delivers to the River Ridge Golf course and to various agricultural users.   The AWPF facility operates 
to serve the average day demand for the recycled water customers with the remainder anticipated to be 
available for IPR.  The recycled water distribution system currently does not include any system wide 
storage tanks, however some recycled water users maintain their own on-site storage which reduces 
the peak demand on the AWPF.   

As the City has received the Waste Discharge Requirement/Water Recycling Requirements 
(WDR/WRRs) to expand use of the advanced treated recycled water for IPR, the first ASR well project 
and demonstration required by the permit for IPR is planned to be completed by the year 2023-2024.  
To utilize the recovered water from aquifer storage, this water must meet potable water standards as 
defined by DDW.  The City’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) include projects for the future 
expansion of the AWPF, addition of ASR well facilities, distribution pipelines, blending, and storage 
facilities to maximize the recycled water production capabilities as well as to support future demand 
conditions. 

6.3.7.4 Potential, Current, and Projected Recycled Water Uses  

As mentioned previously, the GREAT Program was established to make use of recycled water for 
landscape and agricultural irrigation.  In January of 2015, the City entered into a Full Advanced 
Treatment Recycled Water Management and Use Agreement with several entities: Pleasant Valley 
County Water District, Houweling Nurseries Oxnard, Southland Sod, Reiter Brothers, and Southern 
Pacific Farming, to provide recycled water for agricultural irrigation. These users are located in the 
Oxnard Plain, outside the City’s service area. One of the stipulations in the agreement is that these 
users may receive recycled water at a lower priority than the City’s customers. These agricultural 
customers grow several crops including sod, strawberries, celery, and other row crops. 

Recycled water use is also planned for groundwater recharge.  The City expects to inject approximately 
1,600 AFY of recycled water in 2022, and increase recycled water injections for recharge up to nearly 
7,680 AFY by 2045. 
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Table 6-6. DWR 6-4R Recycled Water within Service Area in 2020, AFY 
 

Name of Supplier Producing (Treating) the Recycled Water: City of Oxnard 

Name of Supplier Operating the Recycled Water Distribution System: City of Oxnard 

Supplemental Volume of Water Added in 2020:   

Source of 2020 Supplemental Water: AWPF 

BENEFICIAL USE TYPE 
POTENTIAL BENEFICIAL USES 
OF RECYCLED WATER 

AMOUNT OF 
POTENTIAL USES OF 
RECYCLED WATER   

GENERAL DESCRIPTION 
OF 2020 USES LEVEL OF TREATMENT 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

Industrial Use Paper Production Facility 780   Advanced 68 780 780 780 780 780 

Agricultural Irrigation       Advanced 56 3,875 3,440 3,440 3,440 3,440 

Golf Course Irrigation       Advanced 30      

Groundwater Recharge (IPR)*       Advanced - 1,345 7,684 7,684 7,684 7,684 

       TOTAL: 154 6,000 11,904 11,904 11,904 11,904 

Internal Reuse (Not included in Statewide Recycled 
Water Volume).   
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Table 6-7. DWR 6-5R 2015 Recycled Water Use Projection Compared to 2020 Actual   
 

USE TYPE 2015 PROJECTION FOR 2020, AFY 2020 ACTUAL USE, AFY 

Agricultural Irrigation 3,850 56 

Landscape Irrigation (excludes golf courses) 175  

Golf Course Irrigation 650 30 

Commercial Use   

Industrial Use 800 68 

Geothermal and Other Energy Production    

Seawater Intrusion Barrier   

Recreational Impoundment   

Wetlands or Wildlife Habitat   

Groundwater Recharge (IPR)* 1,525  

Surface Water Augmentation (IPR)*   

Direct Potable Reuse   

TOTAL: 7,000 154 

 

6.3.7.5 Actions to Exchange and Optimize Future Recycled Water Use 

City Ordinance No. 2728, also called the City of Oxnard Recycled Water Use Ordinance, promotes 
water conservation and recycled water use to ensure the maximum public benefit from the use of the 
City’s water supplies.  Ordinance No. 2728 established that recycled water shall be used for suitable, 
non-potable purposes whenever and wherever recycled water is available at a reasonable cost and of 
an adequate quality.  Both existing and new customers may be eligible to use recycled water if it is 
available in their area (City of Oxnard, n.d.). Since the City has received a new Waste Discharge 
Requirement/Water Recycling Requirements (WDR/WRRs) to expand use of the advanced treated 
recycled water for IPR, corresponding updates to City Ordinance No. 2728 will be needed to reflect this 
important change. 

Also, once implemented, the IPR program will provide another benefit as this source will use the 
existing potable distribution system, avoiding future construction costs and long-term maintenance for 
separate recycled water distribution pipelines.    
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Table 6-8. DWR 6-6R Methods to Expand Future Recycled Water Use 
 

NAME OF ACTION DESCRIPTION 
PLANNED IMPLEMENTATION 
YEAR 

EXPECTED INCREASE OF RECYCLED 
WATER USE, AFY  

Indirect Potable Reuse AWPF Expansion/ASR Wells 2026 6,000 

-   TOTAL: 6,000  

 

6.3.8 Desalinated Water Opportunities 

The City currently operates Desalter #1 at its Water Campus. Desalter #1 has a capacity of 8,400 AFY 
with room for planned expansion to 16,800 AFY. The Desalter is one of the major components of the 
City’s GREAT program; other components include recycled water system (wastewater treatment by the 
AWPF), groundwater injection of recycled water, and brine collection from the AWPF and Desalter for 
treatment. The Desalter treats groundwater for Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) and nitrate reduction. 

In addition to brackish groundwater desalination projects, the City has evaluated pursuing seawater 
desalination projects. Seawater desalination was reviewed as an alternative to future AWPF 
expansions during the 2012 study for the GREAT program and found to be not cost effective. The City 
again analyzed seawater desalination in 2015 as a comparative cost to AWPF expansion. The intake 
infrastructure required to take in seawater into a treatment facility would be both significant and difficult 
to get permitted, making this alternative even less attractive. However, if in the future the expansion 
capacity of the AWPF is limited by the secondary effluent available and/or new technologies reduce 
costs, seawater desalination could be evaluated again as a viable future alternative. 
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Table 6-9. DWR 6-8DS Source Water Desalination  
 

-           VOLUME OF WATER DESALINATED, AFY 

PLANT NAME OR WELL ID PLANT CAPACITY, AFY INTAKE TYPE SOURCE WATER TYPE                     INFLUENT TDS BRINE DISCHARGE 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

City Desalter 8,400 Vertical Well Groundwater   Brine Line 3,271 3,009 2,832 3,264 3,093 

-         TOTAL: 3,271 3,009 2,832 3,264 3,093 

 

Water Supply Characterization 
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6.3.9 Water Exchanges and Transfers 

6.3.9.1 Exchanges  

Oxnard, Calleguas and PHWA entered into a Three-Party Agreement in 2002, which provides PHWA 
with Calleguas water through Oxnard’s Calleguas pipeline.  Oxnard obtains an annual transfer of 700 
AFY of FCGMA allocations from PHWA as one of the provisions under the Three-Party Agreement. 

6.3.9.2 Transfers 

When private well systems are converted to City water, the private well groundwater allocations are 
transferred to Oxnard.  Historically, the transferred allocations were 2 AFY per acre. This amount was 
reduced by 25% per Ordinance No. 8 and again by 20% though Emergency Ordinance E in 2014. 
FCGMA adopted an “Ordinance to Establish a New Pumping Allocation System for the Oxnard and 
Pleasant Valley Basins”, effective on October 1, 2020, which replaced Emergency Ordinance E. This 
reset the initial extraction allocations based on the average annual extractions per well during the 2005-
2014 base period. As a result, when irrigated acreage changes to Municipal & Industrial (M&I) use, the 
extraction allocation used to irrigate the acreage shall be transferred from the agricultural operator to 
the M&I operator on a one-to-one basis (Ordinance Article 9. Allocation Transfer, 9.4) 

 

In January of 2015, the City entered into a Full Advanced Treatment Recycled Water Management and 
Use Agreement with several entities: Pleasant Valley County Water District, Houweling Nurseries 
Oxnard, Southland Sod, Reiter Brothers, and Southern Pacific Farming, to provide recycled water for 
agricultural irrigation. By the terms of this agreement, agricultural pumpers are required to transfer 
groundwater allocations to the City on a one-to-one basis for delivered recycled water. FCGMA 
Resolution 13-02 allows the City to accrue these “Recycled Water Pumpback Allocations” which can be 
redeemed by the City when favorable Oxnard Forebay groundwater levels are present. 

6.3.9.3 Emergency Interties 

Oxnard has interconnections with other water purveyors: one with PHWA, one with the City of Port 
Hueneme, two with Channel Islands Beach Community Services District, and two with Naval Base 
Ventura County.  Oxnard has also discussed an emergency intertie with the City of Ventura.  
 

6.3.10 Future Water Projects  
The City currently is working on projects to supplement supply through an ASR project under the 
GREAT program.  The supply obtained from ASR is expected to become operational by 2024. 
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Table 6-10. DWR 6-7R Expected Future Water Supply Projects or Programs 
 

NAME OF FUTURE 
PROJECTS OR PROGRAMS 

JOINT PROJECT WITH 
OTHER SUPPLIERS AGENCY NAME DESCRIPTION 

PLANNED IMPLEMENTATION 
YEAR 

PLANNED FOR 
USE IN YEAR 
TYPE 

EXPECTED 
INCREASE IN 
WATER SUPPLY TO 
SUPPLIER, AFY 

IPR-AWPF Expansion No   Phase 2 2026 All Year Types 6,000 

 

 Table 6-11. DWR 6-9R Projected Water Supplies 
 

   PROJECTED WATER SUPPLY, AFY 

   2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

WATER SUPPLY ADDITIONAL DETAIL ON WATER SUPPLY 

REASONABLY 
AVAILABLE 

VOLUME 

REASONABLY 
AVAILABLE 

VOLUME 

REASONABLY 
AVAILABLE 

VOLUME 

REASONABLY 
AVAILABLE 

VOLUME 

REASONABLY 
AVAILABLE 

VOLUME 

Groundwater (not 
desalinated) 

City Groundwater 6,754 5,892 5,029 4,166 4,258 

Groundwater (not 
desalinated) 

United Groundwater 8,332 7,268 6,204 5,140 5,241 

Purchased or Imported  
Water 

Calleguas 9,630 7,364 6,987 7,387 6,169 

Other Calleguas - Wheeled to PHWA 917 1,857 2,704 3,581 3,581 

Other ASR Recovered 1,500 4,800 6,600 7,600 9,100 

Other Recycled Water Pumpback Allocation 1,500 3,000 4,000 5,000 5,000 

Other Groundwater Allocation Used 186 0 0 0 0 

 TOTAL: 28,819 30,181 31,524 32,874 33,349 
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6.4 Energy Intensity 
The City is currently developing a Climate Action and Adaptation Plan (CAAP) and as part of the CAAP 
effort, is evaluating the potential for compiling greenhouse gas (GHG) inventories for municipal 
operations.  The City’s CAAP effort had determined total water production and energy used for 
calendar years 2005, 2010, and 2018.  The CAAP effort expects that 2018 data is the most reliable due 
to recent upgrades to tracking and management systems, and to maintain consistency, 2018 data was 
reported in this UWMP.  For 2018, the City consumed 939.75 AF and delivered 24,551 AF of potable 
water while using 5,460,477 kilowatt-hours (kWh).  Thus, the City estimates to utilize approximately 214 
kWh per AF  (ESA, 2020). 

The City also has an Energy Action Plan (EAP), completed in April 2013 that provides details on the 
2005 baseline, 2020 and 2030 forecasts, and reduction targets.  The EAP also describes programs to 
meet reduction targets.  The programs described in the EAP built upon existing City government and 
community initiatives in energy conservation and local renewable energy generation (City of Oxnard 
Development Services Department, Planning Division, 2013).  Initiatives included coordination among 
City staff from various departments to promote sustainability, Southern California Edison-sponsored 
energy assessments of City facilities, LEED certified building development for blending stations, and 
replacing traffic signals with LED lamps, as well as others.  Details on specific projects and estimated 
future savings are available in Chapters 4 and 5 of the EAP.   
 

Table 6-12. DWR O-1B: Recommended Energy Intensity Total Utility Approach 
 

Water Delivery Product Retail Potable Deliveries      

Start Date for Reporting Period 1/1/2018 

 

  

End Date for Reporting Period 12/31/2018 

URBAN WATER SUPPLIER OPERATIONAL CONTROL 

    
SUM OF ALL WATER 
MANAGEMENT PROCESSES 

NON-CONSEQUENTIAL 
HYDROPOWER  

    TOTAL UTILITY  HYDROPOWER NET UTILITY  

  Volume of Water Entering Process (AF) 25,491 0 25,491 

  Energy Consumed (kWh) 5,460,477 0 5,460,477 

  Energy Intensity (kWh/AF) 214 0 214 

          

DATA QUALITY Metered Data      

Total consumption of city operations and total potable water delivered is provided for the total utility. The energy consumed is for electricity use of the 

water system and includes lights, heating, cooling of any administrative water service facilities, etc..  The City's water system is based entirely on electricity. 

     

 

 



 

 7-1  
 

 

 
U RBA N WA TER  M ANA G EME NT  P LA N  

Water Service Reliability and 
Drought Risk Assessment 

This section considers the City’s water supply reliability during normal, 

single dry, and multiple dry water years. The supply reliability 

assessment discusses factors (i.e., climatic, environmental, water quality 

and legal) that could potentially limit the expected quantity of water 

available from the City’s current sources of supply through 2045. 

Multiple drought scenarios are considered and the quantitative 

impacts of the aforementioned factors on water supply and 

demand are discussed, as well as possible methods for 

addressing these issues. The management tools that the City 

has implemented to maximize current resources, identify 

supplemental sources of supply, and minimize the need to 

import water from other regions is also discussed. 

IN THIS SECTION 

• Water Service 
Reliability 
Assessment  

• Drought Risk 
Assessment 
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7.1 Water Service Reliability Assessment 
 

7.1.1 Constraints on Water Sources 
As described in Chapter 6, the City has various water supply sources available (groundwater, 
purchased water, imported water, and recycled water) to meet demands during normal, single-
dry, and multiple-dry years.     

• Groundwater: The local groundwater basin is subject to the jurisdiction of the Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency (FCGMA).  As the region’s Groundwater Sustainability Agency, 
FCGMA adopted a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) for the Oxnard Subbasin in December 
2019, in accordance with the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA). The GSP 
addresses the long-term sustainability of the basin for municipal and agricultural pumpers and 
establishes an initial safe yield, which is the amount of pumping that will prevent undesirable results 
to the basin. Over the next 20 years, the goal is to bring the basin to a sustainable level and to 
achieve this, the GSP identifies a 45% overall pumping reduction by 2040 (Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency, 2019). In compliance with the GSP, the normal supply 
projections within Chapter 6 reflect these significantly decreased allocations for Oxnard’s 
groundwater sources.   

• Another constraint is that high levels of Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) in the local groundwater 
requires blending with other sources to maintain TDS at adequate levels. Additional reliability factors 
are discussed in Section 0. 

• Purchased Groundwater: The groundwater extracted by United and delivered to the City via the O-
H Pipeline is also subject to FCGMA and reduced allocations as described above for City 
groundwater. This source also requires blending for high levels of TDS.  

• Imported Water: Imported surface water from Calleguas is potentially subject to cutbacks for 
climatic, legal, environmental and water quality reasons. Potential reductions in allocations are 
discussed in Section 0. 

• Recycled Water: The City is expected to establish recycled water as part of their water supply 
portfolio within the next few years.  Since the recycled water source is wastewater flows from indoor 
use, this supply is generally not impacted by climatic factors. For this reason, limited rainfall does not 
influence flows of the wastewater system, and therefore does not affect the availability of recycled 
water. Recycled water is commonly viewed as a drought-proof supply and is assumed to be 100 
percent reliable. 

 

Factors impacting the reliability of the City’s supply sources are shown in Table 7-1. 
  

Table 7-1. Factors Resulting in Inconsistency of Supply. 
 

WATER SUPPLY SOURCE CLIMATIC LEGAL ENVIRONMENTAL WATER QUALITY 

City Produced Groundwater X X X X 

United Produced Groundwater X X X X 

Calleguas Imported Water X X X X 

Recycled Water  X  X 

 

While the City has historically received enough supply to meet demand, the supply portfolio is dynamic 
and historical conditions may not accurately represent scenarios that may happen in the future. 
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Therefore, supply and demand were estimated during dry years considering the following priorities and 
constraints. 

1. The City’s groundwater allocations are subject to a ramp-down of 45% (based on 2005-2014 
historical use) by 2040 in alignment with the Oxnard Basin GSP (Fox Canyon Groundwater 
Management Agency, 2019). It is important to note that this is a preliminary projection based on 
discussions with the FCGMA and neighboring agencies. United’s Oxnard-Hueneme (OH) System 
UWMP assumes the potential future cutbacks for the OH System are based solely on the Oxnard 
Basin, which resulted in a reduction of approximately 50% by the end of Water Year 2040 
(September 2040), reducing linearly. This differs slightly from the City’s assumption that the 
available water from the OH System is based on the total allocation and the sustainable yield of the 
Oxnard and Pleasant Valley basins combined, rather than just the Oxnard subbasin, resulting in a 
reduction of approximately 45% by the end of Water Year 2040 (September 2040) (Stantec 
Consulting Services Inc. Prepared for United Water Conservation District, 2021).   

2. Groundwater allocations have historically been reduced during drought conditions; therefore, it was 
assumed that they could be reduced in addition to the ramp-down as shown in Table 7-2. 

3. Use of groundwater storage allocations have been suspended and/or restricted by conditions at 
times, however the City assumes that these can be utilized in the future. 

4. While the City does have a Tier 1 allocation for Calleguas water, Calleguas water is used as 
minimally as possible to avoid high costs. Although Calleguas projects enough supply to meet 
demand through 2045, it was assumed that supply could be reduced as shown in Table 7-2. At a 
minimum, Calleguas water is used to blend with groundwater and achieve TDS targets. The 
projected supply portfolio scenarios were adjusted to avoid exceeding the City’s TDS objectives. 

5. Lastly, it is assumed that recycled water will become a larger part of the City’s portfolio once fully 
implemented. This will reduce demand for Calleguas water used for blending purposes.  Since 
recycled water is considered a drought-proof supply, it is not anticipated to be reduced in dry years 
and is therefore not included in Table 7-2. 

 

Table 7-2. Consecutive Dry Year Percent Reductions by Source. 
 

SUPPLY 

CONSECUTIVE DRY 
YEAR 1ST YEAR 

REDUCTION 

CONSECUTIVE DRY 
YEAR 2ND YEAR 

REDUCTION 

CONSECUTIVE DRY 
YEAR 3RD YEAR 

REDUCTION 

CONSECUTIVE DRY 
YEAR 4TH YEAR 

REDUCTION 

CONSECUTIVE DRY 
YEAR 5TH YEAR 

REDUCTION 

City Groundwater  5% 10% 15% 20% 

United 
Groundwater 

 5% 10% 15% 20% 

Calleguas Imported    5% 10% 

 

     

7.1.1.1 Climatic Factors 

Consistent future use of the Oxnard Basin may be affected by climate change. Climate change 
forecasts indicate a decrease in the number of storms but an increase in their intensity, potentially 
leading to higher runoff and less recharge of rainfall into groundwater basins. Additionally, projected 
rises in sea level may increase the risk and extent of seawater intrusion. Climate change is considered 
within the GSP for the Oxnard Basin and in the Calleguas 2020 UWMP, which are both reflected in 
supply projections in this UWMP. 
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7.1.1.2 Environmental Factors 

As a coastal community, the City and other local agencies continue to monitor the groundwater basin 
for undesirable results, especially seawater intrusion.  This factor is the one most likely to seriously 
impact the reliability of the City’s current groundwater supply. Environmental factors are considered 
within the GSP for the Oxnard Basin and in the Calleguas 2020 UWMP, which are both reflected in 
supply projections in this UWMP. 

7.1.1.3 Water Quality Factors 

Consistent future use of the Oxnard Basin may be affected by TDS.  Currently, the City uses imported 
water to maintain TDS at adequate levels. Water quality factors are reflected in supply projections in 
this UWMP. 

7.1.1.4 Legal Factors 

The City is subject to groundwater regulation by FCGMA.  Any limitations to allocations or emergency 
ordinances implemented by FCGMA will affect the City’s ability to extract groundwater. Calleguas 
supplies are subject to multiple legal factors. Legal factors are considered within the GSP for the 
Oxnard Basin and in the Calleguas 2020 UWMP, which are both reflected in supply projections in this 
UWMP. 

7.1.1.5 Response to Factors 

In response to the climatic, environmental, water quality, and legal factors mentioned above that could 
potentially impact the consistency of the City’s supply in the future, the City is advocating continued 
conservation, active involvement in FCGMA, and completing the process to add recycled water as a 
supplemental supply. 
 

7.1.2 Year Type Characterization  

The water service reliability and Drought Risk Assessment (DRA) analyze supply over several water 
years: normal, single dry, and multiple dry years.  DWR defines these years as: 

• Normal Year: this condition represents the water supplies a supplier considers available during 
normal conditions.  This could be a single year or averaged range of years that most closely 
represents the average water supply available. 

• Single Dry Year: the single dry year is recommended to be the year that represents the lowest water 
supply available. 

• Five-Consecutive Year Drought: the driest five-year historical sequence for the Supplier, which may 
be the lowest average water supply available for five years in a row. 

 

7.1.2.1 Sources for Water Data 

As described in Chapter 6, the City’s water supply portfolio is dynamically managed depending on a 
variety of factors for each source, including but not limited to groundwater allocations, wholesale 
allocations, agreements with neighboring agencies, production capacity, and water quality standards. 
Table 6-11, in the previous chapter, presents the most likely “normal” supply conditions anticipated 
through 2045. Variables that existed in historical years for each source will likely be different in future 
normal and drought years and the supply portfolio will be managed to meet demand. While supply 
constraints vary by source depending on various factors, such as hydrology, rainfall, groundwater 
conditions, wholesale supply allocation reduction, statewide mandated water conservation, etc., the 
City can adaptively manage its water supply portfolio to meet demands. Demands tend to fluctuate in 
response to local rainfall conditions. Therefore, rainfall is used to determine normal and dry year 
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scenarios. Historical rainfall from 2000-2020 was used to determine historical normal and dry years 
demand conditions that need to be met with a dynamic supply portfolio considering supply constraints 
at the given time. The normal, single dry, and five-consecutive year drought basis years are shown in 
Table 7-3.  The normal year, 2008, was selected as the year with the closest to average rainfall from 
2000-2020.  Similarly, the year with the least rainfall was determined to be the single dry year, 2013, 
and the five-year consecutive drought corresponded to the period of 2013 - 2017. The percent change 
for each dry year compared to a normal year corresponds to anticipated demand pattern changes 
during a drought cycle. In the first year, or a single dry year, demands are expected to increase, 
particularly outdoor demands. It is anticipated that demands will reduce if a drought continues as a 
result of conservation measures implementation and usage behavior changes due to social awareness 
of the drought. 
 

Table 7-3. DWR 7-1R Basis for Water Year Data (Reliability Assessment) 
  

  AVAILABLE SUPPLY IF YEAR TYPE REPEATS 

YEAR YPE BASE EAR VOLUME AVAILABLE, AFY PERCENT OF VERAGE SUPPLY 

Average Year 2008 29,201  

Single-Dry Year 2013 30,454 104% 

Consecutive Dry Years 1st Year 2013 30,454 104% 

Consecutive Dry Years 2nd Year 2014 28,323 97% 

Consecutive Dry Years 3rd Year 2015 25,624 88% 

Consecutive Dry Years 4th Year 2016 25,638 88% 

Consecutive Dry Years 5th Year 2017 29,016 99% 

The City will meet 100% of demands that are assumed to fluctuate in dry years with adaptive management of its supply portfolio. 

 

 

7.1.3 Water Service Reliability 
Results of the water supply and demand analysis for normal, single dry, and five-year consecutive 
droughts are shown in the following sections.  The City expects to meet demands under all water year 
scenarios and continue to promote conservation to ensure reliability throughout the future.  

7.1.3.1 Water Service Reliability – Normal Year 

As described previously, the City’s supply portfolio will be managed to meet demand as shown in 
Figure 7-1 and Table 7-4.  
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Figure 7-1. Normal Year Supply. 
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Table 7-4. DWR 7-2R Normal Year Supply and Demand Comparison 
 

- 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

Supply Totals (from Table 6-9R), AFY 28,819 30,181 31,524 32,874 33,349 

Demand Totals (From Table 4-3R), AFY 28,819 30,181 31,524 32,874 33,349 

DIFFERENCE: 0 0 0 0 0 

 

7.1.3.2 Water Service Reliability – Single Dry Year 

As described previously, the City’s supply portfolio will be managed to meet demand as shown in Table 
7-5 and Figure 7-2.  Note that the Single Dry Year is captured as the first year of the five-year 
consecutive dry scenario and that demands are expected to increase as shown in Table 7-3. 
 

Table 7-5. DWR 7-3R Single Dry Year Supply and Demand Comparison 
 

- 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

Supply Totals, AFY 30,055 31,475 32,876 34,284 34,779 

Demand Totals, AFY 30,055 31,475 32,876 34,284 34,779 

DIFFERENCE: 0 0 0 0 0 

 

7.1.3.3 Water Service Reliability – Five Consecutive Dry Years 

As described previously, the City’s supply portfolio will be managed to meet demand as shown in 
Figure 7-2 and Table 7-6. These tables reflect supply and demand as if consecutive dry five-year 
conditions repeated every five years through 2045. Note that the Single Dry Year is captured as the first 
year of the five-year consecutive dry scenario and that demands are expected to increase in the first 
dry year, then decrease in subsequent dry years as shown in Table 7-6. 
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Figure 7-2. Five-Year Consecutive Drought Supply. 
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Table 7-6. DWR 7-4R Multiple Dry Years Supply and Demand Comparison 
 

  2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 

First  Supply Totals, AFY 30,055 31,475 32,876 34,284 34,779 

Year Demand Totals, AFY 30,055 31,475 32,876 34,284 34,779 

 - DIFFERENCE: 0 0 0 0 0 

Second Supply Totals, AFY 28,311 29,533 30,837 31,978  

Year Demand Totals, AFY 28,311 29,533 30,837 31,978  

 - DIFFERENCE: 0 0 0 0 0 

Third Supply Totals, AFY 25,830 26,954 28,135 29,014  

Year Demand Totals, AFY 25,830 26,954 28,135 29,014  

 - DIFFERENCE: 0 0 0 0 0 

Fourth Supply Totals, AFY 26,062 27,204 28,387 29,113  

Year Demand Totals, AFY 26,062 27,204 28,387 29,113  

 - DIFFERENCE: 0 0 0 0 0 

Fifth Supply Totals, AFY 27,150 28,350 29,573 30,165  

Year Demand Totals, AFY 27,150 28,350 29,573 30,165  

 - DIFFERENCE: 0 0 0 0 0 

 

 

7.1.4 Descriptions of Management Tools and Options 

The City relies on local groundwater to meet demands and offset costs for imported water.  As a result, 
the City is committed to ensuring that the basin meets sustainability goals and is protected against 
seawater intrusion and other threats.  The City is in the process of developing a stable recycled water 
supply for potable reuse and groundwater recharge.  The City also coordinates efforts with FCGMA.  

 

7.2 Drought Risk Assessment 
The Drought Risk Assessment (DRA) is based on an analysis of historical data forecasted into the 
future under various drought conditions, with a focus on the five-consecutive dry years scenario.  The 
DRA analyzes historical data to allow the City to view patterns and more reliably determine if there 
could be any water shortages within a given time frame.  If demands cannot be met by the expected 
available supply, shortage response actions estimated from the City’s Water Shortage Contingency 
Plan (WSCP) may be included.  Details on the City’s WSCP are provided in Appendix A.  
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7.2.1 Data, Methods, and Basis for Water Shortage Condition 

The data, methods, and basis for a water shortage condition were identified using the DRA tool 
developed by DWR. The DRA looks at historical demand data and historical supply data by source from 
production reports.  Based on this data, historical demand has never exceeded available supply.  
Historical trends for 2016-2020 are shown in Figure 7-3, Figure 7-4, and Figure 7-5. 

 

Figure 7-3. Historical Monthly Demand Trends, AFY. 

 

 

 -

 500

 1,000

 1,500

 2,000

 2,500

 3,000

 3,500

 4,000

D
em

an
d

, A
FY

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2016 - 2020 Average Demand



Water Service Reliability and Drought Risk Assessment Section 7 
 

City of Oxnard 7-11 2020 Urban Water Management Plan 
 

 

Figure 7-4. Historical Monthly Production Trends, AFY. 

 

 

Figure 7-5. Average Monthly Demand and Production. 
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The DRA provides a quick snapshot of the anticipated surplus or deficit if a drought were to occur in the 
next five years.  If the City estimates a greater demand than supply available, estimated shortage 
response actions savings from the WSCP may be entered into the DRA.  WSCP savings can fall under 
supply augmentation or demand reduction estimates that the City would expect to achieve during a 
water shortage.   

In contrast to the demands assessed in the previous Water Service Reliability Section that account for 
potential demand changes in dry year conditions, the demands for the DRA’s five-consecutive dry 
years were based on the normal demand as shown in Table 7-7 and Figure 7-6. The normal demands 
represent “unconstrained demand”. Unconstrained demand is water demand absent any water supply 
restrictions. This exercise allows an agency to get an indication of the potential amount of conservation 
that may be required to reduce demands.  Each supply source was assessed to determine constraints 
over the next five years.  
 

Table 7-7. DWR 7-5 Five-Year Drought Risk Assessment Tables to Address Water Code Section 10635(b) 

 

2021 

Gross Water Use, AFY  28,464 

Total Supplies, AFY  28,464 

Surplus/Shortfall without WSCP Action, AFY 0 

Planned WSCP Actions (Use Reduction and Supply Augmentation) 

WSCP (Supply Augmentation Benefit)   

WSCP (Use Reduction Savings Benefit)   

Revised Surplus/Shortfall, AFY 0 

Resulting Percent Use Reduction from WSCP Action 0% 

2022 

Gross Water Use, AFY  28,501 

Total Supplies, AFY  28,501 

Surplus/Shortfall without WSCP Action, AFY 0 

Planned WSCP Actions (Use Reduction and Supply Augmentation) 

WSCP (Supply Augmentation Benefit)   

WSCP (Use Reduction Savings Benefit)   

Revised Surplus/Shortfall, AFY 0 

Resulting Percent Use Reduction from WSCP Action 0% 

*Table continues on the next page. 
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2023 

Gross Water Use, AFY  28,540 

Total Supplies, AFY  28,540 

Surplus/Shortfall without WSCP Action, AFY 0 

Planned WSCP Actions (Use Reduction and Supply Augmentation) 

WSCP (Supply Augmentation Benefit)   

WSCP (Use Reduction Savings Benefit)   

Revised Surplus/Shortfall, AFY 0 

Resulting Percent Use Reduction from WSCP Action 0% 

2024 

Gross Water Use, AFY  28,578 

Total Supplies, AFY  28,578 

Surplus/Shortfall without WSCP Action, AFY 0 

Planned WSCP Actions (Use Reduction and Supply Augmentation) 

WSCP (Supply Augmentation Benefit)   

WSCP (Use Reduction Savings Benefit)   

Revised Surplus/Shortfall, AFY 0 

Resulting Percent Use Reduction from WSCP Action 0% 

2025 

Gross Water Use, AFY  28,819 

Total Supplies, AFY  28,819 

Surplus/Shortfall without WSCP Action, AFY 0 

Planned WSCP Actions (Use Reduction and Supply Augmentation) 

WSCP (Supply Augmentation Benefit)   

WSCP (Use Reduction Savings Benefit)   

Revised Surplus/Shortfall, AFY 0 

Resulting Percent Use Reduction from WSCP Action 0% 
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Figure 7-6. DRA Projected Supply. 

 

While the DRA for 2021-2025 indicates that supplies can reliably meet demand, application of the same 
conditions to the City’s projected supply portfolio through 2045 indicate that additional conservation 
may be required to meet long-term unconstrained normal demands.  
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U RBA N WA TER  M ANA G EME NT  P LA N  

Water Shortage Contingency 
Plan 

This Water Shortage Contingency Plan (WSCP) is a detailed plan for how 

the City of Oxnard (City) intends to predict and respond to foreseeable 

and unforeseeable water shortages.  This chapter provides an overview 

of the portions of the City’s WSCP.  The standalone WSCP is included in 

Appendix A. 

The California Water Code Section 10632 requires that every 

urban water supplier that serves more than 3,000 acre-feet per 

year or has more than 3,000 connections to prepare and adopt 

a standalone Water Shortage Contingency Plan (WSCP) as 

part of its UWMP.  The City’s WSCP is included as Appendix A 

and will be separately submitted to DWR. The WSCP is 

developed separately from the City’s 2020 UWMP and can be 

amended, as needed, without amending the UWMP. 

IN THIS SECTION 

• Overview of the 
WSCP Components  

 

The WSCP is a strategic plan that the City uses to prepare for and respond to 

foreseeable and unforeseeable water shortages. A water shortage occurs when water 

supply available is insufficient to meet the normally expected customer water use at a 

given point in time.  A shortage may occur due to a number of reasons, such as water 

supply quality changes, climate change, drought, regional power outage, and 

catastrophic events (e.g., earthquake).  Additionally, the State may declare a statewide 

drought emergency and mandate that water suppliers reduce demands, as occurred in 

2014.  The WSCP serves as the operating manual that the City will use to prevent 

catastrophic service disruptions through proactive, rather than reactive, mitigation of 

water shortages.
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The WSCP provides a process for an annual water supply and demand assessment and structured 

steps designed to respond to actual conditions. This level of detailed planning and preparation provide 

accountability and predictability and will help the City maintain reliable supplies and reduce the impacts 

of any supply shortages and/or interruptions.   

The WSCP must be updated based on new requirements every five years and will be adopted as a 

current update for submission to the California Department of Water Resources. 

 

8.1 Overview of the WSCP Components 
The Water Code establishes several prescriptive elements which must be included in a retail water 
supplier’s WSCP.  Each element and its location within the WSCP is described below. 
 

Water Supply Reliability Analysis 

Summarizes the City’s water supply analysis 
and reliability and identifies any key issues that 
may trigger a shortage condition. 
 

Annual Water Supply and Demand 
Assessment Procedures 

Describes the key data inputs, evaluation 
criteria, and methodology for assessing the 
system’s reliability for the coming year and the 
steps to formally declare any water shortage 
levels and response actions. 
 

Six Standard Shortage Stages 

Establishes water shortage levels to clearly 
identify and prepare for shortages. 
 

Shortage Response Actions 

Describes the response actions that may be 
implemented or considered for each stage to 
reduce gaps between supply and demand.  
 

Communication Protocols 

Describes communication protocols under each 
stage to ensure customers, the public, and 
government agencies are informed of shortage 
conditions and requirements. 
 

Compliance and Enforcement 

Defines compliance and enforcement actions 
available to administer demand reductions.  
 

 

Legal Authority 

Lists the legal documents that grant the City the 
authority to declare a water shortage and 
implement and enforce response actions.    
 

Financial Consequences of WSCP 
Implementation 

Describes the anticipated financial impact of 
implementing water shortage stages and 
identifies mitigation strategies to offset financial 
burdens.   
 

Monitoring and Reporting 

Summarizes the monitoring and reporting 
techniques to evaluate the effectiveness of 
shortage response actions and overall WSCP 
implementation.  Results are used to determine 
if additional shortage response actions should 
be activated or if efforts are successful and 
response actions should be reduced.  
 

WSCP Refinement Procedures 

Describes the factors that may trigger updates 
to the WSCP and outlines how to complete an 
update.  
 

Special Water Features Distinctions 

Identifies exemptions for decorative features 
aside from pools and spas. 
 

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and Availability 

Describes the process for the WSCP adoption, 
submittal, and availability after each revision.  
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This WSCP was prepared in conjunction with the City’s 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) 
and is a standalone document that can be modified as needed.  This document is compliant with the 
California Water Code (CWC) Section 10632 and incorporated guidance from the State of California 
Department of Water Resources (DWR) UWMP Guidebook (California Department of Water 
Resources, 2021). 

 





 

  
 

 
U RBA N WA TER  M ANA G EME NT  P LA N  

Demand Management 
Measures 

This section describes the water Demand Management Measures (DMMs), 

also known as Best Management Practices (BMPs), implemented by the 

City as a part of the effort to reduce water demands. 

In 2005, the City became a signatory to the California Urban 

Water Conservation Council’s (CUWCC) memorandum of 

understanding, establishing a firm commitment to the 

implementation of DMMs. The CUWCC was a consensus-

based partnership of agencies and organizations concerned 

with water supply and conservation of natural resources in 

California.  

IN THIS SECTION 

• Public Outreach 

• Highlight Statement 

• Highlight Statement 

 

By becoming a member, the City demonstrated its commitment to implement a specific 

set of locally cost-effective conservation practices in its service area.  Over the following 

years, CUWCC members, including the City, submitted BMP reports detailing progress. 

In March 2018, the CUWCC was replaced by the California Water Efficiency Partnership 

(CalWEP) and the City joined the organization shortly thereafter.  CalWEP’s mission is 

to maximize urban water efficiency and conservation throughout California by supporting 

and integrating innovative technologies and practices; encouraging effective public 

policies; advancing research, training, and public education; and building collaborative 

approaches and partnerships. As an active CalWEP member, the City will continue to 

collaborate to achieve greater water use efficiency for our local community.   

The California Water Code requires a narrative description that addresses the nature 

and extent of each DMM implemented over the past five years and DMMs that the 

supplier plans to implement to achieve its water use targets pursuant to CWC Section 

10608.20. The required DMM narratives are provided in the following subsections.

9-1 
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9.1 Demand Management Measures for Wholesale Suppliers 
This section is not applicable to the City of Oxnard.  The City is a retail supplier only. 

 

9.2 Existing Demand Management Measures for Retail 
 

9.2.1 Water Waste Prevention Ordinances 

As detailed in Appendix A, the City restricts water waste through its municipal code. Ordinances 2729, 
2810 and 2826 comprise the City’s water waste prevention ordinances. Additionally, the City Council 
adopted Resolution No. 14682 on July 29, 2014, and Resolution No. 14781 on May 5, 2015, thereby, 
declaring a Stage 2 water shortage and imposing mandatory water conservation measures. Due to 
ongoing local drought conditions and groundwater supply uncertainties, the City has officially remained 
in a Stage 2 water shortage. However, following the lifting of the State’s drought emergency restrictions 
in 2017, the City’s Stage 2 conservation activities have primarily focused on public education and 
outreach. In coordination with Water Shortage Contingency Plan updates, the City will reset to the 
appropriate stage and implement any needed actions as directed in the new plan. 

 

9.2.2 Metering 

All of the City’s customers are metered and billed volumetrically on a monthly basis using an Automatic 
Meter Reading (AMR) system. Commercial, industrial and institutional accounts and parks are 
encouraged to have dedicated irrigation meters. In addition, the City has identified Advanced Metering 
Infrastructure (AMI) technologies as a conservation priority. This technology is being implemented and 
will be very helpful in identifying leaks, mitigating losses, and monitoring customer usage. Full 
implementation will begin in fiscal year 2021-2022 and is projected to continue in phases until AMI is 
deployed system-wide by fiscal year 2024-2025. 

 

9.2.3 Conservation Pricing 
The City’s pricing structure is based on the cost of service and includes both a fixed monthly service 
charge and a per-unit charge. The monthly fixed charge is based on meter size and includes a water 
resource fee and a security and contamination prevention fee. The per-unit charge includes the cost of 
water supply, treatment and distribution. To determine the per unit charge, the City uses an increasing 
block water rate schedule; a set amount of water is allocated for each tier and customers pay a higher 
rate for additional water usage into the next higher tier. The per-unit charge is designed to 
proportionally allocate a greater share of the costs of service to those whose higher water usage 
generates additional costs to the City. It incidentally promotes efficient water usage and conservation 
through pricing signals that the more customers use, the more they will pay. The rate structure reflects 
the City’s various sources of supply, coupled with specific consumption patterns that directly impact the 
City’s costs. The amount of water allocated per tier was last revised based on the 2017 Cost of Service 
Study and rates were accordingly adjusted, effective September 1, 2017. 

 

9.2.4 Public Education and Outreach  
Public outreach is a critical component of the City’s conservation efforts. Water conservation is 
promoted through a variety of informational programs and public events. The City offers conservation 
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brochures and posters, activity booklets, public outreach displays, oral presentations, and workshops to 
inform the public of conservation efforts at a variety of different local community events throughout the 
year. The City raises awareness about water conservation through paid advertising, press releases, 
news ads and media events and provides its customers with a water usage comparison on their water 
bills. Additionally, the City’s web page (OxnardWater.org) provides information related to programs, 
rebates, water saving tips and announcements about upcoming events. The City also benefits from 
outreach programs provided through Metropolitan and Calleguas. 

 

9.2.5 Programs to Assess and Manage Distribution System Real Losses 

The City repairs all reported leaks and locates and repairs unreported leaks. Additionally, the City’s 
Public Works Integrated Master Planning identifies aging pipelines prone to leakage to support a more 
robust pipeline replacement program, thereby reducing water loss from aging infrastructure. 

The City recognizes the need to optimize local water resources, minimize the need for imported water 
and discourages wasteful practices. The City conducts water audits, leak detection, and repairs on an 
ongoing basis. Through metering, the City closely monitors water production and consumption, and 
investigates any unaccounted-for water to identify water loss. The City’s AMR metering systems identify 
leaks on the customers’ side of the meter. If a customer has uncharacteristically high (greater than 20% 
of the past month) monthly water use, the City contacts the customer for a leak evaluation. 

In addition, the State Water Resources Control Board is developing water loss performance standards 
for urban retail water suppliers.  Preliminary draft standards have identified 16.6 gallons per connection 
for the City by 2028.  The City anticipates that AMR will provide the necessary to tools to assist 
customers in reducing water loss. 

The City's field staff regularly watches for water waste and leaks then notifies and works with 
customers to address the situation. Supervisors, customer service staff, meter readers, and the 
flushing/sampling crew inspect customer usage routinely for anomalies. Incidents of water waste are 
investigated and recommendations for correction are provided. Water sources are regulated and can 
be disconnected in cases of excessive leakage and/or facilities failure. 

Since 2016, the City has annually completed an AWWA’s M36 Water Loss analysis, which consists of a 
component analysis of leaks into “revenue” and “non-revenue” categories, among others, and an 
economic analysis of recoverable loss. The most recent water loss audit was completed and verified for 
CY 2019. 

 

9.2.6 Water Conservation Program Coordination and Staffing Support 
As of 2019, the City has a full-time Water Conservation Outreach Coordinator, a Water Conservation 
Outreach Technician and a Water Division Outreach/Education Specialist. In 2021, a new Water 
Conservation Outreach Supervisor position was also added. These staff members and the City’s 
conservation program are also supported by the Calleguas and Metropolitan conservation programs 
and their water conservation staff to encourage and promote regional water efficiency. 

 

9.2.7 Other Demand Management Measures 
Residential Plumbing Retrofit: The City provides free water conservation devices to residents at water 
conservation events and upon request. The free water conservation devices include showerheads, 
kitchen faucet aerators, bathroom faucet aerators, toilet flappers, and hose nozzles. Due to COVID-19 
restrictions, no public events were held in 2020. In order to encourage conservation while more 
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customers were at home, the City conducted a Curbside Conservation program in October 2020, 
distributing over 150 personalized kits of conservation devices to customers. 
 

Innovation Project: In 2019, the City partnered with the Oxnard Housing Authority to conduct a toilet 
leak detection pilot program for multi-unit buildings. Utilizing Sensor Industries (SI) innovative 
technology, the program was implemented at Palm Vista, a 100-unit senior living, low-income 
apartment building with 106 toilets. The SI system tracks leaks using a Wi-Fi mesh system to collect 
data from sensors installed on individual toilet supply lines. The sensors identify precisely which toilet is 
malfunctioning in real time alerting maintenance staff to the issue so the leak can be fixed promptly. 
The pilot program was very successful with an estimated 20% reduction in water use. Based on the 
project’s effectiveness, the Oxnard Housing Authority’s maintenance team is installing the system at 
additional low-income apartments.  
 

School Education Programs: In 2016 and 2017, the City of Oxnard Water Conservation Student Art 
Contest encouraged K-8 grade students to think critically about the importance of water resources and 
offer creative examples of ways to conserve water. The Art Contest entry form was distributed to all K 
to 8 grade students within the City’s water distribution service area, which includes four public school 
districts and several private schools. 

The City coordinated a school assembly program in 2019 and 2020 with the “H2O, Where Do You Go?” 
show, which meets the state education framework requirement. In 2020, the assembly format was 
transitioned into a virtual learning format due to COVID-19 restrictions.  
 

Water Efficient Landscaping Resources and Water Conservation Demonstration Gardens: 
Residents participated in water wise landscaping and irrigation classes and hands-on workshops 
through February 2020. In July 2020, in person classes were replaced with virtual learning. Ventura 
County water agencies and cities collaborated and sponsored the popular Ventura County Water Wise 
Gardening website (www.venturacountygardening.com) to provide landscaping resources specifically 
for our local climate and ecosystem. The website gets approximately 2,500 visits each year from 
computers based out of the City. Also, the City maintains four water conservation gardens. They are 
located at the Water Campus, South Oxnard Library, Fire Station No. 1, and Fire Station No. 4. In 2020, 
turf was removed and a water wise landscape was installed in front of City Hall. 
 

Rebates: City customers have access to rebates offered by Metropolitan in collaboration with 
Calleguas. These rebates change from year to year but when available, customers are notified by way 
of bill inserts and other media channels and current information is always posted on the City’s website. 
 

Water Neutrality Policy: the City evaluates proposed developments to determine whether the proposed 
development is within the supply and demand forecasts contained in the City’s most recent UWMP or 
General Plan EIR (City of Oxnard, May 2017).  Should a proposed development require additional 
water than previously planned for in the City’s UWMP or General Plan EIR, then the proposed 
development may be required to offset its water demand with a supplemental water supply.  Possible 
supplemental supply options may include existing FCGMA groundwater allocations that are transferred 
to the City, increased efficiency and water conservation or recycled water retrofit projects, additional 
water supplies, or a combination of efforts (City of Oxnard, May 2017). More information can be found 
in the Oxnard CEQA Guidelines at https://www.oxnard.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/CEQA-
Guidelines-Color.pdf.  

 

 

 

https://www.oxnard.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/CEQA-Guidelines-Color.pdf
https://www.oxnard.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/CEQA-Guidelines-Color.pdf
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9.3 Reporting Implementation 
 

9.3.1 Implementation Over the Past Five Years 

The following sections describe the DMMs implemented by the City for the 2016 through 2020 calendar 
years. 

9.3.1.1 Public Education 

In 2016 and 2017, the City held its student water conservation art contest. The award-winning artwork 
was displayed at the Carnegie Art Museum during a special event. The students participated in a 
recognition ceremony at the museum and at a City Council Meeting. In addition to this, the City held 
five educational events for secondary education students.  Oxnard facilitated a school assembly 
program in 2019 and 2020 with the “H2O, Where Do You Go?” show, which meets the state education 
framework requirement. In 2020, the assembly format was transitioned into a virtual learning format due 
to COVID-19 restrictions. Table 9-1 summarizes the City’s water conservation education efforts from 
2016 to 2020. 

 

Table 9-1: Public Water Conservation Education 2016 - 2020. 
 

 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 TOTAL 

K-6 School Live Assemblies and Virtual 
Presentations 

0 0 0 5 20 25 

High School Visits/Secondary Education 0 0 0 3 2 5 

TOTAL ESTIMATED STUDENT AUDIENCE 0 0 0 1,488 2,956 4,444 

 

9.3.1.2 Public Outreach 

The City has undertaken approximately 400 public outreach measures between 2016 and 2020. 
Outreach messages have included subjects related to water conservation, drought, ocean friendly 
gardens, water wise landscaping, water conservation BMPs, the impact of water conservation on water 
quality, and available rebate and retrofit offers. Total outreach activities from 2016 to 2020 are listed in 
Table 9-2. 
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Table 9-2. Public Outreach 2016 - 2020. 
 

OUTREACH METHOD 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 TOTAL 

Printed Messages 7 3 6 6 6 28 

Presentations 4 3 3 2 1 13 

Booths at Local Fairs/Events 4 4 6 13 7 34 

Website Ads and Updates 7 4 6 12 12 41 

Monthly Water Use Reports 12 12 12 12 12 60 

Landscape Workshops 4 1 1 17 5 28 

News Releases 6 2 4 4 1 17 

Social Media Posts 25 10 5 30 35 105 

Newspaper Contacts/ads 2 2 2 2 2 10 

Television Contacts/DMV ads 2 0 2 3 6 14 

Radio Ads and Interviews 4 4 4 4 4 20 

Digital Road Sign or Lawn Sign 25 0 0 0 0 25 

NOTES: “Printed Messages” includes fliers, brochures, bill stuffers, door hangers, handouts, messages printed on bill, etc. “Website Ads and Updates” 

includes updates of oxnardwater.org and ventura.watersavingplants.com 

 

9.3.1.3 Water Waste Tracking 

The City responds to water violation/waste and leak alerts from its residents through its 311 incident 
reporting app and its Customer Call Center. 

From 2016 to 2020, the City cataloged 768 alerts and issued over 77 warnings to reduce wasteful water 
use. Table 9-3 summarizes documented water waste/leak alerts and issued notices over the last five 
years. During 2019 and 2020, water conservation staff contacted customers directly by phone to notify 
them regarding observed water waste activities and to offer information such as rebates/incentives for 
helpful water conservation devices. 
 

Table 9-3. Water Waste Tracking Summary 2016 - 2020. 
 

 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 TOTAL 

Log Entries 231 114 98 158 167 768 

Warnings/Notices 
Issued 

77 0 0 0 0 77 

NOTES: Additional warnings and notices, which have been documented in the City’s alert logs, were given in person by staff, by phone or email. 

 

9.3.1.4 Device Retrofiting 

The City offers free retrofits of bathroom and irrigation fixtures to reduce water loss. Free devices were 
offered every year for the last five years. In 2016, the City completed landscape audits and installed 
water efficient nozzles, rain sensor devices and controllers for parks and schools through the 
Proposition 84 grant for the Ventura County Regional Urban Landscape Efficiency Program (VCRULE). 



Demand Management Measures Section 9 

 

City of Oxnard 9-7 2020 Urban Water Management Plan 
 

Many devices were distributed by water staff at booth events held locally. Due to COVID-19 and the 
social distancing measures in 2020, the City implemented a pilot Curbside Water Conservation 
Program where customers were provided with water efficient devices to conserve water at home.  
Table 9-4 provides an annualized summary of distributed water devices and fixtures. 
 

Table 9-4. Device Retrofits 2016 - 2020. 
 

RETROFIT/EXCHANGE DEVICE 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 TOTAL 

Shower Heads 0 0 0 0 134 134 

Kitchen Faucet Aerators 0 0 0 0 4 4 

Bathroom Faucet Aerators 100 100 100 200 404 904 

Toilet Flapper 50 50 50 50 253 453 

Toilet Leak Detector Tablets 100 100 100 500 185 985 

Moisture Meters 0 0 0 200 154 354 

Precision Irrigation Nozzles 10,098 0 10 200 154 10,462 

Irrigation Rain Sensors 1 0 0 0 0 11 

Irrigation Controllers 70 0 0 0 0 70 

OVERALL TOTAL 13,377 

 

9.3.1.5 Rebates 

City residents who wish to upgrade to high efficiency appliances and irrigation devices as well as 
remove turf are directed to the bewaterwise.com (SoCal Water$mart) website. Rebate information and 
bewaterwise.com links are also found on the City’s website (OxnardWater.org). The rebate incentives 
are offered and managed by Metropolitan in collaboration with Calleguas. The City has actively 
promoted these residential and commercial rebates through bill inserts and social media with 
approximately 1,268 customers taking advantage of the program since 2015. 
 

9.3.2 Implementation Achieve Water Use Targets 

Through the implementation of its active water conservation program, the City has met its Interim Water 
Use Target for 2015 and its Confirmed Water use Target for 2020. To maintain this level of water use 
as well as meet new future efficiency goals, the City intends to continue building and designing its 
outreach and programs to provide specific support for different customer sectors as appropriate. 

 

9.4 Water Use Objectives (Future Requirements) 
During the next five years, the City will continue its traditional outreach efforts, while seeking 
improvements and innovation. This includes expanded use of data and new tools to create tailored 
programs to drive greater water use efficiency. In 2021, the City launched WaterView, a water 
conservation software program that uses per-parcel Geographic Information System (GIS) mapping of 
landscape measurements and census data and combines City water customer consumption use. Since 
the information is geolocated, water consumption data and the State’s efficient water use goals can be 
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more easily compared to design conservation programs. The City will need to achieve State-mandated 
water use goals (AB1668 and SB 606) in the future and in order to do that, WaterView will provide the 
data to identify which customers may need assistance as well as the information to determine what kind 
of assistance/messaging/outreach may be most effective for various customer groups.   

In addition, the water conservation program intends to leverage customer outreach and data collection 
capabilities from the new AMI system. These systems provide a wide-range of opportunities to educate 
customers, identify and catch leaks early, and improve customer service and business processes. With 
a much larger data set of consumption information across usage sectors, patterns can be analyzed for 
potential water savings and efficiencies. 

During the same timeframe, the City will be implementing a new billing system and reviewing water 
rates as well as the rate structure itself. New types of rates, such as budget-based rates, have gained 
greater acceptance as more easily understood by customers while providing a stable financial 
framework for water utilities. 

These programs, and more, will support and lead to the City’s achievement of its water use objectives 
and all other activities and requirements necessary to ensure that water conservation is an Oxnard way 
of life. 
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Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 
Implementation 

This chapter describes the steps taken to adopt, submit, and implement 

the UWMP, as well as document availability for public review. 

To fulfill the requirements of Water Code Section 10621(c), the 

City sent letters of notification of preparation of the 2020 UWMP 

to all local cities and other water agencies, regional authorities, 

and the County of Ventura 60 days prior to the public hearing.  

Copies of the 60-day notification letters are attached as 

Appendix D. 

IN THIS SECTION 

• Notification to Cities, 
Counties and other 
Water Agencies 

• Plan Submittal 

• Plan Amendment 
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10.1 Notice of Public Hearing 
On March 25, 2021 and August 17, 2021, the City notified all cities and counties within the service area 
of their intent to update the UWMP in accordance with the 60-day noticing required by the Water Code.  
A copy of this letter is included in Appendix D.  The public hearing was first noticed in the local paper on 
September 30, 2021, then on October 7, 2021.  The public hearing notices are attached as Appendix E. 
 

Table 10-1. DWR 10-1R Notification to Cities and Counties.  
 

CITY 60 DAY NOTICE NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING OTHER 

City of Camarillo Yes Yes  

City of Port Hueneme Yes Yes  

City of Ventura Yes Yes  

COUNTY 60 DAY NOTICE NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING OTHER 

County of Ventura Yes Yes  

Ventura County Watershed 
Protection District 

Yes Yes  

Ventura County Resource 
Management Agency 

Yes Yes  

Ventura Local Agency 
Formation Commission 

Yes Yes  

OTHER 60 DAY NOTICE NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING OTHER 

Calleguas Municipal Water 
District 

Yes Yes  

Metropolitan Water District Yes Yes  

Port Hueneme Water 
Agency 

Yes Yes  

United Water Conservation 
District 

Yes Yes  

Naval Base Ventura County Yes Yes  

Fox Canyon Groundwater 
Management Agency 

Yes Yes  

Channel Islands Beach 
Community Services District 

Yes Yes  
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10.2 Plan Adoption and Submittal 
The City’s final 2020 UWMP and Water Shortage Contingency Plan (WSCP) were formally adopted by 
the City on October 19, 2021, at a public City Council meeting.  A copy of the Adoption Resolution is 
included in Appendix K.  A copy of the final 2020 UWMP and WSCP were sent to the California State 
Library, DWR (electronically using the WUEdata reporting tool), and all cities and counties within the 
City’s service area within 30 days of adoption.  

 

10.3 Amending an Adopted UWMP or WSCP 
The implementation of this plan shall be carried out as described unless significant changes occur 
between the adoption of this plan and the 2025 plan.  If such significant changes do occur, the City will 
amend and readopt the plan as required by the California Water Code.  The same applies to the 
WSCP.     

Amendments to the City’s 2020 UWMP and WSCP will be made on an as needed basis. Should the 
City need to amend the adopted 2020 UWMP or WSCP in the future, the City will hold a public hearing 
for review of the proposed amendments to the document and send a 60-day notification letter to all 
local cities, water agencies, regional authorities, and the County of Ventura and notify the general 
public. Once the amended document is adopted, a finalized document will be sent electronically to the 
California State Library and DWR through the WUEdata reporting tool.  Furthermore, all cities and 
counties within the City’s service area will be notified of adoption of the updated plan within 30 days. 
The amended plan will be available to the public both online at the City’s website and in person at City 
Hall during normal business hours. 
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Water Shortage Contingency Plan 
This Water Shortage Contingency Plan (WSCP) is a detailed plan for how the City of 

Oxnard (City) intends to predict and respond to foreseeable and unforeseeable water 

shortages. 

A water shortage occurs when the water supply is reduced to a level that 
cannot support typical demand at any given time. The WSCP is used to provide 
guidance to the City’s governing body, staff, and the public by identifying 
anticipated shortages and response actions to allow for efficient management 
of any water shortage with predictability and accountability. Preparation 
provides the tools to maintain reliable supplies and reduce the impacts of 
supply interruptions due to a range of conditions including extended drought, 
production capacity limitations, catastrophic supply interruptions, or other 
unforeseen shortages. 
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The WSCP describes the following: 
 

Water Supply Reliability Analysis: Summarizes the City’s water supply analysis and reliability and 
identifies any key issues that may trigger a shortage condition. 
 

Annual Water Supply and Demand Assessment Procedures: Describes the key data inputs, 
evaluation criteria, and methodology for assessing the system’s reliability for the coming year and the 
steps to formally declare any water shortage levels and response actions. 
 

Six Standard Shortage Stages: Establishes water shortage levels to clearly identify and prepare for 
shortages. 
 

Shortage Response Actions: Describes the response actions that may be implemented or considered 
for each stage to reduce gaps between supply and demand.  
 

Communication Protocols: Describes communication protocols under each stage to ensure 
customers, the public, and government agencies are informed of shortage conditions and requirements. 
 

Compliance and Enforcement: Defines compliance and enforcement actions available to administer 
demand reductions.  
 

Legal Authority: Lists the legal documents that grant the City the authority to declare a water shortage 
and implement and enforce response actions.    
 

Financial Consequences of WSCP Implementation:  Describes the anticipated financial impact of 
implementing water shortage stages and identifies mitigation strategies to offset financial burdens.   
 

Monitoring and Reporting: Summarizes the monitoring and reporting techniques to evaluate the 
effectiveness of shortage response actions and overall WSCP implementation.  Results are used to 
determine if additional shortage response actions should be activated or if efforts are successful and 
response actions should be reduced.  
 

WSCP Refinement Procedures: Describes the factors that may trigger updates to the WSCP and 
outlines how to complete an update.  
 

Special Water Features Distinctions: Identifies exemptions for decorative features aside from pools 
and spas. 
 

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and Availability: Describes the process for the WSCP adoption, submittal, 
and availability after each revision.  
 

This WSCP was prepared in conjunction with the City’s 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) 
and is a standalone document that can be modified as needed.  This document is compliant with the 
California Water Code (CWC) Section 10632 and incorporated guidance from the State of California 
Department of Water Resources (DWR) UWMP Guidebook (California Department of Water 
Resources, 2021). 
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1.1 Water Supply Reliability Analysis 
As part of the 2020 UWMP, the City performed a supply reliability analysis for normal, single-dry, and five-

year consecutive dry periods.  The analysis considered different factors that influenced the City’s various 

supply sources, including the Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency (FCGMA) allocation ramp-down 

of 45% by 2040, additional groundwater allocation reduction based on historical trends, utilization of 

groundwater credits and allocations, and utilization of Calleguas supply to reduce costs and meet water 

quality requirements.  The City has a very diverse supply portfolio and will manage it to meet customer 

demands under all water year scenarios. However, the City will continue to promote conservation as an 

important component of the portfolio that may be more cost effective than use of other supplies.         

The 2020 UWMP also includes a Drought Risk Assessment (DRA) to analyze supply reliability for 
2021-2025 considering normal, unconstrained demand.  Unconstrained demand refers to the typical 
demand not influenced by other factors, such as demand reduction or limitations on use.  The DRA 
assessed future reliability based on consideration of historical supply availability and potential changes 
to historical conditions in the future. While the Water Service Reliability and DRA of the 2020 UWMP 
identify the ability meet demand under most historical and anticipated dry year conditions, there is the 
potential for supply to not meet unconstrained demands in 2045 without conservation. Furthermore, 
there is potential for supply to be significantly impacted by catastrophic factors, such as natural 
disasters and operational/infrastructure failure events. This WSCP addresses the process to assess 
and address shortages under these catastrophic conditions.  

 

1.2 Annual Water Supply and Demand Assessment 
Beginning in 2022, the City will perform an Annual Water Supply and Demand Assessment (Annual 
Assessment) each April for the following water year (October 1 to September 30) to determine if there 
is a need to implement the WSCP and to what extent.  Key data inputs, evaluation criteria, and 
procedures for developing the Annual Assessment are described in this section. 

 

1.2.1 Key Data Inputs 

 Key data inputs and their sources for the Annual Assessment are summarized in Table 1. 

 

Table 1. Key Data Inputs for the Annual Assessment 

KEY DATA INPUT SOURCE 

City of Oxnard Groundwater City production reports and supply allocations 

United O-H Groundwater City production reports and supply allocations 

Calleguas Imported Water Each spring, the City provides a water use projection to 
Calleguas for the following five years. Oxnard and the 
Port Hueneme Water Agency share a Tier 1 allotment, 
which based on the historical 10-year use. 

*The City is not limited by the Tier 1 allotment and may 
purchase more water at a higher rate, if necessary.  
The City tries to avoid using Calleguas water above the 
Tier 1 allotment to keep costs down. 

Recycled Water City production reports 
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1.2.2 Evaluation Criteria 

Staff will use the key data inputs and Annual Assessment procedures to evaluate supply reliability.  
Supply reliability is based on dry year supply availability and typical unconstrained demand, as 
calculated in the City’s UWMP.  The City will determine supply levels in the Annual Assessment and 
calculate if there is a shortage, compared to normal year supply conditions.  The City will also consider 
any shortage declarations established by Calleguas Municipal Water District (Calleguas), a member 
agency of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan), in the analysis. 

Additional conditions that may be evaluated include the loss of any supply sources or key infrastructure 
(such as the Oxnard-Hueneme pipeline), any natural disasters, or State-mandated declarations or 
policies.  In the event that any critical components are impacted and unable to support the City, the City 
will reevaluate and work to regain supply sources as quickly as possible. 

 

1.2.3 Annual Water Supply and Demand Assessment Procedure 

The City performs the Annual Assessment in April.  Steps to conduct the Annual Assessment are as 
follows:  

1. The Annual Assessment is led by the Water Resources Manager.  The Water Resources 
Manager shall coordinate with conservation, production, distribution, recycled water, and 
development staff as necessary to prepare the Annual Assessment. 

2. Staff will evaluate supply amounts for the coming year. 

a. City groundwater: Staff will analyze historical production and anticipated production. 

i. Determine if there are any maintenance needs that would require a shut-down of 
any wells. 

ii. Determine if there is a need to decrease typical pumping to protect against 
seawater intrusion or contamination. 

iii. Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency (FCGMA) sets allocations for 
water years (October 1 – September 30).  It is expected that FCGMA will 
communicate allocations to Oxnard in a timely manner.  Based on the past, 
allocations have been set no less than one year in advance. Over the next 20 
years, allocations may be known well in advance as gradual pumping reductions 
are expected to be implemented to comply with the Oxnard Basin Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan. 

b. United Groundwater 

i. Distinguish if there are any planned outages that would restrict United from 
delivering water to Oxnard.  

c. Calleguas imported water availability 

i. Distinguish if there are any limitations on allocations imposed by Calleguas or 
Metropolitan. 

d. Recycled Water 

i. Recycled water supply should be stable and quantities known once in full 
operation.  The City will track recycled water supply and storage amounts.   

e. Infrastructure updates or limitations 

i. Staff will identify any pieces of infrastructure that are out of service or in need of 
maintenance within the next year. 

ii. Staff will identify any on-going water supply projects that will be complete within 
the next year and will be available as a supply source. 
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f. Staff will track supply for the previous year by supply source on a monthly basis to 
develop estimates of available supply for the coming year. 

3. Staff will forecast the demand for the coming year. 

a. Staff will continue to monitor demand for supply blending purposes.     

b. Staff will track demand for the previous year by customer class on a monthly basis to 
inform demand estimates for the coming year. 

c. Staff will consider any drought declarations in place as determined by the U.S. Drought 
Monitor (USDM), which is updated each Thursday to show the location and intensity of 
drought across California using a five-category system, from Abnormally Dry (D0) 
conditions to Exceptional Drought (D4).  

d. Staff will consider any State-mandated declarations and policies that may influence 
water demand.  

4. Demands will first be met by local supply sources to the extent possible, and then supplemented 
with imported water from Calleguas. 

5. Staff will analyze the total supply available compared to normal supply to determine if there are 
supply reductions.  The percentage of deficit will be calculated and related to the shortage 
stages identified in the following section. 

6. Staff will analyze the total supply available for the coming year and compare to the future 
demand to determine if there is a supply/demand gap.  The percentage of deficit will be 
calculated and related to the shortage stages in this WSCP. 

a. Staff will assess if there is a need to implement the WSCP and the corresponding 
shortage stage declaration. 

7. Staff will compile the Annual Assessment findings and present recommendations to the Public 
Works and Transportation Committee, then to the City Council, if a shortage is anticipated.  The 
City Council will determine if a shortage stage should be declared and may make that 
declaration. 

 

1.3 Six Standard Water Shortage Levels 
The City has elected to establish six water shortages stages that are consistent with the six standard 
shortage stages set by DWR in their UWMP Guidebook. Shortage stages evaluate the gap in supply 
compared to normal year availability. The City evaluates shortage stages based on 10% increments. 
For example, a Stage 1 water shortage will be declared when water shortage levels are anywhere from 
1 to 10%.  Similarly, a Stage 2 water shortage will be declared when water shortage levels continue to 
decrease anywhere from 11 to 20% of typical conditions, and so on. A summary of the City’s water 
shortage stages is provided in Table 2.  
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Table 2. DWR 8-1 Water Shortage Contingency Plan Levels  
 

SHORTAGE 
LEVEL 

PERCENT SHORTAGE RANGE1 WATER SHORTAGE CONDITION  

1 Up to 10% Water Supply Watch 

2 Up to 20% Water Supply Alert 

3 Up to 30% Water Supply Warning 

4 Up to 40% Water Supply Emergency 

5 Up to 50% Severe Water Supply Emergency 

6 Greater than 50% Catastrophic Water Supply Emergency 

1 One stage in the Water Shortage Contingency Plan must address a water shortage of 50%. 

 

1.4 Shortage Response Actions 
The City developed a variety of shortage response actions to implement during each given shortage 
stage.  In the event of a water shortage emergency, the City will evaluate the cause of the emergency 
to help inform which response actions should be implemented.  Depending on the nature of the water 
shortage, the City can elect to implement one or several response actions to mitigate the shortage and 
reduce gaps between supply and demand.  The City has identified actions that fall within supply 
augmentation, demand reduction, operational changes, and additional mandatory restrictions, as 
recommended by DWR.  If necessary, the City may adopt additional actions not listed.      

During a declared water shortage condition, the water sources available to the City will be put to the 
maximum beneficial use to the greatest extent possible. The waste or unreasonable use of water will be 
prevented, and water available will be conserved for public welfare in the interests of City residents.  

Examples of the City’s general water waste prohibitions and restrictions include limits on outdoor 
irrigation watering hours; limits on running water duration; no run-off; drinking water service upon 
request (water served only upon customer request at public places where food is served); various 
prohibitions in the commercial sector; no filling or refilling of swimming pools; and waste in general, 
including any indiscriminate use of water which is wasteful. 

 

1.4.1 Demand Reduction 

The City has identified a variety of demand reduction actions to offset supply shortages.  These actions 
include, but are not limited to conservation and rebate programs, leak detection and repair, covers for 
pools and spas, equipping hoses with automatic shut-off nozzles, and others as shown in Table 3.  
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Table 3. DWR 8-2 Demand Reduction Actions 
 

SHORTAGE LEVEL  DEMAND REDUCTION ACTIONS SHORTAGE GAP 
REDUCTION, AFY 

ADDITIONAL EXPLANATION OR REFERENCE PENALTY, 
CHARGE, OR 

OTHER 
ENFORCEMENT 

All Expand Public Information Campaign     Yes 

All Reduce System Water Loss   

 
Yes 

All Other - Customers must repair leaks, breaks, and 
malfunctions in a timely manner 

5,196 EPA Cases in Water Conservation: How Efficiency 
Programs Help Water Utilities Save Water and 

Avoid Costs (United States Environmental 
Protection Agency, Office of Water, 2002) 

Yes 

All Other water feature or swimming pool restriction   Draining of pools or refilliong shall be done only 
for health and safety reasons. 

Yes 

All CII - Restaurants may only serve water upon request 12 Southwest Florida Water Management (Southwest 
Florida Water Management District, 2018) 

Yes 

All CII - Lodging establishment must offer opt out of linen 
service 

    Yes 

All CII - Commercial kitchens required to use pre-rinse spray 
valves 

1,824 EPA WaterSense, Saving Water in Restaurants 
(United States Environmental Protection Agency, 
2012) 

Yes 

All Pools and Spas - Require covers for pools and spas 26 Arlington, Virginia, Water & Utilities. (Arlington 
County Government, n.d.) 

Yes 

All Landscape - Other landscape restriction or prohibition   Free flowing hoses are prohibited; automatic shut-
off hoses are required. 

Yes 

All Landscape - Restrict or prohibit runoff from landscape 
irrigation 

    Yes 

All Landscape - Limit landscape irrigation to specific times 301 Texas Living Waters (Texas Living Waters Project, 
2018) 

Yes 

All Landscape - Limit landscape irrigation to specific days 840 CalWep WSCP Toolkit 2021; City of Sacramento 
and City of Clovis; AWE Use and Effectiveness of 
Municipal Irrigation Restrictions During Drought 
Study Report, January 2020. (California Water 
Efficiency Partnership, 2021) 

Yes 
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SHORTAGE LEVEL  DEMAND REDUCTION ACTIONS SHORTAGE GAP 
REDUCTION, AFY 

ADDITIONAL EXPLANATION OR REFERENCE PENALTY, 
CHARGE, OR 

OTHER 
ENFORCEMENT 

All Landscape - Limit landscape irrigation to specific days   Irrigation of parks, school ground areas, and road 
median landscaping will not be permitted more 
than twice a week and only if necessary. 

  

All Landscape - Prohibit certain types of landscape irrigation   Irrigation of ornamental turf on public medians 
with potable water prohibited. 

Yes 

All Landscape - Other landscape restriction or prohibition   Limits on watering duration. Watering or irrigation 
of lawns, landscape or other vegetated area with 
potable water using a landscape irrigation system 
or a watering device that is not continuously 
attended is limited to no more than 15 minutes per 
day per station. This does not apply to landscape 
irrigation systems that exclusively use high 
efficiency irrigation equipment, very low-flow drip 
type irrigation systems when no emitter produces 
more than two gallons of water per hour, and 
weather based controllers or high-efficiency 
stream rotor sprinklers. 

  

All Landscape - Restrict or prohibit runoff from landscape 
irrigation 

  Irrigation of newly constructed home and building 

exteriors with potable water is prohibited unless 
drip or microspray systems are used. 

Yes 

All Landscape - Other landscape restriction or prohibition   Golf course water use shall be limited. Limitation 
on the irrigation of roughs shall be implemented 
before limitations on fairway irrigation. Efficient 
use of recycled water on any golf course shall not 
be limited. 

  

All Landscape - Other landscape restriction or prohibition   Application of potable water to landscapes during 
and within 48 hours after measurable rainfall is 
prohibited. 

Yes 

All Other - Require automatic shut of hoses 8 Maryland Department of the Environment 
(Maryland Department of the Environment, n.d.) 

Yes 
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SHORTAGE LEVEL  DEMAND REDUCTION ACTIONS SHORTAGE GAP 
REDUCTION, AFY 

ADDITIONAL EXPLANATION OR REFERENCE PENALTY, 
CHARGE, OR 

OTHER 
ENFORCEMENT 

All Other - Prohibit use of potable water for construction and 
dust control 

2,361 Maryland Department of the Environment 
(Maryland Department of the Environment, n.d.) 

Yes 

All Other   The City may not issue new construction meters or 
short-term water use unless reclaimed or non-
potable water is used, unless potable water is 
necessary to protect the health, safety, or welfare . 

Yes 

All Other - Prohibit use of potable water for washing hard 
surfaces 

  No water use to clean surfaces. The use of running 
water from a hose, pipe, or faucet to clean 
buildings, pavement, tile, wood, plastic, driveways, 
parking lots, and other paved surfaces is 
prohibited, except for public health and safety 
reasons and then only with a hose and automatic 
shut-off nozzle. 

Yes 

All Decrease Line Flushing 143 CalWep WSCP Toolkit 2021; City of Clovis 
(California Water Efficiency Partnership, 2021) 

Yes 

All Implement or Modify Drought Rate Structure or Surcharge     Yes 

All Other 4,936 All types of rebates; EPA Cases in Water 

Conservation: How Efficiency Programs Help 
Water Utilities Save Water and Avoid Costs; 
Evaluating the Effectiveness of a Water 
Conservation Campaign: Combining Experimental 
and Field Methods (United States Environmental 
Protection Agency, Office of Water, 2002) 

Yes 

2 & Up Other   Reduce indoor and outdoor water use by specified 

percentage as determined (based on Shortage 
Stage).  Contact the City Water Division or visit 
OxnardWater.org for additional tips and 
techniques to reduce water use. 
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SHORTAGE LEVEL  DEMAND REDUCTION ACTIONS SHORTAGE GAP 
REDUCTION, AFY 

ADDITIONAL EXPLANATION OR REFERENCE PENALTY, 
CHARGE, OR 

OTHER 
ENFORCEMENT 

2 & Up Other   The use of water from fire hydrants shall be 
limited to fire fighting and related activities and 
other uses of water for municipal purposes shall be 
limited to activities necessary to maintain the 
public health, safety, and welfare. 

  

2 & Up Other   Commercial car wash and laundry systems. 
Installation of new or replacement non re-
circulating water systems in commercial conveyor 
car wash or commercial laundry systems is 
prohibited. 

  

2 & Up Other   The manager shall grant prior approval for water 
to be used on a one-time or short-term basis for 
construction and dust control. The user shall submit 
to the manager its water use plan at least 30 days 
in advance of the proposed use. 

  

3 & Up Other   Commercial/industrial cooling systems: installation 

of new or replacement single pass cooling systems 
in commercial or industrial buildings is prohibited. 

Yes 

3 & Up Water Features - Restrict water use for decorative water 
features, such as fountains 

    Yes 

3 & Up Water Features - Restrict water use for decorative water 
features, such as fountains 

  Where and when available, approved non-
potable water shall be used to fill or refill 
recreational or ornamental lakes, ponds, or 
fountains. When using non-potable water, the user 
shall post signs in conspicuous areas identifying the 

fact that non-potable water is being used. Newly 
installed or replacement ponds and fountains shall 
include recirculation pump(s) that maximize the 
efficiency and reuse of fill water. 

  

3 & Up Other water feature or swimming pool restriction   Watering to maintain the level of water in 
swimming pools shall occur only when essential. 
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SHORTAGE LEVEL  DEMAND REDUCTION ACTIONS SHORTAGE GAP 
REDUCTION, AFY 

ADDITIONAL EXPLANATION OR REFERENCE PENALTY, 
CHARGE, OR 

OTHER 
ENFORCEMENT 

4 & Up Other - Prohibit vehicle washing except at facilities using 
recycled or recirculating water 

      

4 & Up Landscape - Other landscape restriction or prohibition   Depending on the drought severity, the use of 
potable water for irrigation uses may be 
restricted or prohibited. The manager shall have 
the right to shut off water service to any such 
irrigation service upon seven days advance notice 
to the customer. 

Yes 

4 & Up Other   Issuance of building permits which require new or 
expanded water service may be limited or 
withheld, except to protect the public's health, 
safety and welfare, or in cases which meet the 
City Council adopted conservation and offset 
requirements. 

Yes 
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1.4.2 Supply Augmentation 
The City has a diverse supply portfolio and is currently looking to expand supply with additional 
permanent sources as discussed in Chapter 6.  The City expects to meet any supply shortages through 
adaptive supply portfolio management, effective communication and outreach efforts, operational 
changes, and demand reduction efforts from their customers. 

 

1.4.3 Operational Changes 

The City has identified several changes they can take to maximize supply and reduce demand during a 
water shortage stage.  These potential City actions could include, but are not limited to: 

➢ Flush watermains only on a complaint basis and/or suspend or modify its routine flushing 
schedule to reduce operational water use.   

➢ Monitor construction meters and fire hydrant meters for efficient water use.  In the event that a 
meter identifies wastes water, the City will take swift action to correct errors and ensure 
efficiency.  

➢ Restrict issuance of new permits for hydrant-construction or temporary construction meters. 

➢ Limit issuance of building permits which require new or expanded water service, except in cases 
that protect public health, safety and welfare as deemed by the City Council.  

➢ In severe water shortages, implement water emergency tiered pricing, pursuant to the 
requirements of Proposition 218 and in accordance with California Law. 

➢ Conduct water waste patrols in cooperation with staff from other departments.  

➢ Suspend consideration of annexations to its service area, unless the annexation increases the 
water supply available to the City more than the anticipated demands of the property to be 
annexed. 

 

1.4.4 Additional Mandatory Restrictions 

The City has identified additional mandatory restrictions to implement during a water shortage.  Such 
restrictions will first be evaluated on the type of shortage condition and the supply and demand gap to 
be met.  Restrictions could include, but are not limited to: 

➢ Irrigation of newly constructed home and building exteriors with potable water is prohibited 
unless drip or micro spray systems are used.   

➢ Irrigation of ornamental turf on public medians with potable water is prohibited. 

➢ The use of potable water for sanitation, irrigation and construction purposes, including but not 
limited to dust control, settling of backfill, flushing of plumbing lines, and washing of equipment, 
buildings and vehicles, shall be prohibited in all cases where it has been determined that use of 
reclaimed, recycled or other forms of non-potable water use is a feasible alternative. 

➢ Free flowing hoses are prohibited.  Automatic shut-off hoses are required. 

➢ No use of water to clean surfaces. The use of running water from a hose, pipe, or faucet to 
clean buildings, pavement, tile, wood, plastic, driveways, parking lots, and other paved surfaces 
is prohibited, except for public health and safety reasons and then only with a hose with an 
automatic shut-off nozzle. 

➢ Application of potable water to landscapes during and within 48 hours after measurable rainfall 
is prohibited. 

➢ Prohibit vehicle washing except at facilities using recycled or recirculating systems.  
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1.4.5 Emergency Response Plan 

Water supplies as well as other public facilities can be negatively impacted by catastrophic events, 
including regional power outages and earthquakes. The City of Oxnard Water Division Water System 
Emergency Response Plan (ERP) (AECOM for the City of Oxnard Water Division, January 2020) 
identifies action plans for various emergencies. Compared to many other purveyors, the City is well-
positioned to respond to such events because: 

➢ The City has multiple sources of water, including Calleguas, United and City wells. 

➢ Calleguas has an Imported Water Outage Protocol (IWOP). The IWOP is a local planning effort 
and follows a recommendation from the Calleguas’ Water Supply Alternatives Study to “prepare 
and codify a methodology for demand reduction during an outage.” 

➢ The City’s pipeline system has a tremendous by-pass system (“looping”), referring to the 
interconnection of pipelines and avoidance of critical pipelines where a break due to a seismic 
event, for example, would leave substantial areas of the City without water. 

➢ In terms of a regional power outage, the City has back-up diesel generators at its major facilities 
(i.e., blending stations and water wells). United also has generation capacity. There is also 
additional pumping capacity plus diesel-powered generation capacity at all wellfields and the 
Desalter facility. 

 

1.4.6 Seismic Risk Assessment and Mitigation Plan 
The City recently completed an update to their Emergency Response Plan (ERP) and performed a Risk 
and Resiliency Assessment (RRA) (AECOM for the City of Oxnard Water Division, January 2020) that 
analyzes seismic events and mitigation actions to offset any impacts from such an event.  The ERP and 
RRA were performed in accordance with America’s Water Infrastructure Act (AWIA) of 2018. The 
purpose of the RRA and ERP is to meet the AWIA compliance requirements and plan for long-term 
resilience of the City’s infrastructure.  

The RRA assessed the City’s water system to identify critical assets that may be vulnerable to 
malevolent threats and natural hazards such as a seismic event, as well as identified measures that 
can be taken to reduce risk and enhance resilience from service disruption for the benefit of customers. 
The RRA identifies and characterizes both infrastructure-specific and system-wide vulnerabilities and 
threats in addition to the consequences of disruption. The RRA also recognizes various options in 
addressing and mitigating risk due to intentional or accidental threats as well as natural hazards. 

The ERP includes prevention and detection measures for a wide range of emergency situations. In the 
case of a seismic event, the ERP includes specific responses to mitigate damage and provide safety for 
staff during the event as well as documents detailed responses and action items to complete following 
the event.  

The RRA, in conjunction with the ERP, charts a course for water system resilience. Since critical pieces 
of infrastructure and specific vulnerabilities are detailed in the RRA and critical response procedures 
are outlined in the ERP, the contents of these documents are confidential and for use by City staff only. 
However, the City can confirm that these plans meet the requirements set forth by AWIA and evaluate 
seismic risks and mitigation actions to the City’s infrastructure. 

The City also participated in the development of a Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan (MHMP) with the 
County of Ventura (AECOM for Ventura County, 2015).  The MHMP analyzed the vulnerability of water 
facilities, including various lift stations, blending stations, and the wastewater treatment plant.  The 
MHMP identified potential hazards that could affect the City, such as earthquakes and landslides.  In 
addition, the MHMP summarizes financial, legal, and regulatory resources to mitigate the effects if any 
hazard were to occur, as well as mitigation projects, programs, and other actions.  Furthermore, since 
the City obtains water from Calleguas and United, it is important to note that both Calleguas and United 
also participated in development of the MHMP.  
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1.4.7 Shortage Response Action Effectiveness 

The City has estimated the effectiveness of shortage response actions when data pertaining to such 
actions is available.  Estimates of the effectiveness of actions has been included in Table 3, assuming 
these actions are supported by successful communication and outreach efforts.  A summary of the 
potential savings by each action class is provided in Table 4. 

 

Table 4. Estimated Savings by Response Action Type 

ACTION TYPE ESTIMATED POTENTIAL SAVINGS, AFY 
PERCENTAGE OF ESTIMATED SAVINGS 

BY ACTION TYPE 

Demand Reduction 7,429 80% 

Operational Changes 143 2% 

Additional Mandatory Restrictions 1,738 19% 

Communication Efforts - - 

Total 9,310 100% 

 

1.5 Communication Protocols 
The City has developed an extensive plan to communicate the declaration of a shortage stage, inform 
restrictions, and provide updates during a water shortage stage.   The City’s  Code  authorizes the City 
Manager to issue notices pertaining to the WSCP and implement public outreach through press 
releases, print and broadcast media, and written and verbal communications to specifically impacted 
industry groups (such as public services, hotels, golf courses, school districts, developers, and 
restaurants) (City of Oxnard, n.d.).  The City’s website highlights water conservation and during a 
shortage event, would be consistently updated to reflect the most current information to help inform the 
community. Additionally, postcard notifications may be mailed directly to customers to explain current 
water restrictions and messages may be included with monthly water bills.  A summary of actions the 
City could potentially take during a specific shortage stage is outlined in Table 5.  
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Table 5. Communication and Outreach Actions by Shortage Stage. 

COMMUNICATION ACTION STAGE 1 STAGE 2 STAGE 3 STAGE 4 STAGE 5 STAGE 6 

Maintain public information and outreach focused 
on long term, ongoing conservation actions (e.g., 
rebates on water saving appliances, repairing 
leaks, and low water use landscaping). 

X X X X X X 

Initiate public information and advertising 
campaign. 

 X X    

Utilize regional partnerships for messaging and 
implementation. 

 X X X X X 

Focus messaging on shortage status and 
immediate behavioral changes. 

 X X    

Develop and distribute specific drought or incident 
information to customers. 

 X X X X X 

Special mailing/utility bill insert notifying of 
shortage stage and copy of stage requirements. 

 X X X X X 

Offer presentations to all local civic groups, HOAs 
and neighborhood associations. Work with groups 
to post City messaging/literature or links on 
respective websites, social media, or meetings. 

 X X X X X 

Further expand outreach efforts.   X X X X 

Modify messages to reflect more severe shortage 
condition and need for immediate behavioral 
changes. 

  X X X X 

Update website with required percent demand 
reduction information. 

  X X X X 

Open drought or shortage information center and 
establish conservation hotline. 

   X X X 

Initiate water waste enforcement through 
fines/patrols. 

   X X X 

Provide weekly updates on water shortage 
emergency (media briefings, web update, local 
newspaper, online ads, social media outlets). 

      

Modify utility billing system and bill format to 
accommodate residential rationing; add penalty 
rates. 

    X X 

Expand water waste patrols to 7 days a week.     X X 

Provide daily updates on water shortage 
emergency (media briefings, web update, local 
newspaper, online Ads, social media outlets). 

     
X 

Implement severe crisis communications plan and 
campaign. 

     
X 
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1.6 Compliance and Enforcement 
The City’s Water Conservation staff is diligent in monitoring water waste and the City website 
encourages the public to report water waste activities.  The Water Conservation staff proactively 
monitors consumption and responds to water waste reports. 

Chapter 22, Article VIII of the City’s Code (City of Oxnard, n.d.) pertains to water waste and outlines the 
prohibitions identified in this WSCP.  Section 22-137 defines the consequences for customers that 
violate any of the restrictions implemented to reduce demands during a water shortage stage.  
Consequences to violations include: 

➢ For the first violation, a written warning shall be entered upon the person's water service record. 

➢ For the second violation during a 12-month period, a surcharge shall be imposed on the 
customer in an amount equal to 25 percent of the most recent utility bill (exclusive of the sewer 
and refuse portion of the bill), or $25, whichever is greater, payable as part of the utility bill for 
the location at which the violation occurred. 

➢ For the third violation during a 12-month period, a surcharge shall be imposed on the customer 
in an amount equal to 50 percent of the most recent utility bill (exclusive of the sewer and refuse 
portion of the bill), or, $50, whichever is greater, payable as part of the utility bill for the location 
at which the violation occurred. 

➢ For a fourth violation during a 12-month period, the city shall be able to install, at the expense of 
the customer, a flow-restricting device of one gallon per minute (gpm) capacity on the location 
receiving water service through up to 1½-inch size distribution systems and comparatively sized 
restricting devices on locations receiving water service through larger distribution 
systems.  These devices shall be installed for a period of not less than 48 hours on the service 
of the customer at the location at which the violation occurred.  The charge for installation of 
such a flow-restricting device shall be based upon the size of the customer's meter and the 
actual cost of installation.  The flow-restricting device shall remain installed until removed as 
authorized by the city manager.  The charge for removal of the flow-restricting device and 
restoration of normal service shall be based on the city's actual cost.  In addition, a surcharge of 
50 percent of the most recent utility bill (exclusive of the sewer and refuse portion of the bill) 
shall be imposed for restoration of service.  Both charges shall be payable by the customer as 
part of the utility bill.  Restoration of service shall be performed during the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m. on regular working days.  For any violations after the fourth violation during a 12-
month period, the city may discontinue water service to the customer at the location at which the 
violation occurred, or impose such other penalty as deemed appropriate by the city manager, 
until such time that the city manager determines that further violations are not likely to occur. 

In the event of a violation, the City shall provide notice of each violation to the customer of the location 
at which the violation occurred, as follows: 

➢ For a first violation, the city shall give written notice of the fact of such violation to the customer 
by personal service, by delivery through regular United States mail addressed to the customer's 
residence, or any other means reasonably designed to notify the customer of the violation. 

➢ If a surcharge is to be assessed, or if the installation of a flow restrictor is scheduled, or the 
discontinuance of water service to the customer for any period of time may occur, advance 
notice shall be given as a written notice to the customer by personal service; if the customer is 
absent from or unavailable at either the customer's residence or place of business, by leaving a 
copy of the notice with an adult at either location, and by delivery of the notice through regular 
United States mail addressed to the customer at either the customer's place of business or 
residence; or if such residence and place of business cannot be ascertained, or an adult cannot 
be found at the location of the violation, then by affixing a copy of the notice in a conspicuous 
place at the location where the violation has occurred, and by delivery of a copy of the notice 
through regular United States mail addressed to the customer at the customer's billing address 
and to the subject location. 
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➢ All notices shall contain, in addition to the facts of the violation, a statement of the possible 
remedies for each violation, a statement informing the customer of his/her right to an 
administrative hearing on the violation, when the surcharge shall be assessed, and the date and 
time the water flow shall be restricted, or the water service discontinued. 

Furthermore, any customer will have the right to a hearing, if requested.  Article IX also provides the 
City with the authority to classify any unauthorized water use as a public nuisance and prosecute by 
means of criminal and civil findings, as deemed appropriate by the City attorney. 

 

1.7 Legal Authorities 
The City’s first water shortage stage procedures were established in 1991 by Ordinance No. 2246 but 
were later entirely repealed and restated by Ordinance No. 2729 in 2006. This ordinance established 
new water conservation and water shortage response procedures under Chapter 22, Article IX of the 
Oxnard City Code. Article IX, which is also titled the “City of Oxnard Water Conservation and Water 
Shortage Response Procedures,” was later amended with language of Ordinance No. 2810 in 2009, 
which also provided amendments to Articles VIII and X, on Water Waste and Recycled Water Use, 
respectively. Copies of Ordinances 2729, 2810 and 2826 are provided online at: 
https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/oxnard/latest/oxnard_ca/0-0-0-45641 

These amendments to City Code were deemed necessary to manage the City’s potable water supply 
and to avoid or minimize the effects of drought and water supply variations within the City. The 2009 
Ordinance establishes permanent water conservation standards to maximize water use efficiency for 
non-shortage conditions and refines response actions implemented during water shortage conditions. 
The conservation resulting from improved water use efficiency should help ensure a reliable and 
sustainable minimum supply of water for the public health, safety and welfare by maintaining local and 
imported water resources. Most recently, Ordinance No. 2826 in 2010 provided additional 
modifications, although minor, to the language pertaining to Water Waste. 

Article IX of the City’s Code provides the City Council with the legal authority to declare, by resolution, 
that water shortage conditions are present within the City and establish mandatory water conservation 
measures associated with the shortage conditions.  These measures shall remain in effect until the City 
Council declares that water shortage conditions have eased and modified or eliminated shortage 
responses (City of Oxnard, n.d.). 

Most recently, the City Council adopted mandatory water conservation measures in Resolution No. 
14,682 in response to the statewide drought emergency in 2014.  The mandatory water conservation 
measures established in Resolution No. 14,682 are included in the shortage response actions identified 
above.  

 

1.8 Financial Consequences of WSCP 
The City’s water system is financially managed as an enterprise fund. The current water rate structure 
includes a fixed charge and a variable charge. Fixed charges are based on meter size and will not be 
impacted by reduced water sales. The variable charge will be impacted by reduced water consumption. 
Oxnard currently “passes through” rate increases for water purchased from Calleguas and United.  
Oxnard does not currently have a drought rate structure or surcharge in place but will evaluate all 
options during the next water rate process. 

To offset financial impacts from mandated water conservation during shortage conditions, Oxnard will 
consider delaying capital improvement projects; however, delaying capital improvement projects is not 
ideal for long-term or severe revenue losses.  If Oxnard decides to increase future water rates or 
implement penalty fees for overuse, such actions may be subject to the requirements of California 
Proposition 218 (Prop 218).    

https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/oxnard/latest/oxnard_ca/0-0-0-45641
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Prior to the 2012-2015 drought period, the City had reserve revenues capable of accommodating a 10 
to 20 percent reduction in revenues, which were used in the 2012-2015 drought period to offset losses. 

The financial impacts outlined in this section apply to all shortage stages.   

 

1.9 Monitoring and Reporting 
The water savings from implementation of the WSCP will be determined based on measurements of 
consumption from water meters and well production meters.  Customer meters will be read every 
month in Stages 1 and 2 and will increase to weekly readings in Stages 3 – 6.  Production meters will 
be read on a weekly basis for a general analysis. 

The City is in the process of implementing Advanced Metering Infrastructure (AMI) and WaterView, a 
water conservation and data management portal.  These automated tools will enable the City to track 
consumption and meet efficiency goals more effectively.  

 

1.10 WSCP Refinement Procedures 
The WSCP is best prepared and implemented as an adaptive management plan.  The City will use 
results obtained from their monitoring and reporting program to evaluate any needs for revisions.  
Potential changes to the WSCP that would warrant an update include, but are not limited to, any 
changes to trigger conditions, changes to the shortage stage structure, changes to rate structures or 
development of water budgets, and/or changes to customer reduction actions.   

Any prospective changes to the WSCP would need to be presented to the City Council for approval.  
The City will hold a public hearing, obtain any comments and formally adopt the updated WSCP.  
Notices for refinement and the public hearing date will be published in the local newspaper in advance 
of any public meetings.  

 

1.11 Special Water Feature Distinction  
The City evaluates special water features separately from pools and spas.  The City expects to restrict 
water use to special decorative features starting in Stage 3 shortages.  Special decorative features 
apply to items that use of water for aesthetic purposes.  Aesthetic purposes pertain to ornamental 
fountains, ponds, or other decorative features.  If necessary, customers may use water for decorative 
features to sustain aquatic life.  

 

1.12 Plan Adoption, Submittal, and Availability 
The WSCP will be presented for adoption to the City Council at a public meeting.  The City Council and 
members of the public may submit any comments prior to approval and adoption.  The WSCP will be 
submitted to DWR at the same time as the 2020 Urban Water Management Plan. 

The WSCP will be made available to all staff, customers, and any affected cities, counties, or other 
members of the public through the City’s website, located under the Water Conservation Department.  
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Quantifying Regional Self-Reliance and 
Reduced Reliance on Water Supplies from 
the Delta  
1. Background 
Under the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Reform Act of 2009, state and local public agencies 
proposing a covered action in the Delta, prior to initiating the implementation of that action, must 
prepare a written certification of consistency with detailed findings as to whether the covered action is 
consistent with applicable Delta Plan policies and submit that certification to the Delta Stewardship 
Council. Anyone may appeal a certification of consistency, and if the Delta Stewardship Council grants 
the appeal, the covered action may not be implemented until the agency proposing the covered action 
submits a revised certification of consistency, and either no appeal is filed, or the Delta Stewardship 
Council denies the subsequent appeal. 

An urban water supplier that anticipates participating in or receiving water from a proposed covered 
action such as a multi-year water transfer, conveyance facility, or new diversion that involves 
transferring water through, exporting water from, or using water in the Delta should provide information 
in their 2015 and 2020 Urban Water Management Plans (UWMPs) that can then be used in the 
covered action process to demonstrate consistency with Delta Plan Policy WR P1, Reduce Reliance on 
the Delta Through Improved Regional Water Self-Reliance (WR P1). 

WR P1 details what is needed for a covered action to demonstrate consistency with reduced reliance 
on the Delta and improved regional self-reliance. WR P1 subsection (a) states that: 

(a) Water shall not be exported from, transferred through, or used in the Delta if all the following 
apply: 

(1) One or more water suppliers that would receive water as a result of the export, 
transfer, or use have failed to adequately contribute to reduced reliance on the Delta and 
improved regional self-reliance consistent with all of the requirements listed in paragraph 
(1) of subsection (c); 

(2) That failure has significantly caused the need for the export, transfer, or use; and 

(3) The export, transfer, or use would have a significant adverse environmental impact in 
the Delta. 

WR P1 subsection (c)(1) further defines what adequately contributing to reduced reliance on the Delta 
means in terms of (a)(1) above. 

(c)(1) Water suppliers that have done all the following are contributing to reduced reliance on 
the Delta and improved regional self-reliance and are therefore consistent with this policy: 

(A) Completed a current Urban or Agricultural Water Management Plan (Plan) which has 
been reviewed by the California Department of Water Resources for compliance with the 
applicable requirements of Water Code Division 6, Parts 2.55, 2.6, and 2.8; 

(B) Identified, evaluated, and commenced implementation, consistent with the 
implementation schedule set forth in the Plan, of all programs and projects included in 
the Plan that are locally cost effective and technically feasible which reduce reliance on 
the Delta; and 

(C) Included in the Plan, commencing in 2015, the expected outcome for measurable 
reduction in Delta reliance and improvement in regional self-reliance. The expected 
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outcome for measurable reduction in Delta reliance and improvement in regional self- 
reliance shall be reported in the Plan as the reduction in the amount of water used, or in 
the percentage of water used, from the Delta watershed. For the purposes of reporting, 
water efficiency is considered a new source of water supply, consistent with Water Code 
section 1011(a). 

The analysis and documentation provided below include all the elements described in WR P1(c)(1) that 
need to be included in a water supplier’s UWMP to support a certification of consistency for a future 
covered action. 

2. Demonstration of Regional Self-Reliance 
The methodology used to determine the City of Oxnard’s (City) improved regional self-reliance is 
consistent with the approach detailed in DWR’s UWMP Guidebook Appendix C (Guidebook Appendix 
C), including the use of narrative justifications for the accounting of supplies and the documentation of 
specific data sources. Some of the key assumptions underlying the City’s demonstration of reduced 
reliance include: 

• All data were obtained from the current 2020 UWMP or previously adopted UWMPs and represent 

average or normal water year conditions. 

• All analyses were conducted at the service area level, and all data reflect the total contributions 

of the City and its customers. 

• No projects or programs that solely use water from the Delta and are described in the UWMPs as 

“Projects Under Development” were included in the accounting of supplies.  Future local supply 

projects are included in this analysis. 

Baseline and Expected Outcomes 
To calculate the expected outcomes for measurable reduction in Delta reliance and improved regional 
self-reliance, a baseline is needed to compare against.  This analysis uses a normal water year 
representation of 2010 as the baseline, which is consistent with the approach described in the 
Guidebook Appendix C.  Data for the 2010 baseline were taken from the City’s 2005 UWMP as 
UWMPs generally do not provide normal water year data for the year that they are adopted (i.e., 2005 
UWMP forecasts begin in 2010, 2010 UWMP forecasts begin in 2015, and so on). 

Consistent with the 2010 baseline data approach, the expected outcomes for reduced Delta reliance 
and improved regional self-reliance for 2015 and 2020 were taken from the City’s 2010 and 2015 
UWMPs, respectively. Expected outcomes for 2025-2045 are from the current 2020 UWMP. 
Documentation of the specific data sources and assumptions are included in the discussions below. 

Service Area Demands without Water Use Efficiency 
In alignment with the Guidebook Appendix C, this analysis uses normal water year demands, rather 
than normal water year supplies to calculate expected outcomes in terms of the percentage of water 
used. Normal water year demands serve as a proxy for the amount of supplies that would be used in a 
normal water year, which helps alleviate issues associated with how supply capability is presented to 
fulfill requirements of the UWMP Act versus how supplies might be accounted for to demonstrate 
consistency with WR P1. 

Because WR P1 considers water use efficiency savings a source of water supply, water suppliers can 
calculate their embedded water use efficiency savings based on changes in forecasted per capita water 
use since the baseline.  As explained in the Guidebook Appendix C, water use efficiency savings must 
be added back to the normal year demands to represent demands without water use efficiency savings 
accounted for; otherwise, the effect of water use efficiency savings on regional self-reliance would be 
overestimated.  Table C-1 shows the results of this adjustment for the City. Supporting narratives and 
documentation for all the data shown in Table C-1 are provided below. 
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Service Area Demands with Water Use Efficiency 

The service area demands shown in Table C-1 represent the total water demands for the City’s service 
area. The demand data shown in Table C-1 were collected from the following sources: 

• Baseline (2010): the City’s 2005 UWMP, Table 4-3 

• 2015: the City’s 2010 UWMP, Table 2-16 

• 2020: the City’s 2015 UWMP, Table 4-3 

• 2025-2045: the City’s 2020 UWMP, Table 4-5 

Non-Potable Water Demands 

Over the years, the City has developed and implemented the Groundwater Recharge Enhancement 
and Treatment (GREAT) Program to establish recycled water for indirect potable reuse and increase 
local supply reliability.  The City owns and operates an advanced water purification facility (AWPF) with 
an initial capacity of 7,000 AFY and future planned expansions.  Details on recycled water are 
discussed in Chapter 6 of the 2020 UWMP.  The non-potable water demand data shown in Table C-1 
represents recycled water demand estimates directly used by customers and recycled water used for 
indirect potable reuse (IPR) that was collected from the following sources: 

• Baseline (2010): the City’s 2005 UWMP, Table 4-3 

• 2015: the City’s 2010 UWMP, Table 2-15 and 2-16, shown as groundwater recharge 

• 2020: the City’s 2015 UWMP, Table 4-3  

• 2025-2045: the City’s 2020 UWMP, Table 4-5 

Potable Service Area Demands with Water Use Efficiency 

The “Potable Service Area Demands with Water Use Efficiency” was calculated by subtracting the 
“Non-Potable Water Demands” from “Service Area Demands with Water Use Efficiency.” 

Service Area Population 

The population data shown in Table C-1 were collected from the following sources: 

• Baseline (2010): the City’s 2010 UWMP, Table 2-2 

• 2015: the City’s 2015 UWMP, Table 3-1 

• 2020-2045: the City’s 2020 UWMP, Table 3-2 and Table 3-3 

Estimated Water Use Efficiency Since Baseline 

The “Estimated Water Use Efficiency Since Baseline” was calculated using “Potable Service Area 
Demands with Water Use Efficiency” divided by “Service Area Population” and then comparing with 
2010 Per Capita Water Use. 

Service Area Water Demands without Water Use Efficiency 

In Table C-2, the “Service Area Demands with Water Use Efficiency” was added to the “Estimated 
Water Use Efficiency Since Baseline” to obtain the “Service Area Water Demands without Water Use 
Efficiency Accounted For”. 

Supplies Contributing to Regional Self-Reliance 

For a covered action to demonstrate consistency with the Delta Plan, WR P1 subsection (c)(1)(C) 
states that water suppliers must report the expected outcomes for measurable improvement in regional 
self-reliance. Table C-3 shows expected outcomes for supplies contributing to regional self-reliance 
both in the amount and as a percentage. The numbers shown in Table C-3 represent efforts to improve 
regional self-reliance for the City’s service area and include the total contributions of the City and its 
customers. Supporting narratives and documentation for all the data shown in Table C-3 are provided 
below. 
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Water Use Efficiency 

The water use efficiency information shown in Table C-3 is taken directly from Table C-2. 

Water Recycling 

The water recycling values shown in Table C-3 are taken directly from the non-potable water demands 
in Table C-1. 

3. Reliance on Water Supplies from the Delta Watershed 
Metropolitan’s service area, as a whole, reduces reliance on the Delta through investments in non-Delta 
water supplies, local water supplies, and regional and local demand management measures.  
Metropolitan’s member agencies coordinate reliance on the Delta through their membership in 
Metropolitan, a regional cooperative providing wholesale water service to its 26 member agencies, 
which includes Calleguas Municipal Water District (Calleguas), and therefore the City. Accordingly, 
regional reliance on the Delta can only be measured regionally—not by individual Metropolitan member 
agencies and not by the customers of those member agencies. 

Metropolitan’s member agencies, and those agencies’ customers, indirectly reduce reliance on the 
Delta through their collective efforts as a cooperative. Metropolitan’s member agencies do not control 
the amount of Delta water they receive from Metropolitan. Metropolitan manages a statewide integrated 
conveyance system consisting of its participation in the State Water Project (SWP), its Colorado River 
Aqueduct (CRA) including Colorado River water resources, programs and water exchanges, and its 
regional storage portfolio.  Along with the SWP, CRA, storage programs, and Metropolitan’s 
conveyance and distribution facilities, demand management programs increase the future reliability of 
water resources for the region. In addition, demand management programs provide system-wide 
benefits by decreasing the demand for imported water, which helps to decrease the burden on the 
district’s infrastructure and reduce system costs, and free up conveyance capacity to the benefit of all 
member agencies. 

Metropolitan’s costs are funded almost entirely from its service area, except for grants and other 
assistance from government programs. Most of Metropolitan’s revenues are collected directly from its 
member agencies. Properties within Metropolitan’s service area pay a property tax that currently 
provides approximately 8 percent of the fiscal year 2021 annual budgeted revenues. The rest of 
Metropolitan’s costs are funded through rates and charges paid by Metropolitan’s member agencies for 
the wholesale services it provides to them.  Thus, Metropolitan’s member agencies fund nearly all 
operations Metropolitan undertakes to reduce reliance on the Delta, including Colorado River 
Programs, storage facilities, Local Resources Programs and Conservation Programs within 
Metropolitan’s service area.  

Because of the integrated nature of Metropolitan’s systems and operations, and the collective nature of 
Metropolitan’s regional efforts, it is infeasible to quantify each of Metropolitan member agencies’ and 
their subsequent customers’ individual reliance on the Delta. It is infeasible to attempt to segregate an 
entity and a system that were designed to work as an integrated regional cooperative. 

In addition to the member agencies funding Metropolitan’s regional efforts, they also invest in their own 
local programs to reduce their reliance on any imported water. Moreover, the City and other customers 
of those member agencies may also invest in their own local programs to reduce water demand. 
However, to the extent those efforts result in reduction of demands on Metropolitan, that reduction does 
not equate to a like reduction of reliance on the Delta. Demands on Metropolitan are not commensurate 
with demands on the Delta because most of Metropolitan member agencies receive blended resources 
from Metropolitan as determined by Metropolitan—not the individual member agency—and for most 
member agencies, the blend varies from month-to-month and year-to-year due to hydrology, 
operational constraints, use of storage and other factors.  
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Colorado River Programs 

As a regional cooperative of member agencies, Metropolitan invests in programs to ensure the 
continued reliability and sustainability of Colorado River supplies. Metropolitan was established to 
obtain an allotment of Colorado River water, and its first mission was to construct and operate the CRA. 
The CRA consists of five pumping plants, 450 miles of high voltage power lines, one electric substation, 
four regulating reservoirs, and 242 miles of aqueducts, siphons, canals, conduits and pipelines 
terminating at Lake Mathews in Riverside County. Metropolitan owns, operates, and manages the CRA. 
Metropolitan is responsible for operating, maintaining, rehabilitating, and repairing the CRA, and is 
responsible for obtaining and scheduling energy resources adequate to power pumps at the CRA’s five 
pumping stations. 

Colorado River supplies include Metropolitan’s basic Colorado River apportionment, along with supplies 
that result from existing and committed programs, including supplies from the Imperial Irrigation District 
(IID)-Metropolitan Conservation Program, the implementation of the Quantification Settlement 
Agreement (QSA) and related agreements, and the exchange agreement with San Diego County Water 
Authority (SDCWA). The QSA established the baseline water use for each of the agreement parties 
and facilitates the transfer of water from agricultural agencies to urban uses. Since the QSA, additional 
programs have been implemented to increase Metropolitan’s CRA supplies. These include the PVID 
Land Management, Crop Rotation, and Water Supply Program, as well as the Lower Colorado River 
Water Supply Project. The 2007 Interim Guidelines provided for the coordinated operation of Lake 
Powell and Lake Mead, as well as the Intentionally Created Surplus (ICS) program that allows 
Metropolitan to store water in Lake Mead. 
 

Storage Investments/Facilities 

Surface and groundwater storage are critical elements of Southern California’s water resources 
strategy and help Metropolitan reduce its reliance on the Delta. Because California experiences 
dramatic swings in weather and hydrology, storage is important to regulate those swings and mitigate 
possible supply shortages. Surface and groundwater storage provide a means of storing water during 
normal and wet years for later use during dry years, when imported supplies are limited. The 
Metropolitan system, for purposes of meeting demands during times of shortage, regulating system 
flows, and ensuring system reliability in the event of a system outage, provides over 1,000,000 acre-
feet of system storage capacity.  Diamond Valley Lake provides 810,000 acre-feet of that storage 
capacity, effectively doubling Southern California’s previous surface water storage capacity. Other 
existing imported water storage available to the region consists of Metropolitan’s raw water reservoirs, 
a share of the SWP’s raw water reservoirs in and near the service area, and the portion of the 
groundwater basins used for conjunctive‐use storage.  

Since the early twentieth century, DWR and Metropolitan have constructed surface water reservoirs to 
meet emergency, drought/seasonal, and regulatory water needs for Southern California. These 
reservoirs include Pyramid Lake, Castaic Lake, Elderberry Forebay, Silverwood Lake, Lake Perris, 
Lake Skinner, Lake Mathews, Live Oak Reservoir, Garvey Reservoir, Palos Verdes Reservoir, Orange 
County Reservoir, and Metropolitan’s Diamond Valley Lake (DVL). Some reservoirs such as Live Oak 
Reservoir, Garvey Reservoir, Palos Verdes Reservoir, and Orange County Reservoir, which have a 
total combined capacity of about 3,500 AF, are used solely for regulating purposes. The total gross 
storage capacity for the larger remaining reservoirs is 1,757,600 AF. However, not all of the gross 
storage capacity is available to Metropolitan; dead storage and storage allocated to others reduce the 
amount of storage that is available to Metropolitan to 1,665,200 AF. 

Conjunctive use of the aquifers offers another important source of dry year supplies. Unused storage in 
Southern California groundwater basins can be used to optimize imported water supplies, and the 
development of groundwater storage projects allows effective management and regulation of the 
region’s major imported supplies from the Colorado River and SWP. Over the years, Metropolitan has 
implemented conjunctive use through various programs in the service area; the following table lists the 
groundwater conjunctive use programs that have been developed in the region. 
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Metropolitan Demand Management Programs 

Demand management costs are Metropolitan’s expenditures for funding local water resource 
development programs and water conservation programs.  These Demand Management Programs 
incentivize the development of local water supplies and the conservation of water to reduce the need to 
import water to deliver to Metropolitan’s member agencies.  These programs are implemented below 
the delivery points between Metropolitan’s and its member agencies’ distribution systems and, as such, 
do not add any water to Metropolitan’s supplies.  Rather, the effect of these downstream programs is to 
produce a local supply of water for the local agencies and to reduce demands by member agencies for 
water imported through Metropolitan’s system. The following discussions outline how Metropolitan 
funds local resources and conservation programs for the benefit of all of its member agencies and the 
entire Metropolitan service area. Notably, the history of demand management by Metropolitan’s 
member agencies and the local agencies that purchase water from Metropolitan’s members has 
spanned more than four decades. The significant history of the programs is another reason it would be 
difficult to attempt to assign a portion of such funding to any one individual member agency.  

Local Resources Programs 

In 1982, Metropolitan began providing financial incentives to its member agencies to develop new local 
supplies to assist in meeting the region’s water needs. Because of Metropolitan’s regional distribution 
system, these programs benefit all member agencies regardless of project location because they help 
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to increase regional water supply reliability, reduce demands for imported water supplies, decrease the 
burden on Metropolitan’s infrastructure, reduce system costs and free up conveyance capacity to the 
benefit of all the agencies that rely on water from Metropolitan.  

For example, the Groundwater Replenishment System (GWRS) operated by the Orange County Water 
District is the world’s largest water purification system for indirect potable reuse. It was funded, in part, 
by Metropolitan’s member agencies through the Local Resources Program. Annually, the GWRS 
produces approximately 103,000 acre-feet of reliable, locally controlled, drought-proof supply of high-
quality water to recharge the Orange County Groundwater Basin and protect it from seawater intrusion. 
The GWRS is a premier example of a regional project that significantly reduced the need to utilize 
imported water for groundwater replenishment in Metropolitan’s service area, increasing regional and 
local supply reliability and reducing the region’s reliance on imported supplies, including supplies from 
the State Water Project. 

Metropolitan’s local resource programs have evolved through the years to better assist Metropolitan’s 
member agencies in increasing local supply production. The following is a description and history of the 
local supply incentive programs.   

Local Projects Program 

In 1982, Metropolitan initiated the Local Projects Program (LPP), which provided funding to member 
agencies to facilitate the development of recycled water projects. Under this approach, Metropolitan 
contributed a negotiated up-front funding amount to help finance project capital costs. Participating 
member agencies were obligated to reimburse Metropolitan over time. In 1986, the LPP was revised, 
changing the up-front funding approach to an incentive-based approach. Metropolitan contributed an 
amount equal to the avoided State Water Project pumping costs for each acre-foot of recycled water 
delivered to end-use consumers. This funding incentive was based on the premise that local projects 
resulted in the reduction of water imported from the Delta and the associated pumping cost. The 
incentive amount varied from year to year depending on the actual variable power cost paid for State 
Water Project imports. In 1990, Metropolitan’s Board increased the LPP contribution to a fixed rate of 
$154 per acre-foot, which was calculated based on Metropolitan’s avoided capital and operational costs 
to convey, treat, and distribute water, and included considerations of reliability and service area 
demands. 

Groundwater Recovery Program 

The drought of the early 1990s sparked the need to develop additional local water resources, aside 
from recycled water, to meet regional demand and increase regional water supply reliability. In 1991, 
Metropolitan conducted the Brackish Groundwater Reclamation Study which determined that large 
amounts of degraded groundwater in the region were not being utilized. Subsequently, the 
Groundwater Recovery Program (GRP) was established to assist the recovery of otherwise unusable 
groundwater degraded by minerals and other contaminants, provide access to the storage assets of the 
degraded groundwater, and maintain the quality of groundwater resources by reducing the spread of 
degraded plumes.  

Local Resources Program 

In 1995, Metropolitan’s Board adopted the Local Resources Program (LRP), which combined the LPP 
and GRP into one program. The Board allowed for existing LPP agreements with a fixed incentive rate 
to convert to the sliding scale up to $250 per acre-foot, similar to GRP incentive terms. Those 
agreements that were converted to LRP are known as “LRP Conversions.” 

Competitive Local Projects Program 

In 1998, the Competitive Local Resources Program (Competitive Program) was established. The 
Competitive Program encouraged the development of recycled water and recovered groundwater 
through a process that emphasized cost-efficiency to Metropolitan, timing new production according to 
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regional need while minimizing program administration cost. Under the Competitive Program, agencies 
requested an incentive rate up to $250 per acre-foot of production over 25 years under a Request for 
Proposals (RFP) for the development of up to 53,000 acre-feet per year of new water recycling and 
groundwater recovery projects. In 2003, a second RFP was issued for the development of an additional 
65,000 acre-feet of new recycled water and recovered groundwater projects through the LRP. 

Seawater Desalination Program 
Metropolitan established the Seawater Desalination Program (SDP) in 2001 to provide financial 
incentives to member agencies for the development of seawater desalination projects. In 2014, 
seawater desalination projects became eligible for funding under the LRP, and the SDP was ended. 

2007 Local Resources Program 

In 2006, a task force comprised of member agency representatives was formed to identify and 
recommend program improvements to the LRP. As a result of the task force process, the 2007 LRP 
was established with a goal of 174,000 acre-feet per year of additional local water resource 
development. The new program allowed for an open application process and eliminated the previous 
competitive process. This program offered sliding scale incentives of up to $250 per acre-foot, 
calculated annually based on a member agency’s actual local resource project costs exceeding 
Metropolitan’s prevailing water rate. 

2014 Local Resources Program 

A series of workgroup meetings with member agencies was held to identify the reasons why there was 
a lack of new LRP applications coming into the program. The main constraint identified by the member 
agencies was that the $250 per acre-foot was not providing enough of an incentive for developing new 
projects due to higher construction costs to meet water quality requirements and to develop the 
infrastructure to reach end-use consumers located further from treatment plants. As a result, in 2014, 
the Board authorized an increase in the maximum incentive amount, provided alternative payment 
structures, included onsite retrofit costs and reimbursable services as part of the LRP, and added 
eligibility for seawater desalination projects. The current LRP incentive payment options are structured 
as follows: 

• Option 1 – Sliding scale incentive up to $340/AF for a 25-year agreement term 

• Option 2 – Sliding scale incentive up to $475/AF for a 15-year agreement term 

• Option 3 – Fixed incentive up to $305/AF for a 25-year agreement term 

On-site Retrofit Programs 
In 2014, Metropolitan’s Board also approved the On-site Retrofit Pilot Program which provided financial 
incentives to public or private entities toward the cost of small-scale improvements to their existing 
irrigation and industrial systems to allow connection to existing recycled water pipelines. The On-site 
Retrofit Pilot Program helped reduce recycled water retrofit costs to the end-use consumer which is a 
key constraint that limited recycled water LRP projects from reaching full production capacity. The 
program incentive was equal to the actual eligible costs of the on-site retrofit, or $975 per acre-foot of 
up-front cost, which equates to $195 per acre-foot for an estimated five years of water savings 
($195/AF x 5 years) multiplied by the average annual water use in previous three years, whichever is 
less. The Pilot Program lasted two years and was successful in meeting its goal of accelerating the use 
of recycled water.  

In 2016, Metropolitan’s Board authorized the On-site Retrofit Program (ORP), with an additional budget 
of $10 million. This program encompassed lessons learned from the Pilot Program and feedback from 
member agencies to make the program more streamlined and improve its efficiency. As of fiscal year 
2019/20, the ORP has successfully converted 440 sites, increasing the use of recycled water by 12,691 
acre-feet per year.  
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Stormwater Pilot Programs 

In 2019, Metropolitan’s Board authorized both the Stormwater for Direct Use Pilot Program and a 
Stormwater for Recharge Pilot Program to study the feasibility of reusing stormwater to help meet 
regional demands in Southern California. These pilot programs are intended to encourage the 
development, monitoring, and study of new and existing stormwater projects by providing financial 
incentives for their construction/retrofit and monitoring/reporting costs. These pilot programs will help 
evaluate the potential benefits delivered by stormwater capture projects and provide a basis for 
potential future funding approaches. Metropolitan’s Board authorized a total of $12.5 million for the 
stormwater pilot programs ($5 million for the District Use Pilot and $7.5 million for the Recharge Pilot). 

Current Status and Results of Metropolitan’s Local 
Resource Programs 
Today, nearly one-half of the total recycled water and groundwater recovery production in the region 
has been developed with an incentive from one or more of Metropolitan’s local resource programs. 
During fiscal year 2020, Metropolitan provided about $13 million for production of 71,000 acre-feet of 
recycled water for non-potable and indirect potable uses. Metropolitan provided about $4 million to 
support projects that produced about 50,000 acre-feet of recovered groundwater for municipal use. 
Since 1982, Metropolitan has invested $680 million to fund 85 recycled water projects and 27 
groundwater recovery projects that have produced a cumulative total of about 4 million acre-feet.  

Conservation Programs  
Metropolitan’s regional conservation programs and approaches have a long history. Decades ago, 
Metropolitan recognized that demand management at the consumer level would be an important part of 
balancing regional supplies and demands. Water conservation efforts were seen as a way to reduce 
the need for imported supplies and offset the need to transport or store additional water into or within 
the Metropolitan service area. The actual conservation of water takes place at the retail consumer level. 
Regional conservation approaches have proven to be effective at reaching retail consumers throughout 
Metropolitan’s service area and successfully implementing water saving devices, programs and 
practices. Through the pooling of funding by Metropolitan’s member agencies, Metropolitan is able to 
engage in regional campaigns with wide-reaching impact. Regional investments in demand 
management programs, of which conservation is a key part along with local supply programs, benefit all 
member agencies regardless of project location. These programs help to increase regional water 
supply reliability, reduce demands for imported water supplies, decrease the burden on Metropolitan’s 
infrastructure, reduce system costs, and free up conveyance capacity to the benefit of all member 
agencies. 

Incentive-Based Conservation Programs 

Conservation Credits Program 

In 1988, Metropolitan’s Board approved the Water Conservation Credits Program (Credits Program). 
The Credits Program is similar in concept to the Local Projects Program (LPP). The purpose of the 
Credits Program is to encourage local water agencies to implement effective water conservation 
projects through the use of financial incentives. The Credits Program provides financial assistance for 
water conservation projects that reduce demands on Metropolitan’s imported water supplies and 
require Metropolitan’s assistance to be financially feasible. 

Initially, the Credits Program provided 50 percent of a member agency’s program cost, up to a 
maximum of $75 per acre-foot of estimated water savings. The $75 Base Conservation Rate was 
established based Metropolitan’s avoided cost of pumping SWP supplies. The Base Conservation Rate 
has been revisited by Metropolitan’s Board and revised twice since 1988, from $75 to $154 per acre-
foot in 1990 and from $154 to $195 per acre-foot in 2005. 

In fiscal year 2020 Metropolitan processed more than 30,400 rebate applications totaling $18.9 million.  
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Member Agency Administered Program 

Some member agencies also have unique programs within their service areas that provide local 
rebates that may differ from Metropolitan’s regional program. Metropolitan continues to support these 
local efforts through a member agency administered funding program that adheres to the same funding 
guidelines as the Credits Program. The Member Agency Administered Program allows member 
agencies to receive funding for local conservation efforts that supplement, but do not duplicate, the 
rebates offered through Metropolitan’s regional rebate program. 

Water Savings Incentive Program 
There are numerous commercial entities and industries within Metropolitan’s service area that pursue 
unique savings opportunities that do not fall within the general rebate programs that Metropolitan 
provides. In 2012, Metropolitan designed the Water Savings Incentive Program (WSIP) to target these 
unique commercial and industrial projects. In addition to rebates for devices, under this program, 
Metropolitan provides financial incentives to businesses and industries that created their own custom 
water efficiency projects. Qualifying custom projects can receive funding for permanent water efficiency 
changes that result in reduced potable demand. 

Non-Incentive Conservation Programs 

In addition to its incentive-based conservation programs, Metropolitan also undertakes additional efforts 
throughout its service area that help achieve water savings without the use of rebates. Metropolitan’s 
non-incentive conservation efforts include: 

• residential and professional water efficient landscape training classes 

• water audits for large landscapes 

• research, development and studies of new water saving technologies 

• advertising and outreach campaigns 

• community outreach and education programs 

• advocacy for legislation, codes, and standards that lead to increased water savings 

Current Status and Results of Metropolitan’s Conservation 
Programs 

Since 1990, Metropolitan has invested $824 million in conservation rebates that have resulted in a 
cumulative savings of 3.27 million acre-feet of water. These investments include $450 million in turf 
removal and other rebates during the last drought which resulted in 175 million square feet of lawn turf 
removed. During fiscal year 2020, 1.06 million acre-feet of water is estimated to have been conserved. 
This annual total includes Metropolitan’s Conservation Credits Program; code-based conservation 
achieved through Metropolitan-sponsored legislation; building plumbing codes and ordinances; reduced 
consumption resulting from changes in water pricing; and pre-1990 device retrofits. 

Infeasibility of Accounting Regional Investments in Reduced 
Reliance Below the Regional Level 

The accounting of regional investments that contribute to reduced reliance on supplies from the Delta 
watershed is straightforward to calculate and report at the regional aggregate level. However, any 
similar accounting is infeasible for the individual member agencies or their customers. As described 
above, the region (through Metropolitan) makes significant investments in projects, programs and other 
resources that reduce reliance on the Delta. In fact, all of Metropolitan’s investments in Colorado River 
supplies, groundwater and surface storage, local resources development and demand management 
measures that reduce reliance on the Delta are collectively funded by revenues generated from the 
member agencies through rates and charges.  

Metropolitan’s revenues cannot be matched to the demands or supply production history of an 
individual agency, or consistently across the agencies within the service area. Each project or program 
funded by the region has a different online date, useful life, incentive rate and structure, and production 
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schedule. It is infeasible to account for all these things over the life of each project or program and 
provide a nexus to each member agency’s contributions to Metropolitan’s revenue stream over time. 
Accounting at the regional level allows for the incorporation of the local supplies and water use 
efficiency programs done by member agencies and their customers through both the regional programs 
and through their own specific local programs. As shown above, despite the infeasibility of accounting 
reduced Delta reliance below the regional level, Metropolitan’s member agencies and their customers 
have together made substantial contributions to the region’s reduced reliance. 

 

4. Programs Implemented by Metropolitan to Reduce Delta Reliance 
As mentioned above, Metropolitan, Calleguas, the City, and other local agencies invest in local sources 
to reduce reliance on the Delta.  However, the City purchases imported water from Calleguas while 
Calleguas wholesales water from Metropolitan.  Because of the intricacies in these large systems and 
the blend of supplies, Calleguas has summarized the various programs Metropolitan has invested in to 
decrease reliance on the Delta.  Details are provided in Appendix L of Calleguas’ 2020 UWMP.  

Since it is not feasible to separate out individual member agency’s or their customer’s reduced reliance 
on the Delta, Metropolitan has completed the analysis to demonstrate a regional wide reduction which 
is shown in Table C-4.  

 

5. Summary of Expected Outcomes for Reduced Reliance on the Delta 
As stated in WR P1(c)(1)(C), the policy requires that UWMPs include expected outcomes for 
measurable reduction in Delta reliance and improved regional self- reliance, commencing in 2015. WR 
P1 further states that those outcomes shall be reported in the UWMP as the reduction in the amount of 
water used, or in the percentage of water used, from the Delta. 

The expected outcomes for the City’s Delta reliance and regional self-reliance were developed using 
the approach and guidance described in Guidebook Appendix C issued in March 2021. 

Regional Self-Reliance 

The data used to demonstrate increased regional self-reliance in this analysis represent the total 
regional efforts of the City and its customers and was developed in conjunction with Calleguas and 
Metropolitan as part of the UWMP coordination process.  

The following provides a summary of the near-term (2025) and long-term (2045) expected outcomes for 
the City’s regional self-reliance.  

• Near-term (2025) – Normal water year regional self-reliance is expected to increase by about 

13,800 AFY from the 2010 baseline; this represents an increase of about 32 percent of 2025 

normal water year retail demands (Table C-3). 

• Long-term (2045) – Normal water year regional self-reliance is expected to increase by almost 

19,000 AFY from the 2010 baseline, this represents an increase of about 35 percent of 2045 

normal water year retail demands (Table C-3). 

The results show that the City is reducing reliance on the Delta and improving regional self-reliance. 

Reduced Reliance on Supplies from the Delta Watershed 

For reduced reliance on supplies from the Delta Watershed, the data used in this analysis represent the 
total regional efforts of Metropolitan, Calleguas, and their member agencies and customers (including 
the City), and were developed in conjunction with the City and other Metropolitan member agencies as 
part of the UWMP coordination process (as described in Section 5 of Metropolitan’s 2020 UWMP). In 
accordance with UWMP requirements, Metropolitan’s member agencies and their customers (many of 
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them retail agencies) also report demands and supplies for their service areas in their respective 
UWMPs. The data reported by those agencies are not additive to the regional totals shown in 
Metropolitan’s UWMP, rather their reporting represents subtotals of the regional total and should be 
considered as such for the purposes of determining reduced reliance on the Delta. 

While the demands that Metropolitan’s member agencies and their customers report in their UWMP’s 
are a good reflection of the demands in their respective service areas, they do not adequately represent 
each water suppliers’ individual contributions to reduced reliance on the Delta. To calculate and report 
their reliance on water supplies from the Delta watershed, water suppliers that receive water from the 
Delta through other regional or wholesale water suppliers would need to determine the amount of Delta 
water that they receive from the regional or wholesale supplier. Two specific pieces of information are 
needed to accomplish this, first is the quantity of demands on the regional or wholesale water supplier 
that accurately reflect a supplier’s contributions to reduced reliance on the Delta and second is the 
quantity of a supplier’s demands on the regional or wholesale water supplier that are met by supplies 
from the Delta watershed. 

For water suppliers that make investments in regional projects or programs it may be infeasible to 
quantify their demands on the regional or wholesale water supplier in a way that accurately reflects 
their individual contributions to reduced reliance on the Delta. Due to the extensive, long-standing, and 
successful implementation of regional demand management and local resource incentive programs in 
Metropolitan’s service area, this infeasibility holds true for Metropolitan’s members as well as their 
customers. For Metropolitan’s service area, reduced reliance on supplies from the Delta watershed can 
only be accurately accounted for at the regional level.  

The results show that as a region, Metropolitan and its members (including the City) as well as their 
customers are measurably reducing reliance on the Delta and improving regional self-reliance. 

6. UWMP Implementation 
In addition to the analysis and documentation described above, WR P1 subsection (c)(1)(B) requires 
that all programs and projects included in the UWMP that are locally cost-effective and technically 
feasible, which reduce reliance on the Delta, are identified, evaluated, and implemented consistent with 
the implementation schedule. WR P1 (c)(1)(B) states that: 

(B) Identified, evaluated, and commenced implementation, consistent with the implementation 
schedule set forth in the Plan, of all programs and projects included in the Plan that are locally 
cost effective and technically feasible which reduce reliance on the Delta[.] 

In accordance with Water Code Section 10631(f), water suppliers must already include in their UWMP 
a detailed description of expected future projects and programs that they may implement to increase 
the amount of water supply available to them in normal and single-dry water years and for a period of 
drought lasting five consecutive years. The UWMP description must also identify specific projects, 
include a description of the increase in water supply that is expected to be available from each project, 
and include an estimate regarding the implementation timeline for each project or program. 

Chapter 6 of the City’s 2020 UWMP summarizes the implementation plan and continued progress in 
developing a diversified water portfolio to meet the region’s water needs. 

 

7. 2015 UWMP Appendix G 
The information contained in this appendix is also intended to be a new Appendix G to the City’s 2015 
UWMP consistent with WR P1 subsection (c)(1)(C) (Cal. Code Regs. tit. 23, § 5003). The public review 
drafts of the 2020 UWMP, Appendix G to the 2015 UWMP, and the 2020 WSCP were posted on the 
City’s website for public review and comment . The notice of availability of the documents was sent to 
the City’s customers, as well as the County of Ventura and other local agencies within the area. Copies 
of the notification letters are included in the 2020 UWMP Appendix C. Thus, Appendix C to the City’s 
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2020 UWMP, which was adopted with the City’s 2020 UWMP, will also be recognized and treated as 
part of Appendix G to the City’s 2015 UWMP. 

The City held a public hearing for the draft 2020 UWMP and draft 2020 WSCP on October 19, 2021, at 
a City Council meeting, held online due to COVID-19 concerns. The City Council determined that the 
2020 UWMP and the 2020 WSCP accurately represent the water resources plan for the City’s service 
area. The 2020 UWMP includes all the elements described in Delta Plan Policy WR P1, Reduce 
Reliance on the Delta Through Improved Regional Water Self-Reliance (Cal. Code Regs. tit. 23, § 
5003), which need to be included in a water supplier’s UWMP to support a certification of consistency 
for a future covered action. As stated in Resolution 15,500, the City Council adopted the 2020 UWMP 
and the 2020 WSCP and authorized their submittal to the State of California. Copies of the resolutions 
are included in the 2020 UWMP Appendix K. 
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Table C-1: Optional Calculation of Water Use Efficiency 

 

 

Table C-2: Calculation of Service Area Water Demands without Water Use Efficiency 
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Table C-3: Calculation of Supplies Contributing to Regional Self-Reliance 
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Table C-4: Calculation of Reliance on Water Supplies from the Delta Watershed 
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2020 Guidebook Location Water Code Section Summary as Applies to UWMP Subject 2020 UWMP Location

Chapter 1 10615
A plan shall describe and evaluate sources of supply, reasonable and practical efficient uses, 

reclamation and demand management activities.
Introduction and Overview

1.2 UWMP Organization and Lay 

Description

Chapter 1 10630.5

Each plan shall include a simple description of the supplier’s plan including water availability, 

future requirements, a strategy for meeting needs, and other pertinent information. Additionally, 

a supplier may also choose to include a simple description at the beginning of each chapter.

Summary
1.2 UWMP Organization and Lay 

Description

Section 2.2 10620(b)
Every person that becomes an urban water supplier shall adopt an urban water management 

plan within one year after it has become an urban water supplier.
Plan Preparation 1.1 The California Water Code

Section 2.6 10620(d)(2)

Coordinate the preparation of its plan with other appropriate agencies in the area, including 

other water suppliers that share a common source, water management agencies, and relevant 

public agencies, to the extent practicable.

Plan Preparation 2.2 Coordination and Outreach

Section 2.6.2 10642

Provide supporting documentation that the water supplier has encouraged active involvement 

of diverse social, cultural, and economic elements of the population within the service area 

prior to and during the preparation of the plan and contingency plan.

Plan Preparation
2.2 Coordination and Outreach; 

Table 2-4

Section 2.6, Section 6.1 10631(h)
Retail suppliers will include documentation that they have provided their wholesale supplier(s) - 

if any - with water use projections from that source.
System Supplies

2.2 Coordination and Outreach; 

Table 2-5

Section 2.6 10631(h)

Wholesale suppliers will include documentation that they have provided their urban water 

suppliers with identification and quantification of the existing and planned sources of water 

available from the wholesale to the urban supplier during various water year types.

System Supplies N/A

Section 3.1 10631(a) Describe the water supplier service area. System Description
3.1 General Description and 3.2 

Service Area Boundary Maps

Section 3.3 10631(a) Describe the climate of the service area of the supplier. System Description 3.3 Service Area Climate

Section 3.4 10631(a) Provide population projections for 2025, 2030, 2035, 2040 and optionally 2045. System Description
3.4 Service Area Population and 

Demographics

Section 3.4.2 10631(a)
Describe other social, economic, and demographic factors affecting the supplier’s water 

management planning.
System Description

3.4.1 Other Social, Economic, and 

Demographic Factors

Sections 3.4 and 5.4 10631(a) Indicate the current population of the service area.
System Description and 

Baselines and Targets

3.4 Service Area Population and 

Demographics; Table 3-2

Section 3.5 10631(a) Describe the land uses within the service area. System Description 3.5 Land Uses within Service Area

Section 4.2 10631(d)(1) Quantify past, current, and projected water use, identifying the uses among water use sectors. System Water Use
4.2 Past, Current, and Projected 

Water Use by Sector

Section 4.2.4 10631(d)(3)(C) Retail suppliers shall provide data to show the distribution loss standards were met. System Water Use

4.2.2 Distribution System Water 

Losses and 9.2.5 Programs to 

Assess and Manage Distribution 

System Real Losses

Section 4.2.6 10631(d)(4)(A)
In projected water use, include estimates of water savings from adopted codes, plans and other 

policies or laws. 
System Water Use

4.2.3 Projected Water Use; Table 4-

6

Section 4.2.6 10631(d)(4)(B)
Provide citations of codes, standards, ordinances, or plans used to make water use 

projections.
System Water Use 4.2.3 Projected Water Use

Section 4.3.2.4 10631(d)(3)(A) Report the distribution system water loss for each of the 5 years preceding the plan update. System Water Use
4.2.2 Distribution System Water 

Losses

Section 4.4 10631.1(a)
Include projected water use needed for lower income housing projected in the service area of 

the supplier.
System Water Use

4.3 Water Use for Lower Income 

Households

Section 4.5 10635(b)
Demands under climate change considerations must be included as part of the drought risk 

assessment.
System Water Use 4.4 Climate Change Considerations

Chapter 5 10608.20(e)

Retail suppliers shall provide baseline daily per capita water use, urban water use target, 

interim urban water use target, and compliance daily per capita water use, along with the bases 

for determining those estimates, including references to supporting data.

Baselines and Targets
Chapter 5 SBx7-7 Baseline, 

Targets and 2020 Compliance

Chapter 5 10608.24(a) Retail suppliers shall meet their water use target by December 31, 2020. Baselines and Targets 5.5 2020 Compliance GPCD

Section 5.1 10608.36

Wholesale suppliers shall include an assessment of present and proposed future measures, 

programs, and policies to help their retail water suppliers achieve targeted water use 

reductions.

Baselines and Targets N/A

Section 5.2 10608.24(d)(2)

If the retail supplier adjusts its compliance GPCD using weather normalization, economic 

adjustment, or extraordinary events, it shall provide the basis for, and data supporting the 

adjustment.

Baselines and Targets 5.5 2020 Compliance GPCD

Section 5.5 10608.22

Retail suppliers’ per capita daily water use reduction shall be no less than 5 percent of base 

daily per capita water use of the 5 year baseline. This does not apply if the suppliers base 

GPCD is at or below 100.

Baselines and Targets 5.3 Baseline Summary



Section 5.5 and Appendix E 10608.4
Retail suppliers shall report on their compliance in meeting their water use targets. The data 

shall be reported using a standardized form in the SBX7-7 2020 Compliance Form.
Baselines and Targets 5.5 2020 Compliance GPCD

Sections 6.1 and 6.2 10631(b)(1)
Provide a discussion of anticipated supply availability under a normal, single dry year, and a 

drought lasting five years, as well as more frequent and severe periods of drought.
System Supplies

Section 6 Water Supply 

Characterization and Section 7 

Water Service Reliability and 

Drought Risk Assessment

Sections 6.1 10631(b)(1)

Provide a discussion of anticipated supply availability under a normal, single dry year, and a 

drought lasting five years, as well as more frequent and severe periods of drought, including 

changes in supply due to climate change. 

System Supplies

Section 6 Water Supply 

Characterization and Section 7 

Water Service Reliability and 

Drought Risk Assessment

Section 6.1 10631(b)(2)
When multiple sources of water supply are identified, describe the management of each supply 

in relationship to other identified supplies.
System Supplies

6.3 UWMP Water Supply 

Characterization

Section 6.1.1 10631(b)(3) Describe measures taken to acquire and develop planned sources of water. System Supplies

6.3.7 Wastewater and Recycled 

Water and 6.3.10 Future Water 

Projects

Section 6.2.8 10631(b)
Identify and quantify the existing and planned sources of water available for 2020, 2025, 2030, 

2035, 2040 and optionally 2045.
System Supplies Table 6-11

Section 6.2 10631(b)
Indicate whether groundwater is an existing or planned source of water available to the 

supplier.
System Supplies 6.3.2 Groundwater

Section 6.2.2 10631(b)(4)(A)

Indicate whether a groundwater sustainability plan or groundwater management plan has been 

adopted by the water supplier or if there is any other specific authorization for groundwater 

management. Include a copy of the plan or authorization.

System Supplies 6.3.3 Groundwater Management

Section 6.2.2 10631(b)(4)(B) Describe the groundwater basin. System Supplies 6.3.2 Groundwater

Section 6.2.2 10631(b)(4)(B)
Indicate if the basin has been adjudicated and include a copy of the court order or decree and 

a description of the amount of water the supplier has the legal right to pump.
System Supplies N/A

Section 6.2.2.1 10631(b)(4)(B)

For unadjudicated basins, indicate whether or not the department has identified the basin as a 

high or medium priority. Describe efforts by the supplier to coordinate with sustainability or 

groundwater agencies to achieve sustainable groundwater conditions. 

System Supplies 6.3.3 Groundwater Management

Section 6.2.2.4 10631(b)(4)(C)
Provide a detailed description and analysis of the location, amount, and sufficiency of 

groundwater pumped by the urban water supplier for the past five years
System Supplies Table 6-3

Section 6.2.2 10631(b)(4)(D)
Provide a detailed description and analysis of the amount and location of groundwater that is 

projected to be pumped.
System Supplies Table 6-11

Section 6.2.7 10631(c)
Describe the opportunities for exchanges or transfers of water on a short-term or long- term 

basis.
System Supplies

6.3.9 Water Exchanges and 

Transfers

Section 6.2.5 10633(b)
Describe the quantity of treated wastewater that meets recycled water standards, is being 

discharged, and is otherwise available for use in a recycled water project.

System Supplies (Recycled 

Water)

6.3.7 Wastewater and Recycled 

Water

Section 6.2.5 10633(c) Describe the recycled water currently being used in the supplier's service area.
System Supplies (Recycled 

Water)

6.3.7.3 Recycled Water System 

Description and 6.3.7.4 Potential, 

Current, and Projected Recycled 

Water Uses

Section 6.2.5 10633(d)
Describe and quantify the potential uses of recycled water and provide a determination of the 

technical and economic feasibility of those uses.

System Supplies (Recycled 

Water)

6.3.7.4 Potential, Current, and 

Projected Recycled Water Uses

Section 6.2.5 10633(e)

Describe the projected use of recycled water within the supplier's service area at the end of 5, 

10, 15, and 20 years, and a description of the actual use of recycled water in comparison to 

uses previously projected.

System Supplies (Recycled 

Water)
Table 6-6 and Table 6-7

Section 6.2.5 10633(f)
Describe the actions which may be taken to encourage the use of recycled water and the 

projected results of these actions in terms of acre-feet of recycled water used per year.

System Supplies (Recycled 

Water)

6.3.7.5 Actions to Exchange and 

Optimize Future Recycled Water 

Use

Section 6.2.5 10633(g) Provide a plan for optimizing the use of recycled water in the supplier's service area.
System Supplies (Recycled 

Water)

6.3.7.5 Actions to Exchange and 

Optimize Future Recycled Water 

Use

Section 6.2.6 10631(g) Describe desalinated water project opportunities for long-term supply. System Supplies
6.3.8 Desalinated Water 

Opportunities

Section 6.2.5 10633(a)
Describe the wastewater collection and treatment systems in the supplier’s service area with 

quantified amount of collection and treatment and the disposal methods.

System Supplies (Recycled 

Water)

6.3.7.2 Wastewater Collection, 

Treatment, and Disposal

Section 6.2.8, Section 6.3.7 10631(f)

Describe the expected future water supply projects and programs that may be undertaken by 

the water supplier to address water supply reliability in average, single-dry, and for a period of 

drought lasting 5 consecutive water years.

System Supplies 6.3.10 Future Water Projects

Section 6.4 and Appendix O 10631.2(a)
The UWMP must include energy information, as stated in the code, that a supplier can readily 

obtain. 

System Suppliers, Energy 

Intensity
6.4 Energy Intensity



Section 7.2 10634
Provide information on the quality of existing sources of water available to the supplier and the 

manner in which water quality affects water management strategies and supply reliability

Water Supply Reliability 

Assessment

7.1.1 Constraints on Water 

Sources

Section 7.2.4 10620(f)
Describe water management tools and options to maximize resources and minimize the need 

to import water from other regions.

Water Supply Reliability 

Assessment

7.1.4 Description of Management 

Tools and Options

Section 7.3 10635(a)

Service Reliability Assessment: Assess the water supply reliability during normal, dry, and a 

drought lasting five consecutive water years by comparing the total water supply sources 

available to the water supplier with the total projected water use over the next 20 years.

Water Supply Reliability 

Assessment
7.1.3 Water Service Reliability

Section 7.3 10635(b)
Provide a drought risk assessment as part of information considered in developing the demand 

management measures and water supply projects.

Water Supply Reliability 

Assessment
7.2 Drought Risk Assessment

Section 7.3 10635(b)(1)

Include a description of the data, methodology, and basis for one or more supply shortage 

conditions that are necessary to conduct a drought risk assessment for a drought period that 

lasts 5 consecutive years.

Water Supply Reliability 

Assessment

7.2.1 Data, Methods, and Basis for 

a Water Shortage Condition

Section 7.3 10635(b)(2)
Include a determination of the reliability of each source of supply under a variety of water 

shortage conditions.

Water Supply Reliability 

Assessment
7.1.3 Water Service Reliability

Section 7.3 10635(b)(3)
Include a comparison of the total water supply sources available to the water supplier with the 

total projected water use for the drought period. 

Water Supply Reliability 

Assessment
7.1.3 Water Service Reliability

Section 7.3 10635(b)(4)

Include considerations of the historical drought hydrology, plausible changes on projected 

supplies and demands under climate change conditions, anticipated regulatory changes, and 

other locally applicable criteria. 

Water Supply Reliability 

Assessment
7.1.3 Water Service Reliability

Chapter 8 10632(a) Provide a water shortage contingency plan (WSCP) with specified elements below. 
Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A. Water Shortage 

Contingency Plan

Chapter 8 10632(a)(1) Provide the analysis of water supply reliability (from Chapter 7 of Guidebook) in the WSCP
Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A; 1.1 Water Supply 

Reliability Analysis

Section 8.10 10632(a)(10)

Describe reevaluation and improvement procedures for monitoring and evaluation the water 

shortage contingency plan to ensure risk tolerance is adequate and appropriate water shortage 

mitigation strategies are implemented.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A; 1.10 WSCP 

Refinement Procedures

Section 8.2 10632(a)(2)(A)
Provide the written decision-making process and other methods that the supplier will use each 

year to determine its water reliability. 

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A; 1.2 Annual Water 

Supply and Demand Assessment

Section 8.2 10632(a)(2)(B)
Provide data and methodology to evaluate the supplier’s water reliability for the current year 

and one dry year pursuant to factors in the code.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A; 1.2 Annual Water 

Supply and Demand Assessment

Section 8.3 10632(a)(3)(A)

Define six standard water shortage levels of 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 percent shortage and greater 

than 50 percent shortage. These levels shall be based on supply conditions, including percent 

reductions in supply, changes in groundwater levels, changes in surface elevation, or other 

conditions. The shortage levels shall also apply to a catastrophic interruption of supply.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A; 1.3 Six Standard 

Water Shortage Levels

Section 8.3 10632(a)(3)(B)
Suppliers with an existing water shortage contingency plan that uses different water shortage 

levels must cross reference their categories with the six standard categories.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning
N/A

Section 8.4 10632(a)(4)(A)
Suppliers with water shortage contingency plans that align with the defined shortage levels 

must specify locally appropriate supply augmentation actions. 

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A; 1.4.2 Supply 

Augmentation

Section 8.4 10632(a)(4)(B) Specify locally appropriate demand reduction actions to adequately respond to shortages. 
Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A; 1.4.1 Demand 

Reduction

Section 8.4 10632(a)(4)(C) Specify locally appropriate operational changes.  
Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A; 1.4.3 Operational 

Changes

Section 8.4 10632(a)(4)(D)
Specify additional mandatory prohibitions against specific water use practices that are in 

addition to state-mandated prohibitions are appropriate to local conditions. 

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.4.4 Additional 

Mandatory Restrictions

Section 8.4 10632(a)(4)(E)
Estimate the extent to which the gap between supplies and demand will be reduced by 

implementation of the action.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A; 1.4.1 Demand 

Reduction, Table 3.

Section 8.4.6 10632.5 The plan shall include a seismic risk assessment and mitigation plan.
Water Shortage Contingency 

Plan

Appendix A: 1.4.6 Seismic Risk 

Assessment and Mitigation Plan

Section 8.5 10632(a)(5)(A)
Suppliers must describe that they will inform customers, the public and others regarding any 

current or predicted water shortages.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.5 Communication 

Protocols

Section 8.5 and 8.6
10632(a)(5)(B) 

10632(a)(5)(C)

Suppliers must describe that they will inform customers, the public and others regarding any 

shortage response actions triggered or anticipated to be triggered and other relevant 

communications.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.5 Communication 

Protocols

Section 8.6 10632(a)(6)
Retail supplier must describe how it will ensure compliance with and enforce provisions of the 

WSCP.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.6 Compliance and 

Enforcement



Section 8.7 10632(a)(7)(A) Describe the legal authority that empowers the supplier to enforce shortage response actions. 
Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning
Appendix A: 1.7 Legal Authorities

Section 8.7 10632(a)(7)(B)
Provide a statement that the supplier will declare a water shortage emergency Water Code 

Chapter 3. 

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.2.3 Annual Water 

Supply and Demand Assessment 

Procedure

Section 8.7 10632(a)(7)(C)
Provide a statement that the supplier will coordinate with any city or county within which it 

provides water for the possible proclamation of a local emergency. 

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.12 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Availability

Section 8.8 10632(a)(8)(A)
Describe the potential revenue reductions and expense increases associated with activated 

shortage response actions.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.8 Financial 

Consequences of WSCP

Section 8.8 10632(a)(8)(B)
Provide a description of mitigation actions needed to address revenue reductions and expense 

increases associated with activated shortage response actions.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.8 Financial 

Consequences of WSCP

Section 8.8 10632(a)(8)(C)
Retail suppliers must describe the cost of compliance with Water Code Chapter 3.3: Excessive 

Residential Water Use During Drought

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.8 Financial 

Consequences of WSCP

Section 8.9 10632(a)(9)

Retail suppliers must describe the monitoring and reporting requirements and procedures that 

ensure appropriate data is collected, tracked, and analyzed for purposes of monitoring 

customer compliance.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.9 Monitoring and 

Reporting

Section 8.11 10632(b)
Analyze and define water features that are artificially supplied with water, including ponds, 

lakes, waterfalls, and fountains, separately from swimming pools and spas.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.11 Special Water 

Feature Distinction

Sections 8.12 and 10.4 10635(c)

Provide supporting documentation that Water Shortage Contingency Plan has been, or will be, 

provided to any city or county within which it provides water, no later than 30  days after the 

submission of the plan to DWR.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Appendix A: 1.12 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Availability

Section 8.14 10632(c)
Make available the Water Shortage Contingency Plan to customers and any city or county 

where it provides water within 30 after adopted the plan.

Water Shortage Contingency 

Planning

Appendix A: 1.12 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Availability

Sections 9.1 and 9.3 10631(e)(2)
Wholesale suppliers shall describe specific demand management measures listed in code, their 

distribution system asset management program, and supplier assistance program.
Demand Management Measures N/A

Sections 9.2 and 9.3 10631(e)(1)

Retail suppliers shall provide a description of the nature and extent of each demand 

management measure implemented over the past five years. The description will address 

specific measures listed in code.

Demand Management Measures
Section 9 Demand Management 

Measures

Chapter 10 10608.26(a)
Retail suppliers shall conduct a public hearing to discuss adoption, implementation, and 

economic impact of water use targets (recommended to discuss compliance).

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Section 10.2.1 10621(b)

Notify, at least 60 days prior to the public hearing, any city or county within which the supplier 

provides water that the urban water supplier will be reviewing the plan and considering 

amendments or changes to the plan. Reported in Table 10-1.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Section 10.4 10621(f)
Each urban water supplier shall update and submit its 2020 plan to the department by July 1, 

2021.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Sections 10.2.2, 10.3, and 10.5 10642

Provide supporting documentation that the urban water supplier made the plan and 

contingency plan available for public inspection, published notice of the public hearing, and held 

a public hearing about the plan and contingency plan.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Section 10.2.2 10642
The water supplier is to provide the time and place of the hearing to any city or county within 

which the supplier provides water.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Section 10.3.2 10642
Provide supporting documentation that the plan and contingency plan has been adopted as 

prepared or modified.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation
Appendix K. Adoption Resolutions

Section 10.4 10644(a)
Provide supporting documentation that the urban water supplier has submitted this UWMP to 

the California State Library.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Section 10.4 10644(a)(1)
Provide supporting documentation that the urban water supplier has submitted this UWMP to 

any city or county within which the supplier provides water no later than 30 days after adoption.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Sections 10.4.1 and 10.4.2 10644(a)(2)
The plan, or amendments to the plan, submitted to the department shall be submitted 

electronically.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Section 10.5 10645(a)

Provide supporting documentation that, not later than 30 days after filing a copy of its plan with 

the department, the supplier has or will make the plan available for public review during normal 

business hours.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Section 10.5 10645(b)

Provide supporting documentation that, not later than 30 days after filing a copy of its water 

shortage contingency plan with the department, the supplier has or will make the plan available 

for public review during normal business hours.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation

Section 10.6 10621(c)
If supplier is regulated by the Public Utilities Commission, include its plan and contingency plan 

as part of its general rate case filings. 

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation
N/A

Section 10.7.2 10644(b)
If revised, submit a copy of the water shortage contingency plan to DWR within 30 days of 

adoption.

Plan Adoption, Submittal, and 

Implementation

Section 10 Plan Adoption, 

Submittal, and Implementation
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Draft 2020 Urban Water 
Management Plan and Water 
Shortage Contingency Plan
Virtual Community Informational Meeting

How can you learn more 
about the Plans?
Learn more about the UWMP and 
the WSCP (the Plans) and register 
for the Community Informational 
meeting at OxnardWater.org.

The Draft UWMP and WSCP will 
be available for review at 
OxnardWater.org in mid July 2021.

What is the Water Shortage 
Contingency Plan?
The Water Shortage Contingency 
Plan (WSCP) is a document 
describing how a water supplier 
will respond to the various stages 
of a water shortage caused by a 
drought or some other event, such 
as a natural disaster or threats to 
the water system or sources.

What is the Urban Water 
Management Plan?
Urban Water Management Plans 
(UWMPs) are prepared by 
California’s urban water suppliers 
every five years. The plans 
support long-term resource 
planning to ensure adequate 
supplies are available to meet 
existing and future water needs. 
The Oxnard UWMP describes and 
evaluates projected water 
demands, water supplies, water 
resource development programs, 
and water demand measures 
within the Oxnard service area.

Virtual Meeting
Wednesday, July 28, 2021  |  6 pm – 8 pm

Presented by Water Systems Consulting

(805) 385-8154
OxnardWater.org



Redacción 2020 Plan de Gestión 
de Agua Urbana y Plan de 
Contingencia de Escasez de Agua
Reunión virtual informativa para la comunidad

¿Cómo puedes aprender más 
sobre los planes?
Obtenga más información sobre 
UWMP y el WSCP (los planes) y 
registrarse para la reunión virtual 
informativa en OxnardWater.org.

El redacción de UWMP y WSCP 
estara disponible para su revisión 
en OxnardWater.org a mediados 
de julio de 2021.

¿Qué es el Plan de Contingencia 
de Escasez de Agua?
El Plan de Contingencia de Escasez de 
Agua (WSCP, por sus siglas en inglés) 
es un documento describiendo cómo 
un proveedor de agua responderá a las 
distintas etapas de una escasez de 
agua causada por una sequía o algún 
otro evento, como un desastre natural, 
amenazas a el sistema o las fuentes de 
agua.

¿Qué es el Plan de Gestión de 
Agua Urbana?
Los planes de gestión de agua 
urbana (UWMP, por sus siglas en 
inglés) son preparados por 
proveedores de agua urbana de 
California cada cinco años. Los 
planes apoyan recursos a largo 
plazo de planificación para asegurar 
que los suministros adecuados 
estén disponibles para cumplir las 
necesidades de agua actuales y 
futuras. El UWMP de Oxnard 
describe y evalúa las demandas de 
agua proyectada, suministros de 
agua,  programas de desarrollo de 
recursos de agua, y medidas de 
demanda de agua dentro del área de 
servicio de Oxnard.

Reunión virtual
Miércoles, 28 de julio de 2021  |  6pm - 8pm

Presentado por Water Systems Consulting
Habrá interpretación al español.

(805) 385-8154
OxnardWater.org



Draft 2020 Urban Water 
Management Plan and Water 
Shortage Contingency Plan
Virtual Community Informational Meeting

How can you learn more about the Plans?
Learn more about the UWMP and the WSCP (the 
Plans) and register for the Community 
Informational meeting at OxnardWater.org.
The Draft UWMP and WSCP will be available for 
review at OxnardWater.org in mid July 2021.

What is the Water Shortage Contingency Plan?
The Water Shortage Contingency Plan (WSCP) is a 
document describing how a water supplier will respond 
to the various stages of a water shortage caused by a 
drought or some other event, such as a natural disaster 
or threats to the water system or sources.

What is the Urban Water Management Plan?
Urban Water Management Plans (UWMPs) are prepared by 
California’s urban water suppliers every five years. The 
plans support long-term resource planning to ensure 
adequate supplies are available to meet existing and 
future water needs. The Oxnard UWMP describes and 
evaluates projected water demands, water supplies, water 
resource development programs, and water demand 
measures within the Oxnard service area.

Virtual Meeting
Wednesday, July 28, 2021  |  6 pm – 8 pm

Presented by Water Systems Consulting

(805) 385-8154
OxnardWater.org



Redacción 2020 Plan de Gestión 
de Agua Urbana y Plan de 
Contingencia de Escasez de Agua

Reunión virtual informativa para la comunidad

¿Cómo puedes aprender más sobre los 
planes?
Obtenga más información sobre UWMP y el WSCP (los planes) 
y registrarse para la reunión virtual informativa en 
OxnardWater.org.

El redacción de UWMP y WSCP estara disponible para su 
revisión en OxnardWater.org a mediados de julio de 2021.

¿Qué es el Plan de Contingencia de Escasez 
de Agua?
El Plan de Contingencia de Escasez de Agua (WSCP, por 
sus siglas en inglés) es un documento describiendo cómo 
un proveedor de agua responderá a las distintas etapas de 
una escasez de agua causada por una sequía o algún otro 
evento, como un desastre natural, amenazas a el sistema o 
las fuentes de agua.

¿Qué es el Plan de Gestión de Agua Urbana?
Los planes de gestión de agua urbana (UWMP, por sus siglas 
en inglés) son preparados por proveedores de agua urbana de 
California cada cinco años. Los planes apoyan recursos a largo 
plazo de planificación para asegurar que los suministros 
adecuados estén disponibles para cumplir las necesidades de 
agua actuales y futuras. El UWMP de Oxnard describe y evalúa 
las demandas de agua proyectada, suministros de agua,  
programas de desarrollo de recursos de agua, y medidas de 
demanda de agua dentro del área de servicio de Oxnard.

Reunión virtual
Miércoles, 28 de julio de 2021  |  6pm - 8pm

Presentado por Water Systems Consulting
Habrá interpretación al español.

(805) 385-8154
OxnardWater.org

Reunión virtual informativa para la comunidad





 

 E  
 

 

E 
Appendix E. Public Hearing 
Notices 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



For: Simone Seydoux   From:  Manuel Muñoz / Vida Newspaper
RE:  Legal Notice Requested.             Please Confirm By Email: vidanews@aol.com
 Size: 1 x Col 15"    

NOTICE OF
PUBLIC

HEARING 
REGARDING 
THE CITY OF 
OXNARD 2020 

URBAN WATER 
MANAGEMENT 

PLAN AND
WATER

SHORTAGE
CONTINGENCY 

PLAN

Notice is hereby given 
that on Tuesday, October 
19, 2021 at 6:00 p.m., 
or as soon thereafter as 
the matter may be heard, 
in the City of Oxnard’s 
(City) Council Chambers, 
at 305 W. Third Street, 
Oxnard, CA 93030, the 
City Council will conduct 
a virtual public hearing to 
receive public comments 
and consider adoption 
of the Draft 2020 Urban 
Water Management Plan 
(UWMP) and Draft Water 
Shortage Contingency 
Plan (WSCP).  Following 
the public hearing, the 
City Council may adopt 
the Draft 2020 UWMP 
and Draft WSCP with 
recommended modifica-
tions as a result of public 
input.  For information on 
how to participate in the 
virtual meeting, please 
visit https://www.oxnard.
org/city-meetings/.  

The Draft 2020 UWMP 
documents the City’s 
plans to ensure adequate 
water supplies to meet 
existing and future de-
mands under a range of 
water supply conditions, 
including water shortages.  
The Draft WSCP docu-
ments the City’s plans 
to manage and mitigate 

an actual water shorta-
ge condition, should one 
occur because of drought 
or other impacts on water 
supplies.

A copy of the Draft 2020 
UWMP and Draft WSCP 
will be available for public 
review beginning on Sep-
tember 30, 2021 and can 
be downloaded at https://
www.oxnard.org/city-de-
partment/public-works/
water/uwmp/.  Please con-
tact the City if you require 
special accommodations.

Please provide written 
comments on the Draft 
2020 UWMP and WSCP 
to Abraham Maldonado 
at abraham.maldonado@
oxnard.org.

The public may view 
the meeting at which the 
public hearing will be 
conducted beginning at 
6:00 p.m. on the City’s 
website (www.oxnard.
org/city-meetings), on 
YouTube (www.youtu-
be.com/oxnardnews) or 
Spectrum channel 10 / 
Frontier channel 35.

For further information, 
contact the City Clerk’s 
Office, 300 W. Third 
Street, 4th Floor, Oxnard 
CA 93030 at (805) 385-
7803.

Published: 
VCVN  SEPT.  30,  OCT. 7, 2021                



For: Simone Seydoux   From:  Manuel Muñoz / Vida Newspaper
RE:  Legal Notice Requested.             Please Confirm By Email: vidanews@aol.com
 Size: 1 x Col 17"    

AVISO DE
AUDIENCIA

PÚBLICA
RESPECTO DEL 

PLAN DE
GESTIÓN DEL 

AGUA URBANA 
DE OXNARD DE 

2020 Y EL
PLAN DE

CONTINGENCIA 
DE ESCASEZ DE 

AGUA 

Por el presente se avisa 
que el martes, 19 de oc-
tubre de 2021, a las 6:00 
p.m., o lo más pronto 
posteriormente que se 
pueda abordar el asunto, 
en la Sala del Concejo 
Municipal de Oxnard (la 
Ciudad), en 305 W. Third 
Street, Oxnard, CA 93030, 
el Concejo Municipal ce-
lebrará una audiencia pú-
blica virtual para recibir 
comentarios del público 
y considerar la adopción 
del Borrador del Plan de 
Gestión del Agua Urbana 
(UWMP, por sus siglas en 
inglés) de 2020 y el Bo-
rrador del Plan de Contin-
gencia de Escasez de Agua 
(WSCP). Tras la audiencia 
pública, el Concejo Mu-
nicipal puede adoptar el 
Borrador del UWMP de 
2020 y el Borrador del 
WSCP con modificacio-
nes recomendadas como 
resultado de las aportacio-
nes del público. Si desea 
información sobre cómo 
participar en la reunión 
virtual, por favor, visite 
la página https://www.
oxnard.org/city-meetings/.

El Borrador del UWMP de 
2020 documenta los pla-
nes de la Ciudad para ga-
rantizar suministros ade-
cuados de agua para cubrir 

las demandas existentes 
y futuras dentro de una 
variedad de situaciones 
de suministro de agua, in-
cluyendo escasez de agua. 
El Borrador del WSCP 
documenta los planes de 
la ciudad para gestionar y 
mitigar una situación real 
de escasez de agua, si se 
produjera debido a sequía 
u otros impactos sobre los 
suministros de agua.

Habrá disponible una 
copia del Borrador del 
UWMP de 2020 y del 
Borrador del WSCP para 
revisión pública a partir 
del 30 de septiembre de 
2021 y puede descargarse 
desde la página https://
www.oxnard.org/city-de-
partment/public-works/
water/uwmp/. Por favor, 
contacten a la Ciudad si 
necesitan adaptaciones 
especiales.

Por favor, envíen comen-
tarios por escrito sobre 
el Borrador del UWMP 
de 2020 y del WSCP a 
Abraham Maldonado, 
escribiendo a abraham.
maldonado@oxnard.org.

El público puede ver la 
reunión en la que se ce-
lebrará la audiencia pú-
blica a partir de las 6:00 
p.m. en la página web de 
la Ciudad (www.oxnard.
org/city-meetings), en 
YouTube (www.youtube.
com/oxnardnews) o en el 
canal Spectrum 10 / canal 
Frontier 35.

Si desean más informa-
ción, contacten a la Ofi-
cina de la Secretaria de 
la Ciudad, 300 W. Third 
Street, 4th Floor, Oxnard 
CA 93030, llamando al 
(805) 385-7803.

Published: 
VCVN  SEPT.  30,  OCT. 7, 2021                
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Page 1 of 7©2019 Esri

October 21, 2019

Data Note: Household population includes persons not residing in group quarters.  Average Household Size is the household population divided by total households.  
Persons in families include the householder and persons related to the householder by birth, marriage, or adoption.  Per Capita Income represents the income received 
by all persons aged 15 years and over divided by the total population.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri forecasts for 2019 and 2024 Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.

2024 33.2
2019 31.7

Median Age
2010 29.9

2024 $25,453

Per Capita Income
2019 $21,678

2024 $511,842

Median Home Value
2019 $461,787

2024 $79,864

Median Household Income
2019 $67,833

Vacant Housing Units 5.5%
Renter Occupied Housing Units 42.7%
Owner Occupied Housing Units 51.7%

2024 Housing Units 56,882
Vacant Housing Units 5.3%
Renter Occupied Housing Units 43.5%
Owner Occupied Housing Units 51.3%

2019 Housing Units 55,264
Vacant Housing Units 5.6%
Renter Occupied Housing Units 41.8%
Owner Occupied Housing Units 52.6%

2010 Housing Units 52,773
Vacant Housing Units 3.5%
Renter Occupied Housing Units 41.1%
Owner Occupied Housing Units 55.5%

Housing Unit Summary
2000 Housing Units 45,067

2019-2024 Annual Rate 0.51%
2024 Average Family Size 4.25

2024 Families 43,083
2019 Average Family Size 4.24

2019 Families 41,994
2010 Average Family Size 4.20

2010 Families 39,997
2019-2024 Annual Rate 0.52%
2024 Average Household Size 3.98

2024 Households 53,749
2019 Average Household Size 3.98

2019 Households 52,362
2010 Average Household Size 3.95

2010 Households 49,799
2000 Average Household Size 3.85

Household Summary
2000 Households 43,502

Residents 113,142
Workers 62,986

2019 Total Daytime Population 176,128
2019-2024 Annual Rate 0.55%

2024 Total Population 215,680
2019 Group Quarters 1,532

2019 Total Population 209,795
2010 Total Population 197,902

Population Summary 
2000 Total Population 170,199

Oxnard city, ...

Oxnard City, CA Prepared by Esri
Oxnard City, CA (0654652)
Geography: Place

Community Profile
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October 21, 2019

Data Note: Income represents the preceding year, expressed in current dollars.  Household income includes wage and salary earnings, interest dividends, net rents, 
pensions, SSI and welfare payments, child support, and alimony.  

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri forecasts for 2019 and 2024 Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.

Average Home Value $571,847
$2,000,000 + 1.3%
$1,500,000 - $1,999,999 0.2%
$1,000,000 - $1,499,999 2.5%
$750,000 - $999,999 9.4%
$500,000 - $749,999 38.4%
$400,000 - $499,999 27.6%
$300,000 - $399,999 14.0%
$250,000 - $299,999 2.8%
$200,000 - $249,999 1.1%
$150,000 - $199,999 0.3%
$100,000 - $149,999 0.2%
$50,000 - $99,999 0.9%
<$50,000 1.3%

2024 Owner Occupied Housing Units by Value
Total 29,429

Average Home Value $512,733
$2,000,000 + 1.2%
$1,500,000 - $1,999,999 0.2%
$1,000,000 - $1,499,999 2.0%
$750,000 - $999,999 6.1%
$500,000 - $749,999 30.0%
$400,000 - $499,999 27.4%
$300,000 - $399,999 20.1%
$250,000 - $299,999 4.4%
$200,000 - $249,999 2.7%
$150,000 - $199,999 1.0%
$100,000 - $149,999 0.7%
$50,000 - $99,999 1.7%
<$50,000 2.4%

2019 Owner Occupied Housing Units by Value
Total 28,333

Average Household Income $102,158
$200,000+ 7.4%
$150,000 - $199,999 9.8%
$100,000 - $149,999 20.4%
$75,000 - $99,999 16.6%
$50,000 - $74,999 17.7%
$35,000 - $49,999 10.7%
$25,000 - $34,999 6.6%
$15,000 - $24,999 6.2%
<$15,000 4.7%

2024 Households by Income
Household Income Base 53,749

Average Household Income $86,881
$200,000+ 5.7%
$150,000 - $199,999 7.4%
$100,000 - $149,999 16.8%
$75,000 - $99,999 16.0%
$50,000 - $74,999 19.3%
$35,000 - $49,999 12.6%
$25,000 - $34,999 8.1%
$15,000 - $24,999 8.1%
<$15,000 6.0%

Household Income Base 52,362

Oxnard city, ...
2019 Households by Income

Oxnard City, CA (0654652)
Geography: Place

Oxnard City, CA Prepared by Esri

Community Profile
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri forecasts for 2019 and 2024 Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.

October 21, 2019

Females 106,748

2024 Population by Sex
Males 108,933

Females 103,659

2019 Population by Sex
Males 106,135

Females 97,512

2010 Population by Sex
Males 100,390

18 + 71.6%
85 + 1.1%
75 - 84 3.4%
65 - 74 6.9%
55 - 64 9.4%
45 - 54 11.0%
35 - 44 15.3%
25 - 34 15.1%
15 - 24 13.7%
10 - 14 8.0%
5 - 9 7.8%
0 - 4 8.3%

2024 Population by Age
Total 215,681

18 + 71.4%
85 + 1.0%
75 - 84 2.8%
65 - 74 6.3%
55 - 64 9.6%
45 - 54 11.2%
35 - 44 13.5%
25 - 34 17.2%
15 - 24 14.0%
10 - 14 7.9%
5 - 9 8.2%
0 - 4 8.4%

2019 Population by Age
Total 209,794

18 + 70.2%
85 + 1.0%
75 - 84 2.7%
65 - 74 4.6%
55 - 64 8.6%
45 - 54 12.0%
35 - 44 13.5%
25 - 34 15.8%
15 - 24 17.2%
10 - 14 7.8%
5 - 9 8.0%
0 - 4 8.9%

Total 197,902

Oxnard city, ...
2010 Population by Age

Oxnard City, CA (0654652)
Geography: Place

Oxnard City, CA Prepared by Esri

Community Profile
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October 21, 2019

Data Note: Persons of Hispanic Origin may be of any race.  The Diversity Index measures the probability that two people from the same area will be from different 
race/ethnic groups.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri forecasts for 2019 and 2024 Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.

Noninstitutionalized Population 0.5%
Institutionalized Population 0.3%

In Group Quarters 0.7%
In Nonfamily Households 7.5%

Nonrelative 7.0%
Other relative 12.1%
Child 38.2%
Spouse 14.3%
Householder 20.2%

In Family Households 91.8%
In Households 99.3%

2010 Population by Relationship and Household Type
Total 197,902

Diversity Index 85.7
Hispanic Origin 76.5%

Two or More Races 4.8%
Some Other Race Alone 36.2%
Pacific Islander Alone 0.3%
Asian Alone 7.8%
American Indian Alone 1.4%
Black Alone 2.9%
White Alone 46.6%

2024 Population by Race/Ethnicity
Total 215,679

Diversity Index 85.9
Hispanic Origin 75.3%

Two or More Races 4.7%
Some Other Race Alone 36.3%
Pacific Islander Alone 0.3%
Asian Alone 7.6%
American Indian Alone 1.4%
Black Alone 3.0%
White Alone 46.7%

2019 Population by Race/Ethnicity
Total 209,794

Diversity Index 85.4
Hispanic Origin 73.5%

Two or More Races 4.6%
Some Other Race Alone 35.1%
Pacific Islander Alone 0.3%
Asian Alone 7.4%
American Indian Alone 1.5%
Black Alone 2.9%
White Alone 48.2%

2010 Population by Race/Ethnicity
Total 197,902

Oxnard city, ...

Oxnard City, CA Prepared by Esri
Oxnard City, CA (0654652)
Geography: Place

Community Profile
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri forecasts for 2019 and 2024 Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.

October 21, 2019

Rural Population 0.0%
Population Inside Urbanized Cluster 0.0%
Population Inside Urbanized Area 100.0%

2010 Population By Urban/ Rural Status

Total Population 197,902

Transportation/Material Moving 6.7%
Production 8.4%
Installation/Maintenance/Repair 3.7%
Construction/Extraction 5.1%
Farming/Forestry/Fishing 15.2%
Blue Collar 39.0%
Services 18.4%
Administrative Support 12.8%
Sales 9.3%
Professional 12.8%
Management/Business/Financial 7.6%
White Collar 42.6%

2019 Employed Population 16+ by Occupation
Total 98,678

Public Administration 4.7%
Services 39.3%
Finance/Insurance/Real Estate 5.1%
Information 1.0%
Transportation/Utilities 4.0%
Retail Trade 10.6%
Wholesale Trade 3.4%
Manufacturing 11.4%
Construction 6.7%
Agriculture/Mining 13.8%

2019 Employed Population 16+ by Industry
Total 98,676

Civilian Unemployed (Unemployment Rate) 5.3%

2019 Civilian Population 16+ in Labor Force
Civilian Employed 94.7%

Divorced 8.7%
Widowed 4.1%
Married 45.8%
Never Married 41.3%

2019 Population 15+ by Marital Status
Total 158,502

Graduate/Professional Degree 5.2%
Bachelor's Degree 13.0%
Associate Degree 7.4%
Some College, No Degree 20.9%
GED/Alternative Credential 1.9%
High School Graduate 21.2%
9th - 12th Grade, No Diploma 9.3%
Less than 9th Grade 21.2%

Total 129,073

Oxnard city, ...
2019 Population 25+ by Educational Attainment

Oxnard City, CA (0654652)
Geography: Place

Oxnard City, CA Prepared by Esri

Community Profile
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October 21, 2019

Data Note: Households with children include any households with people under age 18, related or not.  Multigenerational households are families with 3 or more 
parent-child relationships. Unmarried partner households are usually classified as nonfamily households unless there is another member of the household related to 
the householder. Multigenerational and unmarried partner households are reported only to the tract level. Esri estimated block group data, which is used to estimate 
polygons or non-standard geography.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri forecasts for 2019 and 2024 Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.

Rural Housing Units 0.0%
Housing Units Inside Urbanized Cluster 0.0%
Housing Units Inside Urbanized Area 100.0%

2010 Housing Units By Urban/ Rural Status

Total Housing Units 52,773

Renter Occupied 44.3%
Owned Free and Clear 10.7%
Owned with a Mortgage/Loan 45.1%

Owner Occupied 55.7%

2010 Households by Tenure and Mortgage Status

Total 49,799

7 + Person Household 13.5%
6 Person Household 7.8%
5 Person Household 12.4%
4 Person Household 16.2%
3 Person Household 14.8%
2 Person Household 21.1%
1 Person Household 14.2%

2010 Households by Size
Total 49,799

Same-sex 0.8%
Male-female 6.6%

Unmarried Partner Households 7.4%
Multigenerational Households 13.6%

All Households with Children 51.8%

Nonfamily Households 5.4%
With Related Children 10.1%

Other Family with Female Householder 15.3%
With Related Children 5.1%

Other Family with Male Householder 8.1%
Other Family (No Spouse Present) 23.4%

With Related Children 35.4%
Husband-wife Families 56.9%

Family Households 80.3%
Households with 2+ People 85.8%
Households with 1 Person 14.2%

2010 Households by Type
Total 49,799

Oxnard city, ...

Oxnard City, CA Prepared by Esri
Oxnard City, CA (0654652)
Geography: Place

Community Profile
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October 21, 2019

Data Note: Consumer spending shows the amount spent on a variety of goods and services by households that reside in the area.  Expenditures are shown by broad 
budget categories that are not mutually exclusive.  Consumer spending does not equal business revenue. Total and Average Amount Spent Per Household represent 
annual figures. The Spending Potential Index represents the amount spent in the area relative to a national average of 100.

Source: Consumer Spending data are derived from the 2016 and 2017 Consumer Expenditure Surveys, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Esri.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri forecasts for 2019 and 2024 Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.

Spending Potential Index 95
Average Spent $1,088.06

Vehicle Maintenance & Repairs: Total $ $56,972,737

Spending Potential Index 102
Average Spent $2,293.49

Travel:  Total $ $120,091,865
Spending Potential Index 87
Average Spent $2,152.04

Support Payments/Cash Contributions/Gifts in Kind: Total $112,684,966
Spending Potential Index 106
Average Spent $19,683.71

Shelter:  Total $ $1,030,678,611
Spending Potential Index 99
Average Spent $880.51

Personal Care Products & Services: Total $ $46,105,435
Spending Potential Index 99
Average Spent $2,117.00

HH Furnishings & Equipment:  Total $ $110,850,569
Spending Potential Index 90
Average Spent $5,335.80

Health Care:  Total $ $279,393,384
Spending Potential Index 103
Average Spent $3,788.33

Food Away from Home:  Total $ $198,364,287
Spending Potential Index 100
Average Spent $5,189.92

Food at Home:  Total $ $271,754,716
Spending Potential Index 95
Average Spent $3,110.05

Entertainment/Recreation:  Total $ $162,848,462
Spending Potential Index 102
Average Spent $1,618.23

Education:  Total $ $84,733,754
Spending Potential Index 103
Average Spent $2,203.86

2019 Consumer Spending 
Apparel & Services:  Total $ $115,398,450

3. Valley Growers (7E)
2. Las Casas (13B)
1. Urban Villages (7B)

Oxnard city, ...
Top 3 Tapestry Segments

Oxnard City, CA (0654652)
Geography: Place

Oxnard City, CA Prepared by Esri

Community Profile
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PROJECT TYPE DEVELOPER PROJECT LOCATION STATUS PZ Permit No. PLNR DESCRIPTION

Residential

Henry Casillas, M.A.

451 West Fifth Street

Oxnard, CA  93030

Mobile: (805) 231-3971

Office:  (805) 385-3565

Email:  hc@ca-realtyventures.com

Heritage Homes II
1101 West Second Street 

Oxnard CA
Proposed

20-500-05

20-535-03

20-300-04

JM

27 detached, 2 story, single-family homes on 4.1 acre site. The 3 

bedroom homes will be 1,149 to 1,201 sf in size on lots ranging 

between 3,838 sf and 9,752 sf in size. 

Residential

Brittany Deniff, Development Manager

Community Development Partners

3416 Via Oporto, Suite 301

Newport Beach, CA 92663

714-227-1704

Navigation Center 241 W 2nd Street Oxnard CA Proposed
20-200-13 20-500-

03 20-310-08
PM Proposed homeless shelter and 56 unit supportive housing project.

Residential
Dylan Chappell 175 S. Ventura Ave, Suite A105 

Ventura, CA 93001
Urban Lofts 136 S. B Street Oxnard CA Proposed 20-200-15 PM

20 unit, five story apartment building on .16 acres. Includes a ground 

floor commercial unit.

Residential
Mark Petit, Lauterbach and Assoc. 300 Montgomery 

Ave. #C Oxnard, CA 93036
Dansk Phase 2

2300 Pleasant Valley Road, 

Oxnard CA
Proposed 20-500-01 PM

46 unit, two story apartment building on 1.05 acres. Requested zone 

change, general plan amendment and PD overlay.

Residential
Jim and Dori Sandefer, 5450 Ralston St. #105B, 

Ventura, CA 93003

Single - Family Beachfront 

House
1215 Capri Way, Oxnard CA Approved 20-400-01 JP

Construction of a two-story 5,284 square-foot single-family residence 

with an attached three-car garage

Residential
Dylan Chappell 175 S. Ventura Ave, Suite A105 

Ventura, CA 93001
Sandpiper Apartments 155 N. A Street Oxnard CA Submitted 20-200-09 PM

56 Unit, five story apartment building on 0.32 acres. Includes 2 ground 

floor commercial units.

Residential

Henry Casillas, M.A.

451 West Fifth Street

Oxnard, CA  93030

Mobile: (805) 231-3971

Office:  (805) 385-3565

Email:  hc@ca-realtyventures.com

Central Terrece 

Apartments

217-235 East Sixth Street, 

Oxnard, CA 93030
Proposed

20-200-06 20-535-

01
JP

Construction of a 5-story building, 88 unit podium style apartment 

building.

Residential
Oxnard C Street Associates, LLC, 300 East Esplanade 

Drive, Suite 1550, Oxnard, CA 93036
C Street Apartments 761 South C Street Oxnard CA In Process 20-200-03 JD

Construction of a 5-story, 175-unit apartment building. Structure will 

be podium structure with parking and retail space on ground floor with 

4 levels of studio, 1-bed and 2-bed units. 

Residential

Mark Irving, Urban Housing Communities, LLC, 2000 

East Fourth Street, Suite 205, Santa Ana, California 

92705

Las Cortes Phase 3
San Gorgonio and First Street , 

Oxnard CA
Proposed 20-200-01 JD

129 affordable units on 8.2 acres, within the Las Cortes Planned 

Residential Group

Residential

Taylor Financial                                     701 Shadow Lane                                       

Las Vegas, NV 89106                           (702) 366-0465 x 

104

Portofino Place
5th Street & Portofino Place, 

Oxnard CA
Plan Check 19-500-04 PM

New 90 unit, planned development, duplex-townhome development 

on 7.6 acres. The project includes a subdivision map, General Plan 

amendment, Zone Change, & Special Use Permit

Residential
Frank Rogue 2101 Wankel Way No. 270 Oxnard, CA 

93036
Ramos Efficiency Unit 1640 Alturas Way Oxnard, CA Approved 19-240-26 PM

Convert an existing 483 square-foot garage to a one bedroom 

accessory dwelling unit and a laundry room for the primary residence.



Residential

Fore Property Company

Johnathan Cornelius

1004 Santa Barbara Street

Santa Barbara, California 93101

805-456-8344

jcornelius@foreproperty.com

Fore RiverPark
North Ventura Road at Town 

Center Drive, Oxnard, CA
Proposed 19-200-16 JP

333 unit, five story apartment complex on 4.2 acre site within the 

RiverPark Specific Plan Community. 2700 & 2750 N. Vebntura Rd.

Residential

Alon Gamliel

GR Builders LLC

18960 Ventura Boulevard Suite 20

818-963-1683

alonggamliel@gmail.com

19 Unit Apartment 

Complex
780 S G Street Oxnard CA Proposed

19-200-13

19-535-01
JM

19 unit, four-story apartment complex on a 21,000 square foot vacant 

site (0.48-acre).  One to three dedroom units on upper floors with 

parking on ground level. (Across Oxnard Community Park East) APN 

202-0-152-305, 315, & 325

Residential
Frank Vazquez 410 Orchard Street Filmore, CA 93015 

(805) 524-4116
Silva Residence 2711 Colonia Ave Oxnard, CA Plan Check 19-200-09 PM

New home w/ ADU - Development Design Review             1667 square 

foot single-family residence and 625 square-foot ADU

Residential
Frank Vazquez 410 Orchard Street Filmore, CA 93015 

(805) 524-4116
Vazquez Residence 2721 Colonia Ave Oxnard, CA Plan Check 19-200-08 PM

New home w/ ADU - Development Design Review             1667 square 

foot single-family residence and 625 square-foot ADU

Residential
Ubaldo Leyva

(805) 758-3738
Roosevelt Duplex

213 S Roosevelt Ave, Oxnard 

CA
Active 19-200-04 RB New 4,000 SF attached duplex

Residential
Blake Rasmussen, (805) 370-0075 

rasmussen.blake@gmail.com
Doris Avenue 700 Doris Ave. Oxnrd, CA Plancheck

18-500-10 18-300-

09
JP 7 single family homes with optional accessory dwelling unit on 7 lots

Residential
Khing Inv., LLC - Anthony Benitez 3211 Saviers Rd. 

(805) 844-6295
Detached Dwelling 2310 Saviers Rd, Oxnard Ca Proposed 18-500-09 VO Construct a detached dwelling unit.

Residential

Jeff Zook (Coastal Architects)                   505 S. A 

Street, Oxnard, CA 93030         (805) 985-7654         

jeff@coastalarch.com

"C" Street Apartments 637 S. C Street Oxnard CA Proposed
18-500-05 18-535-

04
PM

Mixed use - 3,000 square feet retail and 21 new apartments (3 

moderate income units) on three lots w/ density bonus. 613, 637-643 

S. C Street 

Residential

Henry Casillas, M.A.

451 West Fifth Street

Oxnard, CA  93030

Mobile: (805) 231-3971

Office:  (805) 385-3565

Email:  hc@ca-realtyventures.com

Heritage Homes
184 Norh H Street 

Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction

18-500-01

18-300-05

18-535-01

JM

13 detached single-family dwelling units on 13 separate lots on a 1.49 

acre project site. The homes will be 1,653 square feet in size and th lots 

will range between 4,574 and 5,739 square feet. 130-184 Norh H 

Street 

Oxnard CA

Residential

Travis Rodriguez 

805-660-1202

travisrodriguez1@gmail.com

Residential Beachfront 

Home
1121 Capri Way Oxnard CA Approved 18-400-09 JD

Construct new 6,921 square foot, beachfront single family home with 

an attached 725 square foot garage on a vacant lot. APN 191-0-041-

205

Residential

Travis Rodriguez 

805-660-1202

travisrodriguez1@gmail.com

Residential Beachfront 

Home

847 Mandalay Beach Road 

Oxnard CA
Approved 18-400-08 JM

Construct new 6,920 square foot, beachfront single family home with 

an attached 656 square foot garage on a vacant lot.  APN 191-0-041-

355 Lot 18 of Tract 4380

Residential Marcia Vail and Duncan Murray  (805) 562-1270 Triplex
5201 Driftwood Street, Oxnard 

CA
Approved 18-400-07 HD/CW

A condominium triplex on an undeveloped lot in the coastal zone.  

waived parcel map

Residential
Rick Moraga (805)482-1836

(818)519-1861
Triplex

5231 Neptune Square, Oxnard 

CA
Proposed 18-400-06 VO A triplex on an undeveloped lot in the coastal zone

Residential
Rosy Hernandez 418 W Third St. Oxnard, CA 93030 

(805) 407-8473

Single Family Beachfront 

Home

711 Mandalay Beach Rd, 

Oxnard CA
Approved 18-400-05 VO 1-custom 3-story, single family home



Residential

Frank Rogue

805.236.1124

filiuserro@gmail.com

Residential Duplex 4981 Dunes Circle Oxnard CA
Plan Check

#18-4502

18-400-01

18-300-04
JM

Construct a two-story, residential duplex on a 6,600 square foot vacant 

lot. APN 196-0-023-165

Residential
Arun K Jain

818-219-4596
Apartment Complex

1227 South C Street, Oxnard 

CA
Proposed 18-200-06 JM

9 Unit apartment complex on 0.85 acre site. 1227 & 1239 South C 

Street, Oxnard CA

Residential

Daniel Guerrero

(805)236-3009

dannyuguerrero@hotmail.com

Single-Family Residence 204 S. Juanita Ave Oxnard CA
Plan Check

#18-1906
18-200-01 JM

Construct a 2,115 square-foot single-family residence with an attached 

two-car garage on a 6,925 square-foot lot located within the La Colonia 

Neighborhood.

Residential

Jeff Zook

Coastal Architects

(805) 985-7654

jeff@coastalarch.com

F Street Condos 321 N F Street Oxnard CA Plan Check 17-500-01 VO
40 multi-family condominiums and associated site improvements on 

2.8 acres

Residential

Martha Picciotti, Architect

mpdesign@charter.net

Phone (805) 641-3221

Single-Family Beachfront 

House

1125 Capri Way

Oxnard CA

Under 

Constructin

BP# 19-3859

17-400-04 JM

Demo existing 1,800 square-foot house and construct new 5,028 

square-foot, two story single family house with attached four car 

garage on 6,328 quare foot beachfront lot 

Residential

Frank Rogue

(805) 236-1124

filiuserro@gmail.com

Tepora Duplex
1030 Dunes Street

Oxnard CA

Approved 

BP# 18-3785
17-400-01 JM

Construct a two-story, residential duplex on a 6,600 square foot vacant 

lot. 

Residential
Zareh Keshmeshian 5381 Long Shadow Court 

Westlake Village CA 91362

Duplex Condominium 

Subdivision
861 Dunes Oxnard CA Approved

17-300-07    17-400-

06
PM 2 condominums on a single parcel

Residential

Oscar Tirado

7562 Chaminade Ave.

West Hills, CA 91304

(818) 378-4138

Triplex
4830 Terrace Avenue Oxnard 

CA

Under 

Construction
16-540-01 RB

Three-unit apartment complex with a request for three deviations from 

zoning standards, per the Planned Development Permit.

Residential

JBGR Investments, LLC

 1105 Walnut Drive, Oxnard, CA 93036

 Agent: Henry Casillas

 805-231-3971

 hc@ca-realtypros.com

20-Townhome units 5489 Saviers Rd Oxnard CA
City Council 

approved
16-500-06 IF

Approval to construct 20 townhome units, inclusive of 4 affordable 

units, which includes a Tentative Tract Map on a .91-acre on an All-

Affordable Housing Opportunity Program (AAHOP) site.

Residential

Jasper Li

A Plus Building Design

(626) 623-0706

aplusbuildinginc@gmail.com

Duplex 1011 Dunes St Oxnard CA
Plan Check

BP# 18-6492

16-400-06

18-300-03
JM

Construct a two-story residential duplex on an 8,865 square foot 

vacant lot. 1011 - 1015 Dunes St Oxnard CA

Residential

Charles Stevens

19911 Northridge Rd.

Chatsworth CA 91311

Single - Family Beachfront 

House

1021 Mandalay Beach Road 

Oxnard CA
Plan Check 16-400-03 KM

Two story 4,000 sq. square-foot. residence with a 1, 432 sq. square-

foot. garage / storage area.

Residential

Oakwood Communities, Inc.

V.P of Construction

886 Wagon Wheel Rd.

Oxnard, CA 93036

(805) 278-4999 off (619) 726-2819 cell

The Village Wagon Wheel 

Development Project 

(Planning Area 4) Mayfair

Wagon Wheel Rd Oxnard CA
Under 

Construction
16-200-02 HD

Proposed construction of 88 condominium dwelling units (57 2-bdrm., 

29 3-bdrm., and 2 4-bdrm. units) in 6, three-story residential buildings 

on 4.03 acres within the Village Specific Plan area



Residential

Oakwood Communities, Inc.

V.P of Construction

886 Wagon Wheel Rd.

Oxnard, CA 93036

(805) 278-4999 off (619) 726-2819 cell

The Village Wagon Wheel 

Development Projects 

(Planning Areas 5 & 11) 

Park Place

Wagon Wheel Rd Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction 

Planning Area 11

16-200-01 HD

Proposed construction of 78 condominium dwelling units (52 3-bdrm., 

and 26 4-bdrm. units) in 26, four-story residential buildings on 4.34 

acres within the Village Specific Plan area.

Residential
Rosy Hernandez 418 W Third St. Oxnard, CA 93030 

(805) 407-8473

Single - Family Beachfront 

House

703 Mandalay Beach Rd 

Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction
15-400-04 JD

Demolish one exsiting multi-family building and construct one three-

story, 4,020 square-foot beachfront home with an attached garage and 

decks.

Residential
Rosy Hernandez 418 W Third St. Oxnard, CA 93030 

(805) 407-8473

Single-Family Beachfront 

House

701 Mandalay Beach Road 

Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction
15-400-03 JD

One three-story, 4,020 square-foot beachfront home with an attached 

garage.

Residential

Mark Shellnut 

(805)649-2056

shellnut@sbcglobal.net

Single-Family Beachfront 

House

855 Mandalay Beach Road 

Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction
15-400-01 JC

A 6,997 square-foot, single-family house and garage on a 3,744 sq 

square-foot lot.

Residential

Oakwood Communities, Inc.

V.P of Construction

886 Wagon Wheel Rd.

Oxnard, CA 93036

(805) 278-4999 off (619) 726-2819 cell

The Village Wagon Wheel 

Development Projects 

(PA 7, 9, 10 & a portion of 

8) Oxford Flats

Wagon Wheel Rd Oxnard CA
Under 

Construction
15-200-07 HD

Proposed construction of 144 condominium dwelling units (36 2-bdrm., 

and 108 3-bdrm. units) in 12, four-story residential buildings on 6.51 

acres within the Village Specific Plan area.

Residential

Cabrillo Economic Development Group

702 County Square Drive

Ventura, CA 93003

Etting Road Affordable 

Apartments
Etting Road OxnardCA Approved

15-200-01, 13-540-

01
JP Construction of 42 affordable apartment units

Residential
Roy Milbrandt

(805) 218-1540

Single-Family 

Beachfront Home
1131 Capri Wy Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction
13-400-05 JC One 5,240 square-foot, single-family beachfront house on piles.

Residential
Mike Marlow, Oxnard Shores Development Co.

(805) 985-1557

Avalon Homes 

Subdivision
Dunes St  Canal St Oxnard CA

Preperation 

formDAC review

11-400-01

11-300-01
IF

64 single-family homes and a tentative tract map for 16 parcels (4 

houses per parcel) on an 8.1-acre property.

Residential
Planet Home Living, Michael Marini          (949) 208-

7248
Anacapa Townhomes 5001 W Wooley Rd Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction

08-400-04

09-300-01

13-420-02

IF Approval to construct 50 townhome units and recreational facility.

Residential

John Mellon

MPL Property Holdings, LLC

(805) 984-2301

jmellon@argentmanagementllc.com

North Shore Subdivision
W Fifth Street and Harbor Blvd 

Oxnard CA
Approved

05-300-08       05-

500-04
JM 183 single-family homes and 109 detached condominiums.

ADU 3227 S. G ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-102 JP
Construction of 723 SF addition for a new 2nd story ADU with 334 SF 

Junior ADU

ADU 3227 S. G ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-101 JP Conversion of an existing attached garage into a 334 SF ADU

ADU
1135 CALIENTE WAY OXNARD, 

CA
20-131-100 RB ADU2/TYPE 2B & 5/

ADU
841 AVALON WAY OXNARD, 

CA
Active 20-131-99 RB ADU2/572 SF ATTCHD/841 AVALON WAY       TYPE 3



ADU
2064 SAN BENITO ST OXNARD, 

CA
Active 20-131-98 RB ADU2/645SF CONV ADTN/

ADU
894 SARATOGA ST OXNARD, 

CA
Approved 20-131-97 RB ADU2/371 SF DET GRG CNV/894 SARATOGA ST TYPE 2A

ADU
1950 SANFORD ST OXNARD, 

CA
Approved 20-131-96 RB ADU2/335 SF JADU/1950 SANFORD ST

ADU 3400 S E ST OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-95 RB ADU2/600 SF DETACHED/3400 S E ST        TYPE 1

ADU
622 GLENWOOD DR OXNARD, 

CA
20-131-94 RB

ADU2/850 SF CONV EXIST/622 GLENWOOD DR  CONVERSION AND 

LEGALIZATION OF EXISTING SF

ADU
1224 SEAPORT DR OXNARD, 

CA
Approved 20-131-93 RB

ADU2/582 SF GRG CONV/1224 SEAPORT DR    TYPE 2B ATTCHD GRG 

CONV

ADU 631 PALM DR OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-92 RB
ADU2/830 SF DETCH ADU/631 PALM DR       DETACHED ADU TYPE 1 

WITH 3 CAR GARAGE

ADU 3020 MERCED PL OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-91 RB
ADU2/345 SF GRG CONV/3020 MERCED PL     ATTACHED GARAGE TYPE 

2B

ADU 3043 S M ST OXNARD, CA 20-131-90 PM ADU2/TYPE 5 JR ADU/3043 S M ST

ADU 301 MCKINLEY AV OXNARD, CA 20-131-89 PM ADU2/DETACHED ADU/301 MCKINLEY AV

ADU 1113 PINATA DR OXNARD, CA 20-131-88 JM ADU2/968 SF DET/1113 PINATA DR

ADU
300 CAMPBELL WAY OXNARD, 

CA
Approved 20-131-87 RB ADU2/658 SF ADDTN/300 CAMPBELL WAY      TYPE 3

ADU 435 E LAUREL ST OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-86 RB ADU2/470 SF CONV/435 E LAUREL ST        TYPE 4

ADU 4340 DAPPER CT OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-85 RB
ADU2/475 SF JADU/4340 DAPPER CT         NEW ADDITION REVIEWED 

CONCURRENTLY FOR  JADU CONVERSION

ADU 4340 DAPPER CT OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-84 RB ADU2/660 SF GRG CONV&ADD/4340 DAPPER CT TYPE 2B

ADU 316 N I ST OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-83 RB
ADU2/406 SF GRG CONV/316 N I ST         DETACHED GARAGE 

CONVERSION

ADU 2117 HUGHES OXNARD, CA 20-131-82 RB
ADU/CONVERT DETACHED GARAGE/2117 HUGHES ADDITION TO 

GARAGE, TOTAL 725 SQFT

ADU
2111  ALMANOR ST OXNARD, 

CA
20-131-81 JC ADU/CONVERSION OF GARAGE 2ND STRY/2111  ALMANOR ST

ADU
1436 VALLEY PARK DR 

OXNARD, CA
20-131-80 PM ADU2/TYPE 1 ADU/1436 VALLEY PARK DR

ADU
2665 COLONIA AVE OXNARD, 

CA
20-131-79 RB 8/25/TYPE 2A ADU/2665 COLONIA AVE

ADU
1416 CALIFORNIA ST OXNARD, 

CA
Approved 20-131-78 RB

ADU2/749 SF DET GRG/1416 CALIFORNIA ST  DETACHED GARAGE AND 

ADDITION

ADU 3033 S K ST OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-77 RB ADU2/600 SF GRG CONV ADDTN/3033 S K ST  TYPE 2A

ADU 205 N H ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-76 JC
Converstion of an existing detached recreational room into a 677 

square-foot ADU

ADU
1735 ELSINORE AVE OXNARD, 

CA
Approved 20-131-75 RB ADU2/459 SF GRG CONV/1735 ELSINORE AVE

ADU 456 PALM DR OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-74 RB ADU2/498 SF DETACHED/456 PALM DR/TYPE 1



ADU
1721 VALLEY PARK DR 

OXNARD, CA
20-131-73 PM ADU2/TYPE 3 ADU/1721 VALLEY PARK DR

ADU 3211 MADERA PL  OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-72 RB ADU2/394 SF GARAGE CONV/3211 MADERA PL  TYPE 2B

ADU
227 N JUANITA AVE OXNARD, 

CA
Approved 20-131-71 RB ADU2/385 SF JADU CONV/227 N JUANITA AVE TYPE 5

ADU
154 S JUANITA AVE OXNARD, 

CA
Active 20-131-70 RB ADU2/482 SF CONV JADU/154 S JUANITA AVE TYPE 5

ADU
154 S JUANITA AVE OXNARD, 

CA
Active 20-131-69 RB ADU2/501 SF GRG CONV/154 S JUANITA AVE  TYPE 2B

ADU 2586 Lake Drive Approved 20-131-68 JC
Conversion of an existing attached garage and tandem parking pace 

into a 652 sqaure-foot ADU

ADU 458 N HAYES AVE OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-67 RB ADU2/490SF JADU ADD/CON/458 N HAYES AVE TYPE 5 (PART 2/2)

ADU 458 N HAYES AVE OXNARD, CA Approved 20-131-66 RB ADU2/851 SF DETACHED/458 N HAYES AVE    TYPE 1 (PART 1/2)

ADU 428 S. E ST. Approved 20-131-65 JC
Conversion of an existing attached garage into a 414 square-foot SF 

ADU.

ADU
1601 EVANGELINE PL OXNARD, 

CA
Approved 20-131-64 RB

ADU2/437 SF GRG CONV/1601 EVANGELINE PL TYPE 2B                                 

PLANS RECEIVED 8/3/20

ADU
227 N JUANITA AVE OXNARD, 

CA
Approved 20-131-63 RB ADU2/GARAGE CONV/227 N JUANITA AVE      TYPE 2A

ADU 238 E CEDAR ST Oxnard CA Active 20-131-62 RB 748 SF DETACHED

ADU 950 W CEDAR CT Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-61 RB NEW 740 SF MULTIFAM

ADU
2233 SAN MARINO ST Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-60 RB 733SF ADU ADDTN

ADU 2401 S K ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-59 RB 655 SF GARAGE CONV

ADU 1868 LINCOLN CT Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-58 RB 607 SF DETACH ADU

ADU 110 S F ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-57 RB 528 SF GRG CONV

ADU
2224 SAN MARINO ST Oxnard 

CA
Active 20-131-56 RB 529SF GRG CONV

ADU 1123 TERESA ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-55 RB 475 SF ATTCHD ADU

ADU 1521 PIEDMONT ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-53 RB 720 ATTCHD ADU

ADU 1431 ASTORIA PL Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-52 RB 672 SF ADU

ADU 1158 S M St Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-50 RB EXISTING CONV

ADU
4011 San Juan Ave., Oxnard, 

CA 93033
Approved 20-131-49 JP One 735 square feet 2 bedroom ADU

ADU
321 N ROOSEVELT AVE Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-45 RB GRG CONV&ADDTN

ADU 3550 S B ST TYPE 1 Approved 20-131-43 RB 747 SF DETCHD ADU

ADU 3051 JACKSON ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-42 RB 403 SF GRG CONV

ADU 1121 DORIS AVE Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-41 RB 375 SF GRG CONV

ADU 2621 TRINITY Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-40 RB ADDITION TO SFD



ADU 2960 KETCH PL Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-39 RB 499 SF ADU ADDTN

ADU
3531 W HEMLOCK ST Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-38 RB ATTCHD GRG&ADDTN

ADU 1242 S H ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-37 RB 1100 SF DETACHED ADU

ADU 4940 SAVIERS RD Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-36 RB 950 SF DETACHED

ADU 2111 SANFORD ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-35 RB 456 SF GRG CONV

ADU
2040 CAMINO DEL SOL Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-34 RB 482 SF GRG CONV

ADU
229 BRYCE CANYON AVE 

Oxnard CA
Approved 20-131-33 RB 704 SF ATTCHD ADU

ADU 451 N KOHALA ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-32 RB 478 SF GRG CONV

ADU 4900 JUSTIN WAY Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-31 RB 430 SF GRG CONV

ADU
231 S MARQUITA ST Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-30 RB 442 SF GRG CONV

ADU 4910 PETIT DR Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-29 RB 600 SF ABOVE (E) GRG

ADU 327 N GRANT AVE Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-28 RB 499 SF ATTCHD ADU

ADU 500 DE ANZA WAY Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-27 RB 870 SF ATTACHED

ADU 257 ST MARYS DR Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-26 RB 1200 SF DETACHED

ADU
1930 W HEMLOCK ST Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-25 RB GRG CONV 525 SF

ADU 930 W KAMALA ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-24 RB 462 SF GARAGE CONV

ADU
4451 BROWNING DR Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-23 RB 413 SF GARAGE CON

ADU 207 JAMES AVE Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-22 RB 440 SF GARAGE CONV

ADU 630 ANDREA DR Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-21 RB 948 SF CONV EXIST

ADU
2024 NAPOLEON AVE Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-18 RB TYPE 3 ATTACHED

ADU 4006 S B St Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-16 RB GRG CONVERSION

ADU
2214 San Marino St

Oxanrd CA
Approved 20-131-15 RB GRG CONV

ADU
1030 W ROBERT AVE Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-13 RB 961 SF ADDTN

ADU 416 FIRENZE ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-12 RB 606 SF ADDTN

ADU 1958 S J ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-10 RB 360 SF GARAGE CONV

ADU 608 W BEVERLY DR Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-08 RB 828 SF ADU

ADU
4200 HIGHLAND AVE Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-07 RB NEW DETACH 685SF



ADU
174 N HARRISON AVE Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-06 RB GRG CONV+ADDTN

ADU
1526 VALLEY PARK DR Oxnard 

CA
Approved 20-131-04 RB 760 SF CONVERS

ADU 340 E CEDAR ST Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-03 RB MARTINEZ ADU

ADU 1813 S. D STREET Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-02 RB 481 SF ADU

ADU 1711 VALLEY PARK Oxnard CA Approved 20-131-01 RB 1,103 SF ADD&CONV

ADU 411 N Juanita Ave, Oxnard CA Proposed 19-240-47 JC
Proposed 606 square-foot accessory dwelling unit to existing 1,218 

square-foot single family house

ADU 2635 Colonia Ave, Oxnard CA Approved 19-240-47 RB New detached 800 SF ADU

ADU 348 E. Cedar Street Oxnard CA Proposed 19-240-46 JC
Proposed 400 square-foot accessory dwelling unit to existing 1,221 

square-foot single family house

ADU 518 Magnolia Ave, Oxnard CA Approved 19-240-44 RB 567 SF garage conversion into ADU

ADU 3232 Circle Dr., Oxnard CA In plan check 19-240-40 RB Bedroom conversion into 446 SF ADU

ADU 4801 S G Street Oxnard CA Proposed 19-240-39 JC
Proposed 600 square-foot accessory dwelling unit to existing 2,019 

square-foot single family house

ADU 4312 S A St., Oxnard CA Active 19-240-37 RB 656 SF attached ADU

ADU 336 W Iris St., Oxnard CA Approved 19-240-36 RB New detached 485 SF ADU

ADU 1161 W Guava St., Oxnard CA Approved 19-240-35 RB 660 SF garage and bedroom conversion into ADU

ADU 4500 S C St., Oxnard CA Plan check 19-240-32 RB 441 SF garage conversion into ADU

ADU 4710 S J St., Oxnard CA Approved 19-240-30 RB 360 SF garage conversion into ADU

ADU 433 Spruce St., Oxnard CA Plan check 19-240-28 RB Garage and bedroom conversion into a new 556 SF ADU

ADU 830 Nina Dr., Oxnard CA Plan check 19-240-18 RB 220 SF bedroom conversion into ADU

ADU 500 De Anza Way,, Oxnard CA Approved 19-240-13 RB New 752 SF ADU and residential addition

ADU
3131 Via Marina Ave, Oxnard 

CA
Plan check 19-240-04 RB Garage conversion into a 603 SF ADU.

ADU 635 Colonia Rd., Oxnard CA Approved 19-240-03 RB New detached 600 SF ADU above new 2-car garage

ADU
930 Redwood Street Oxnard 

CA
Approved 18-240-34 JM 600 sf ADU

ADU 112 North F Street Approved 18-240-31 JM Convert exising garage (440 sf)

ADU 276 Vanderbilt Oxnard CA Approved 18-240-24 PM
Addition of a new, attached 600 square-foot accessory dwelling unit 

(ADU).

ADU 1928 San Benito Street Approved 18-240-23 JM
Convert an existing 821 square-foot area of the existing house

ADU 1731 Astoria Place Oxnard CA Approved 18-240-18 PM
Create a 647 square-foot accessory dwelling unit (ADU) within the 

exiting footprint of a 1,911 square-foot, single family residence.

ADU 3173 Clinton St Oxnard CA Approved 18-240-13 PM
Addition of a new, attached 814 square-foot accessory dwelling unit 

(ADU).

ADU 1807 Guava Court Oxnard CA Proposed 18-240-12 JD 600 square-foot accessory dwelling unit



ADU 3140 Eden Street Oxnard CA Approved 18-240-05 JD 1 unit/633 square-feet/1 bedroom

ADU
302 W. Doris Avenue Oxnard 

CA
Proposed 17-240-14 VC

Convert 600 square-foot of an existing single-family residence into an 

accessory dwelling unit (ADU).

ADU 2140 Hancock Pl Oxnard CA Proposed 17-240-10 STAFF Proposal to construct a 630 square-foot Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU).

ADU
631 Douglas Avenue

Oxnard CA
Plan Check 17-240-08 VC

Convert an existing 564 square-foot patio lanai into an accessory 

dwelling unit (ADU) in the rear of an existing single-family residential 

lot.

ADU 113 East Cedar St, Oxnard CA Plan Check 17-240-05 VC
Construct a 600 square-foot accessory dwelling unit (ADU) in the rear 

of an exisiting single-family residence.

ADU 1025 Ontario Street Oxnard CA Proposed 17-240-02 JD 1 unit/289 square-feet/2 bedrooms

Commercial
Matthew Moore Complete Wireless Consulting for 

Verizon, 209 V Street, Sacremento, CA 95318
Wireless Facility 2400 Eastman Ave, Oxnard CA Proposed 20-530-01 MP

12 antennae on 65' tall mono-pine tree and associated equipment in a 

ground enclosure.

Commercial

Jennifer Cribbs 

Jcribbs@starbucks.com

555 Anton Blvd, Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Starbucks Drive Thru Site 

Renovations

2551 E. Vineyard Ave, Oxnard, 

CA
Active 20-140-22 JP

Site and facade renovations to existing Wendy Drive-Thru resturant to 

allow for new Starbucks Drive-Thru

Commercial

TransSystems

505 14th Street Suite 1000

Oakland, CA 94612

UPRR Mod Office
512 East Fifth Street

Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction
19-200-11 RB

Contruction of a 2,520 square foot modular one-story Union Pacific 

Railroad (UPRR) office building, associated parking lot improvements

Commercial

Jerry Ambrose for Verizon 3905 State Street, Unit 7-

188                                Santa Barbara, CA 93105                          

(805) 637-7407

Wireless Facility 375 S. K Street, Oxnard CA Plan Check 19-530-04 PM
New 52' tall mono-eucalyptus and associated equipment ground 

enclosure in a landscape area of a parking lot

Commercial
Hollee King (Sites Pacific) for AT&T    7584 

Eisenhower Street                      Ventura, CA 93003
Wireless Facility

3001 S. Saviers Road Oxnard, 

CA
Plan Check 19-530-03 PM

New 82' tall mono-pine tree and associated equipment ground 

enclosure in the parking area behind 3001 S. Saviers Road (Stan's 

Drugs)

Commercial
Jesse Gilholm (Synergy) for T-Mobile 867 E. Front 

Street, Ventura, CA (805) 300-4140
Wireless facility 490 S. Rose Ave. Oxnard, CA Proposed 19-530-02 PM

New 70' tall mono-eucalyptus tree and associated equipment ground 

enclosure in the railroad right-of-way near the northeast corner of the 

intersection of 5th Street and Rose Ave

Commercial
Jesse Gilholm (Synergy) for T-Mobile 867 E. Front 

Street, Ventura, CA (805) 300-4140
Wireless facility

1341 Channel Island Blvd 

Oxnard, CA
Proposed 19-530-01 PM

New 70' tall mono-eucalyptus tree and associated equipment ground 

enclosure in the parking lot of a regional commercial shopping center 

(Port Place Shoppes)

Commercial
Marcus Frisco, Matticus Hospitality Grp 11913 Tarron 

Avenue Hawthorne, CA  90250
TRU Hotel by Hilton

180 W. Esplanade Ave Oxnard, 

CA
Plan Check 19-500-03 PM A 44370 square foot 5 story building, infill project with 88 rooms.

Commercial
Tamara Soussan (Synergy Group, Inc) 24011 Ventura 

Blvd. Suite 101 Calabasas, CA 91302 (949) 857-4763
Enterprise Rental Lot 6RHR+7F Oxnard, California Proposed 19-500-01 PM

New rental office, auto carwash, and lot for 40+ rental vehicles. 

Located NW Rose Ave & Ventura Blvd Oxnard CA



Commercial
Pantoja Trucking                                         235 Quail 

Street   Santa Paula, CA    (805) 525-6400
Pantoja Trucking

210 W Hueneme Road, Oxnard 

CA
Proposed 19-200-03 CW/HD Warehouse/shipping facility with outdoor vehicle storage and offices

Commercial
Mike Ramsey Lusardi Construction Company 

(760)522-8793  mramsey@lusardi.com
CarMax 

2001 Lockwood Street Oxnard 

CA
Proposed 19-140-26 CEJ

Proposal to construct a 1,452 square-foot photo booth for 

photographing current dealership inventory. 

Commercial

Scott Dunaway D4 Communications

1114 State Street, Suite 222

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Verizon facility
1630 E Ventura Blvd  Oxnard 

CA
Approved 18-530-02 JD

Construction of a wireless communications facility designed as a 40 

foot tall faux eucalyptus tree with associated ground mounted 

equipment.

Commercial
Scott  Dunaway, 1114 State St, Ste 234, Santa 

Barbara, CA 93101
Verizon facility 161 Ventura Blvd  Oxnard CA Proposed 18-530-01 JD

Construction of a wireless communications facility designed as a 47 

foot tall eucalyptus tree with associated ground mounted equipment.

Commercial
Nils Johnson for Mission Produce 1451-D N. Rice 

Road Oxnard, CA 93030
HQ - Mission Produce 1750 Solar Drive Oxnard CA Proposed 18-500-13 PM Construct a 3-story office building over single story parking garage

Commercial

Jeff Zook (Coastal Architects)                   505 S. A 

Street, Oxnard, CA 93030         (805) 985-7654         

jeff@coastalarch.com

Doggin Around 481, 491 Ventura Bl Oxnard CA Plancheck 18-500-11 SK Construct a 5861 s.f. dog facility for boarding and daycare.

Commercial

Stanley Rothbart

Rothbart Development Corp.

10990 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 1000

Los Angeles, CA 90024

(310) 277-6288

Bank and Restaurant
2161 and 2181 N Rose Avenue  

Oxnard CA
Plancheck

18-500-06; 18-500-

08
RB

Proposed bank building and restaurant with drive-thru on the 

formerTGI Friday's restaruant lcoation. project includes demo the 

former restaurant building (6,656 sf) and construct a new 3,795 sf. 

bank. A 3,925 sf. fast food restaurant with a drive thru and related site 

changes.

Commercial

Jerry Ambrose (Eukon Group)                3905 State St, 

Suite 7-188                             Santa Barbara CA 93105                        

(805) 637-7407 jambrose@wireless01.com

Wireless facility 2511 S. C Street  Oxnard CA Proposed 18-500-04 PM New camouflaged wireless cellular facility on an existing building

Commercial

James Rogers (Smartlink)                              18401 Von 

Karman Suite 400,         Irvine, CA 92612    (949) 295-

9031 james.rogers@smartlinkllc.com

Wireless facility
2101 Mandalay Beach Road   

Oxnard CA
Approved 18-400-03 PM New camouflaged wireless cellular facility on an existing building

Commercial AP+E Architects, Sean Nourani (424) 365 2070 Venura Road Shell Gas 1861 North Ventura Road Proposed 17-550-02 JM
Demolish exsting 1,384 sf buidling and construct new 2,.300 sf 

convenience store with beer and wine sales at existing fuel station.

Commercial
Jerry Ambrose (Eukon Group) 3905 State St, Suite 7-

188 Santa Barbara CA 93105
AT&T Project

211 West Pleasant Valley Rd, 

Oxnard Ca

Under 

Construction
17-530-03 PM Proposed 60' monopalm wireless facility

Commercial

Scott Dunaway D4 Communications

1114 State Street, Suite 222

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Fremont Verizon 600 N. Ventura Rd Oxnard CA Proposed 17-530-02 JD Proposed 50' high Monopine wireless telecomunication facility

Commercial
Stephen Heinze / Dioji 315 Meigs Rd. Suite A #651 

Santa Barbara CA 93109
Dog Daycare and Kennel 633 Ventura Blvd Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction
17-500-17 PM

Remodel 2,814 square-foot, single story office and construct a 4,781 

square-foot warehouse type addition



Commercial

Carlos Vizcarra -Amerco Real Estate Company 2727 N 

Central Ave, 5-N Phoenix, AZ 85004 (602) 263-6502 

carlos_vizcarro@uhaul.com

U-Haul of North Oxnard
2420 N. Vineyard Ave Oxnard, 

CA
Proposed 17-500-11 PM

Reuse of existing structure for U-Haul, outdoor RV parking, indoor mini-

storage use, and general warehouse as yet unleased.

Commercial
Alton Klein 1234 E. 17th St. Santa Ana, CA 92701 

(714) 460-1542

Starbucks Drive Thru at 

Port Place Shoppes

Ventura Rd and W Channel 

Islands Bl Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction
17-500-10 PM Starbucks Drive Thru

Commercial

Craig Lopez

Lopez Architects, A.I.A.

155 Granada St., Suite L

Camarillo, CA 93010

Annexation Batelaan 

Property

2971 E Ventura Blvd Oxnard 

CA
Proposed 17-500-06 CW/HD annexation and new 3,000 sf warehouse

Commercial

Judy Munzig -Dusenberg Investments Co 1800 

Avenue of the Stars, Sutie 1400 Los Angeles, CA 

90067 (310) 203-0698 jbrokks@topa.com

Campus at Topa Towers 350 E Esplanade Oxnard, CA Proposed 17-500-02 CW/HD
Remove 2 buildings and service station, replace with three buildings, 

one existing building remodeled. All retail and restaurant.

Commercial
Jared Jones (DKN Hotels) 42 Corporate Park Irvine, Ca 

92606 949.338.4139 jaredj@dknhotels.com
RiverPark Hotels

Town Center Drive Oxnard 

Blvd Oxnard CA
Plan Check

17-200-07      17-

200-08
JP

Proposed development of two, four-story hotels (TownePlace Suites 

and SpringHill Suites), each featuring 120 rooms

Commercial
Costco Wholesale c/o Jennifer Murillo

999 Lake Drive, Issaquah, WA 98072
Costco Fuel Facility 2001 Ventura Bl Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction

16-630-01 16-310-

01 16-140-10
JC

Amend the Rose Santa Clara Specific Plan to allow the merger of two 

lots and the relocation of gas station associated with the existing 

Costco.

Commercial

Barbara Ricketts 

Architect

3787 Calle Posadas 

Newbury Park, CA 91320

(805) 701-9134

Pleasant Valley Plaza
105 W. Pleasant Valley Rd. 

Oxnard CA

Plan Check

BP# 18-5350
16-550-04 JM

Remodel exiting shopping center, construct new 11,392 sf 

commercial/retail building with related site improvements to parking, 

landscaping, lighting, signage, etc.

Commercial
Alex Kang 879 W. 190 Street Suite 935 Gardena CA 

90248 (310) 768-2700 akang@satohbrothers.con
Shoe City 2441 Vineyard Ave. Oxnard CA Approved 16-540-03 PM

A Planned Development Permit for the construction of a new single 

story 15,900 sq. ft. shopping center on a 55,100 sq. ft. lot with 

associated parking and landscape.

Commercial

Ellitot Megdal & Associates

252-C S. Beverly Dr. Beverly Hills, CA 90212 (310) 277-

0456

Esplanade Gateway
360 West Esplanade Dr Oxnard 

CA

Under 

Construction
16-500-02 JC

A 5,000 square-foot retail center with a 1,850 square-foot Starbucks 

drive-thru

Commercial

Bijan Shahmoradi                                             8730 

Wilshire Blvd. Suite 202        Beverly Hills, CA 90211        

    (310) 433-6815

WaterDrops Car Wash - 

Rancho Victoria
3680 W Fifth Street Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction

BP# 18-2868

16-150-01 JM
Proposed automated full service car wash and approximately 5,500 

square feet building on 1.4 acre lot

Commercial

Troy A. White

TW LAND PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT, LLC

805.698.7153

twhite@twlandplan.com

Rancho Victoria Plaza 

Shopping Center

3600-3700 W Fifth St Oxnard 

CA

Under 

Construction

13-550-01 13-300-

02
JM

Proposal to construct 11 retail/commerical buildings that will range 

between 3,388 and 6,472 square feet in size. Buildings will be 

constructed on separate lots.

Commercial

Michael Sanchez

Coastal Architects 

(805) 985-7654

5th Street Banquet Hall 141 W Fifth St Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction

BP# 17-5911

13-500-04 JM
Convert a portion of an existing office building to an assembly hall and 

event facility and construct a 2,274 square-foot addition.



Commercial
Heady Design & Associates 

(909) 215-6079
Dewey Pest Control 2991 Ventura Blvd Oxnard CA Expired 11-540-02 STAFF A 5,700 square-foot office building and associated site improvements.

Industrial

Guy D De Mangeon 205 W. Montecito St  Santa 

Barbara CA 93101  (805) 637-4050 email: 

jpjamngt@theberryman.com

The Berry Man 6Q2H+XX

Oxnard, CA

Submitted 20-200-16 JD

Construction of a 58,341 cold storage warehouse on a vacant lot. 

Proposed development includes a single-story freezer/cold storage 

warehouse area with a mezzanine and attached two-story office. 

proposed location is the SE corner of S. Victoria Rd and Teal Club Rd, 

Oxnard, CA 93030

Industrial

Jason Quintel Senior Vice President- Western Region                                                  

SEEFRIED INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES, INC.   2201 E. 

Camelback Road, Suite 225B                                                             

Phoenix, AZ 85016                                            Phone: 

602-337-8730, Ext. 28                                              Cell: 

602-300-3648   Fax: 770-373-4940                               

jasonquintel@seefriedproperties.com

Bruin Fulfillment Center 3100 Sakioka Drive, Oxnard CA
Under 

Construction
20-200-04 SL

1,527,505 square feet of warehouse space plus two storage 

mezzanines

Industrial

Teddy Graves

SA Recycling, LLC

2411 North Glassell Street

Orange, California 92865

SA Recycling
1421 Mountain View Avenue, 

Oxnard CA
Proposed 19-550-03 JM

Demo and reconfigure existing recycling outdoor operations on 2-acre 

site and relocate 2,400 square foot modular office buidling. On and off-

site improvements include perimeter curb, gutter, sidewalk 

landscaping, and new vehicular entrances. 1421-1441 Mountain View 

Avenue, Oxnard CA

Industrial

Rosa Chen

Transsystem

(510) 835-9899

Union Pacific Railroad 

(UPRR) Modular Office
512 E Third St., Oxnard CA In plan check 19-200-11 RB

New 1,200 SF modular office building for Union Pacific Railroad, with 

access off of Third Street

Industrial
Scott Uhles, Delane Engineering, 2812 Santa Monica 

Boulevard, Suite 206, Santa Monica California 90404
Arctic Cold Storage

1101 Del Norte Boulevard 

Oxnard CA Proposed
19-200-15 JD

Construction of a 576,025 square-foot cold storage facility in The 

Sakioka Farms Specific Plan Area.

Industrial
Brian Poliquin, 5126 Clareton Drive, Suite 110, 

Agoura Hills, CA 91301
Santiago Industrial Suites

2301 Santiago Court Oxnard 

CA
In Process 20-200-07 JD

Construction of two industrial buildings with 12 suites each (for a total 

of 24 suites). One of the buildings will have a mezzanine.

Industrial
Port of Hueneme, 333 Ponoma St, Port Hueneme, CA 

93044
Vehicle Storage 598 W Hueneme Rd Oxnard CA In Process 18-500-02 JD

Outdoor vehicle storage on vacant 34 acre lot, to be screened from 

view from roadway; development includes 240 sqft security guard 

office trailer, light fixtures, and preimeter fence with landscape 

screening.

Industrial

Mark Pettit, Lauterbach & Associates

300 Montgomery Ave., Oxnard, CA 93036

(805) 988-0912

mark.pettit@la-arch.com

PTI Technologies
501 N Del Norte Blvd,

Oxnard CA
Plan Check 18-140-28 RB

Proposed 1,146 square-foot equipment enclosure on the south side of 

the existing industrial building.



Industrial Michael Chait, Applicant(818) 764-2067
New Distribution 

Warehouse
500 Elevar Street, Oxnard CA Approved 17-200-06 PM Construction of a new 67,000 square-foot tilt up single story building

Industrial
Lee Dukehart, MWS Wire Industries 21200 Cedar 

Valley Dr Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 (818) 991-8553

MWS Wire Industries 

Industrial/Warehouse 

Building

3000 Camino Del Sol, Oxnard 

CA

Under 

Construction
17-200-05 PM Two-story industrial/warehouse tilt-up building.

Industrial

Shahzain Husain 

Sapphire Engineering Company, Inc.

1843 Montgomery Rd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91360

(805)426-9477

Shahzain@sapphireeci.com

J&A Pre-Cooling 

Warehouse Addition

1720 Mountain View Ave, 

Oxnard CA

Proposed- 

Ongoing Review
17-140-38 IF

Proposed one-story 4,314 square-foot warehouse addition and 400 

square-foot detached accessory storage building.

Mixed Use

Henry Casillas, M.A.

451 West Fifth Street

Oxnard, CA  93030

Mobile: (805) 231-3971

Office:  (805) 385-3565

hc@ca-realtyventures.com

Billboard Lofts 800 South A Street Oxnard CA Approved 19-200-18 JD
Construction of a 5-story building to include 51 condominiums and 

4,024 square-feet of commercial space.

Mixed Use

Ruben Rodela

Gary Wang & Associates

(626) 288-6898

Ruben@Garywang.com

Lot 5 of The Landing at 

Riverpark (Panda Express)
Town Center Drive, Oxnard, CA Approved 19-200-17 RB New 2,300 SF drive-thru restaurant (Panda Express)

Mixed Use

Kelly Harrison

(310) 315-5411

KHarrison@Dynamidevco.com

Lot 4 of The Landing at 

Riverpark
Town Center Drive, Oxnard, CA Approved 19-200-14 RB

Construction of a 7,236 square-foot multi-tenant commercial building 

with a drive-through. Lot 5 of The Landing at RiverPark

Mixed Use

Rio School District/Pacific Companies

2500 E Vineyard Ave, Oxnard

(805) 485-3111

Tony.Talamante@gmail.com

Rio Urbana 2714 Vineyard Ave, Oxnard CA Approved 17-500-05 CW
Annexation and SUP for 15,000 sf office bldg (shared with 167 

condiminium units - see Residential list)

Mixed Use
Lizette Elenes Coastal Architects 505 S. A Street #200 

Oxanrd CA 93030 (805) 985-7554
Cooper Rd Mixed-use 600 Cooper Rd Oxnard CA

Under 

Construction

 BP# 17-2259

16-500-03 JM

Construct a two-story 5,671 square foot, mixed-use building consisting 

of 1,437 square-foot of commercial space on the first floor and two, 2-

bedroom apartments on the second floor and 4 car garage parking on a 

7,640 square foot lot

Mixed Use

Doug Brooks Oakwood Development Inc. 16331 

Scientific Way, Ste 250 Irvine, CA 92618  (949) 719-

9040

The Village Wagon Wheel 

Development Projects 

(PA 18 & 19) The Junction

Wagon Wheel Rd Oxnard CA
Under 

Construction
14-200-01 HD

219 market rate apartments (1, 2 & 3 bedrooms), recreation/meeting 

room, tot lot, and landscaped paseos and 16,303 square-feet of 

commercial.

Institutional

Clinicas del Camino Real, Inc. 1040 Flynn Road, 

Camarillo, CA 93012 805.659.1740 

email@clinicas.org

Clinicas 2001 Statham Blvd Oxnard CA Approved 17-500-19 JD Proposed two story medical clinic



Institutional

John Muller

Johnson + Muller Architects

1451 N. Rice Ave, Ste D

Oxnard, CA 93030

(805) 983-7411

jmullerjma@aol.com

Medical Office
1100 W. Gonzales Rd Oxnard 

CA

Under 

Construction
17-140-06 JP

Request to rebuild a 2-story fire-damaged medical office building. New 

construction consists of adding a stair enclosure and lobby expansion

Institutional
Oxnard School District  1051 South A Street, Oxnard       

(805) 385-1801  Hollee Winegar 

Seabridge K-5 Elementary 

School

4050 W. Wooley Rd , Oxnard 

CA
Proposed 19-400-01 CW

630 student elementary school campus and 2.5 acre park (by Dr 

Horton)

Community
City of Oxnard Development Services Department 

214 South C Street (805)-385-7857

Zone text amendment - 

Wireless facilities
Oxnard, CA Draft 19-580-06 PM

Update the Oxnard Zoning Code and Coastal Zoning Code in regards to 

permitting, processing and approving wireless communications 

applications in the City. Publish aesthetic requirements for the 

installation of wireless facilities in the City.

Community
City of Oxnard Development Services Department 

214 South C Street (805)-385-7858

Zone text amendment - 

Adoption of a Short-term 

Rental (STR) Ordinances 

for the coastal and non-

coastal zones

Oxnard, CA

On-going/ 

Coastal 

ordinance will 

require a local 

coastal plan 

amendment

19-580-04 PM

The proposed ordinance would create a process for permitting and 

approving short-term rentals and would enact regulations to mitigate 

their effects on neighborhoods.

Community
City of Oxnard Development Services Department 

214 South C Street (805)-385-7858
Local Coastal Plan Update Oxnard CA

Ongoing/Workin

g on Land Use 

Plan (includive of 

Sea Level Rise 

policies)

15-410-01 IF

The City of Oxnard's Local Coastal Plan (LCP) Update project is a 

collaborative planning and outreach process that will revise the City's 

existing LCP to bring it into conformance with Coastal Commission 

policy directives and approaches to address climate change adaptation 

strategies, such as those for sea level rise. The City staff has begun 

putting together a draft of the LCP document. The update to the City's 

existing LCP is anticipated to be completed in Spring 2019. Additional 

information is available at the City's LCP update webpage: 

http://www.oxnardlcpupdate.com/

Community
Borchard Teal Club Ranch Dennis Hardgrave (805) 

484-8303
Teal Club Specific Plan

NE Ventura Rd & Teal Club, 

Oxnard CA

Proposed - 

Release of DEIR 

in summer 2020

11-600-01 JD

990 residential units of varying density, single-family, townhomes, 

condominium, and apartment units; 24 acres, community park; 8 acres 

public/semi public use; 4 acres of mixed use, retail, commercial; 10 

acres of Business/Research Park. 60,000 s.f. mixed use and retail; 1 ac. 

fire station site.

Community
City of Oxnard Development Services Department 

214 South C Street (805)-385-7858

Ormond Beach 

Restoration and Access 

Plan (ORRAP)

Ormond Beach Oxnard CA

Ongoing/ Public 

Workshop 

expected early 

2021

- IF

Partner with the Nature Conservancy and Coastal Conservancy to 

develop the Ormond Beach Wetlands Restoration Plan with a long-

term vision to attract tourism and protect.

Community
Oxnard CFRL Partners Inc                  64 Maxwell                                        

Irvine, CA

The Village Specific Plan               

two amendments and 

TSM revision

Oxnard CA Proposed 
19-630-01     19-630-

02    19-300-01
HD/CW

Admin and planning area SPA amendments with revision to Tract Map 

No. 5745



Community
City of Oxnard Community Development Department 

214 South C Street (805) 385-7858

Climate Action and 

Adaptation Plan
Oxnard, CA Ongoing - KM

CAP is a roadmap for how the City will reduce greenhouse gas 

emissions for the impacts of climate change on public health, 

infrastructure, ecosystems, and public spaces in the community by the 

required target goals in the years 2030 and 2050. CAPs address climate 

adaptation, resilience measures, as well as risks and vulnerabilities.

Community
City of Oxnard Community Development Department 

214 South C Street (805) 385-7858

2021-2029 Housing 

Element Update
Oxnard, CA Ongoing - KM

The Housing Element is an element of the City’s General Plan. A 

Housing Element must contain “…an identification and analysis of 

existing and projected housing needs and a statement of goals, 

policies, quantified objectives, and scheduled program actions for the 

preservation, improvement, and development of housing.” The 

Housing Element does not obligate the City to develop and/or fund the 

target number of affordable housing units, but does require the City to 

encourage, facilitate, identify opportunity development sites with a 

high level of approval certainty, and otherwise take steps towards 

meeting the goals by working with the private and non-profit housing 

developers and special populations service providers.

Community

Ann Walsh

Shea Properties

2751 Park View Court, #261

Oxnard, CA 93036

Riverpark Specific Plan 

Amendment (Very High 

Residential)

Riverpark Oxnard, CA Proposed 20-630-01 JP

Proposal to amend the specific plan to allow for the development of up 

to 1,194 residential units within the newly created Very High 

Residential zoning designation, subject to the process outlined in the 

Riverpark Specific Plan.
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Water Audit Report for:

Reporting Year:

All volumes to be entered as: ACRE-FEET PER YEAR

Master Meter and Supply Error Adjustments

WATER SUPPLIED Pcnt: Value:

Volume from own sources: 5 7,212.200 acre-ft/yr 6 0.00% acre-ft/yr

Water imported: 4 18,425.580 acre-ft/yr 6 0.00% acre-ft/yr

Water exported: 4 533.250 acre-ft/yr 6 0.00% acre-ft/yr

Enter negative % or value for under-registration

WATER SUPPLIED: 25,104.530 acre-ft/yr Enter positive % or value for over-registration
.

AUTHORIZED CONSUMPTION

Billed metered: 4 22,901.730 acre-ft/yr

Billed unmetered: 5 20.000 acre-ft/yr

Unbilled metered: n/a 0.000 acre-ft/yr Pcnt: Value:

Unbilled unmetered: 313.807 acre-ft/yr 1.25% acre-ft/yr24061

AUTHORIZED CONSUMPTION: 23,235.537 acre-ft/yr

WATER LOSSES (Water Supplied - Authorized Consumption) 1,868.993 acre-ft/yr

Apparent Losses Pcnt: Value:

Unauthorized consumption: 62.761 acre-ft/yr 0.25% acre-ft/yr

Customer metering inaccuracies: 3 467.382 acre-ft/yr 2.00% acre-ft/yr

Systematic data handling errors: 57.254 acre-ft/yr 0.25% acre-ft/yr

Apparent Losses: 587.398 acre-ft/yr

Real Losses (Current Annual Real Losses or CARL)

Real Losses = Water Losses - Apparent Losses: 1,281.595 acre-ft/yr

WATER LOSSES: 1,868.993 acre-ft/yr

NON-REVENUE WATER

NON-REVENUE WATER: 2,182.800 acre-ft/yr

= Water Losses + Unbilled Metered + Unbilled Unmetered

SYSTEM DATA

Length of mains: 6 624.0 miles

Number of active AND inactive service connections: 7 42,414

Service connection density: 68 conn./mile main

Yes

Average length of customer service line: ft

Average operating pressure: 8 67.0 psi

COST DATA

Total annual cost of operating water system: 10 $55,514,423 $/Year

Customer retail unit cost (applied to Apparent Losses): 8 $4.62

Variable production cost (applied to Real Losses): 7 $880.27 $/acre-ft

 WATER AUDIT DATA VALIDITY SCORE:

 PRIORITY AREAS FOR ATTENTION:

     1: Water imported

     2: Billed metered

     3: Customer metering inaccuracies

 Based on the information provided, audit accuracy can be improved by addressing the following components:

$/100 cubic feet (ccf)

                Default option selected for unauthorized consumption - a grading of 5 is applied but not displayed                

*** YOUR SCORE IS: 54 out of 100 ***

A weighted scale for the components of consumption and water loss is included in the calculation of the Water Audit Data Validity Score

                   Default option selected for Systematic data handling errors - a grading of 5 is applied but not displayed

Average length of customer service line has been set to zero and a data grading score of 10 has been applied

Are customer meters typically located at the curbstop or property line? 

 AWWA Free Water Audit Software:

 Reporting Worksheet

       Default option selected for Unbilled unmetered - a grading of 5 is applied but not displayed

62.761

2016 1/2016 - 12/2016

City of Oxnard  (CA5610007)

              <----------- Enter grading in column 'E' and 'J' ---------->

?

?

?

?

?

? Click to access definition

?

?

?

?

?

?

Please enter data in the white cells below. Where available, metered values should be used; if metered values are unavailable please estimate a value. Indicate your confidence in the accuracy of the 
input data by grading each component (n/a or 1-10) using the drop-down list to the left of the input cell. Hover the mouse over the cell to obtain a description of the grades

?

?

?

?

?

?

(length of service line, beyond the property 
boundary, that is the responsibility of the utility)

Use buttons to select
percentage of water 

supplied
OR

value

?Click here: 
for help using option 
buttons below

?

?

?

?

+

+ Click to add a comment

WAS v5.0

+

+

+

+

+

+

American Water Works Association.
Copyright © 2014, All Rights Reserved.

?

?

?

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+ Use Customer Retail Unit Cost to value real losses

?

To select the correct data grading for each input, determine the highest grade where 
the utility meets or exceeds all criteria for that grade and all grades below it.

AWWA Free Water Audit Software v5.0 Reporting Worksheet      1



Water Audit Report for:

Reporting Year:

All volumes to be entered as: ACRE-FEET PER YEAR

Master Meter and Supply Error Adjustments

WATER SUPPLIED Pcnt: Value:

Volume from own sources: 5 6,469.882 acre-ft/yr 6 acre-ft/yr

Water imported: 4 19,399.767 acre-ft/yr 6 acre-ft/yr

Water exported: 4 674.879 acre-ft/yr 6 acre-ft/yr

Enter negative % or value for under-registration

WATER SUPPLIED: 25,194.770 acre-ft/yr Enter positive % or value for over-registration
.

AUTHORIZED CONSUMPTION

Billed metered: 4 22,259.100 acre-ft/yr

Billed unmetered: 5 20.000 acre-ft/yr

Unbilled metered: n/a 0.000 acre-ft/yr Pcnt: Value:

Unbilled unmetered: 5 62.987 acre-ft/yr 1.25% acre-ft/yr24061

AUTHORIZED CONSUMPTION: 22,342.087 acre-ft/yr

WATER LOSSES (Water Supplied - Authorized Consumption) 2,852.683 acre-ft/yr

Apparent Losses Pcnt: Value:

Unauthorized consumption: 62.987 acre-ft/yr 0.25% acre-ft/yr

Customer metering inaccuracies: 3 454.267 acre-ft/yr 2.00% acre-ft/yr

Systematic data handling errors: 55.648 acre-ft/yr 0.25% acre-ft/yr

Apparent Losses: 572.902 acre-ft/yr

Real Losses (Current Annual Real Losses or CARL)

Real Losses = Water Losses - Apparent Losses: 2,279.781 acre-ft/yr

WATER LOSSES: 2,852.683 acre-ft/yr

NON-REVENUE WATER

NON-REVENUE WATER: 2,915.670 acre-ft/yr

= Water Losses + Unbilled Metered + Unbilled Unmetered

SYSTEM DATA

Length of mains: 6 560.0 miles

Number of active AND inactive service connections: 7 42,414

Service connection density: 76 conn./mile main

Yes

Average length of customer service line: ft

Average operating pressure: 8 67.0 psi

COST DATA

Total annual cost of operating water system: 10 $53,782,500 $/Year

Customer retail unit cost (applied to Apparent Losses): 8 $4.67

Variable production cost (applied to Real Losses): 7 $908.25 $/acre-ft

 WATER AUDIT DATA VALIDITY SCORE:

 PRIORITY AREAS FOR ATTENTION:

     1: Water imported

     2: Billed metered

     3: Customer metering inaccuracies

                   Default option selected for Systematic data handling errors - a grading of 5 is applied but not displayed

Average length of customer service line has been set to zero and a data grading score of 10 has been applied

Are customer meters typically located at the curbstop or property line? 

 AWWA Free Water Audit Software:

 Reporting Worksheet

62.987

2017 1/2017 - 12/2017

City of Oxnard  (CA5610007)

              <----------- Enter grading in column 'E' and 'J' ---------->

 Based on the information provided, audit accuracy can be improved by addressing the following components:

$/100 cubic feet (ccf)

                Default option selected for unauthorized consumption - a grading of 5 is applied but not displayed                

*** YOUR SCORE IS: 54 out of 100 ***

A weighted scale for the components of consumption and water loss is included in the calculation of the Water Audit Data Validity Score

?

?

?

?

?

? Click to access definition

?

?

?

?

?

?

Please enter data in the white cells below. Where available, metered values should be used; if metered values are unavailable please estimate a value. Indicate your confidence in the accuracy of the 
input data by grading each component (n/a or 1-10) using the drop-down list to the left of the input cell. Hover the mouse over the cell to obtain a description of the grades

?

?

?

?

?

?

(length of service line, beyond the property 
boundary, that is the responsibility of the utility)

Use buttons to select
percentage of water 

supplied
OR

value

?Click here: 
for help using option 
buttons below

?

?

?

?

+

+ Click to add a comment

WAS v5.0

+

+

+

+

+

+

American Water Works Association.
Copyright © 2014, All Rights Reserved.

?

?

?

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+ Use Customer Retail Unit Cost to value real losses

?

To select the correct data grading for each input, determine the highest grade where 
the utility meets or exceeds all criteria for that grade and all grades below it.

AWWA Free Water Audit Software v5.0 Reporting Worksheet      1



Water Audit Report for:

Reporting Year:

All volumes to be entered as: ACRE-FEET PER YEAR

Master Meter and Supply Error Adjustments

WATER SUPPLIED Pcnt: Value:

Volume from own sources: 5 6,213.650 acre-ft/yr 6 acre-ft/yr

Water imported: 4 19,016.480 acre-ft/yr 6 acre-ft/yr

Water exported: 4 678.990 acre-ft/yr 6 acre-ft/yr

Enter negative % or value for under-registration

WATER SUPPLIED: 24,551.140 acre-ft/yr Enter positive % or value for over-registration
.

AUTHORIZED CONSUMPTION

Billed metered: 4 22,999.000 acre-ft/yr

Billed unmetered: 5 20.000 acre-ft/yr

Unbilled metered: n/a 0.000 acre-ft/yr Pcnt: Value:

Unbilled unmetered: 5 61.378 acre-ft/yr 1.25% acre-ft/yr24061

AUTHORIZED CONSUMPTION: 23,080.378 acre-ft/yr

WATER LOSSES (Water Supplied - Authorized Consumption) 1,470.762 acre-ft/yr

Apparent Losses Pcnt: Value:

Unauthorized consumption: 61.378 acre-ft/yr 0.25% acre-ft/yr

Customer metering inaccuracies: 3 469.367 acre-ft/yr 2.00% acre-ft/yr

Systematic data handling errors: 57.498 acre-ft/yr 0.25% acre-ft/yr

Apparent Losses: 588.243 acre-ft/yr

Real Losses (Current Annual Real Losses or CARL)

Real Losses = Water Losses - Apparent Losses: 882.519 acre-ft/yr

WATER LOSSES: 1,470.762 acre-ft/yr

NON-REVENUE WATER

NON-REVENUE WATER: 1,532.140 acre-ft/yr

= Water Losses + Unbilled Metered + Unbilled Unmetered

SYSTEM DATA

Length of mains: 6 560.0 miles

Number of active AND inactive service connections: 7 42,108

Service connection density: 75 conn./mile main

Yes

Average length of customer service line: ft

Average operating pressure: 8 67.0 psi

COST DATA

Total annual cost of operating water system: 10 $52,800,421 $/Year

Customer retail unit cost (applied to Apparent Losses): 8 $8.00

Variable production cost (applied to Real Losses): 7 $1,549.00 $/acre-ft

 WATER AUDIT DATA VALIDITY SCORE:

 PRIORITY AREAS FOR ATTENTION:

     1: Water imported

     2: Billed metered

     3: Customer metering inaccuracies

                   Default option selected for Systematic data handling errors - a grading of 5 is applied but not displayed

Average length of customer service line has been set to zero and a data grading score of 10 has been applied

Are customer meters typically located at the curbstop or property line? 

 AWWA Free Water Audit Software:

 Reporting Worksheet

61.378

2018 1/2018 - 12/2018

City of Oxnard  (CA5610007)

              <----------- Enter grading in column 'E' and 'J' ---------->

 Based on the information provided, audit accuracy can be improved by addressing the following components:

$/100 cubic feet (ccf)

                Default option selected for unauthorized consumption - a grading of 5 is applied but not displayed                

*** YOUR SCORE IS: 54 out of 100 ***

A weighted scale for the components of consumption and water loss is included in the calculation of the Water Audit Data Validity Score

?

?

?

?

?

? Click to access definition

?

?

?

?

?

?

Please enter data in the white cells below. Where available, metered values should be used; if metered values are unavailable please estimate a value. Indicate your confidence in the accuracy of the 
input data by grading each component (n/a or 1-10) using the drop-down list to the left of the input cell. Hover the mouse over the cell to obtain a description of the grades

?

?

?

?

?

?

(length of service line, beyond the property 
boundary, that is the responsibility of the utility)

Use buttons to select
percentage of water 

supplied
OR

value

?Click here: 
for help using option 
buttons below

?

?

?

?

+

+ Click to add a comment

WAS v5.0

+

+

+

+

+

+

American Water Works Association.
Copyright © 2014, All Rights Reserved.

?

?

?

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+ Use Customer Retail Unit Cost to value real losses

?

To select the correct data grading for each input, determine the highest grade where 
the utility meets or exceeds all criteria for that grade and all grades below it.

AWWA Free Water Audit Software v5.0 Reporting Worksheet      1



Water Audit Report for:

Reporting Year:

All volumes to be entered as: ACRE-FEET PER YEAR

Master Meter and Supply Error Adjustments

WATER SUPPLIED Pcnt: Value:

Volume from own sources: 5 6,676.119 acre-ft/yr 6 acre-ft/yr

Water imported: 4 17,451.520 acre-ft/yr 6 acre-ft/yr

Water exported: 4 585.759 acre-ft/yr 6 acre-ft/yr

Enter negative % or value for under-registration

WATER SUPPLIED: 23,541.880 acre-ft/yr Enter positive % or value for over-registration
.

AUTHORIZED CONSUMPTION

Billed metered: 4 22,075.246 acre-ft/yr

Billed unmetered: n/a 0.000 acre-ft/yr

Unbilled metered: 3 10.000 acre-ft/yr Pcnt: Value:

Unbilled unmetered: 5 58.855 acre-ft/yr 1.25% acre-ft/yr24061

AUTHORIZED CONSUMPTION: 22,144.101 acre-ft/yr

WATER LOSSES (Water Supplied - Authorized Consumption) 1,397.779 acre-ft/yr

Apparent Losses Pcnt: Value:

Unauthorized consumption: 3 58.855 acre-ft/yr 0.25% acre-ft/yr

Customer metering inaccuracies: 3 450.719 acre-ft/yr 2.00% acre-ft/yr

Systematic data handling errors: 55.188 acre-ft/yr 0.25% acre-ft/yr

Apparent Losses: 564.762 acre-ft/yr

Real Losses (Current Annual Real Losses or CARL)

Real Losses = Water Losses - Apparent Losses: 833.017 acre-ft/yr

WATER LOSSES: 1,397.779 acre-ft/yr

NON-REVENUE WATER

NON-REVENUE WATER: 1,466.634 acre-ft/yr

= Water Losses + Unbilled Metered + Unbilled Unmetered

SYSTEM DATA

Length of mains: 6 504.8 miles

Number of active AND inactive service connections: 7 42,706

Service connection density: 85 conn./mile main

Yes

Average length of customer service line: ft

Average operating pressure: 8 67.0 psi

COST DATA

Total annual cost of operating water system: 10 $52,678,454 $/Year

Customer retail unit cost (applied to Apparent Losses): 8 $6.72

Variable production cost (applied to Real Losses): 7 $1,549.00 $/acre-ft

 WATER AUDIT DATA VALIDITY SCORE:

 PRIORITY AREAS FOR ATTENTION:

     1: Water imported

     2: Billed metered

     3: Unbilled metered

                   Default option selected for Systematic data handling errors - a grading of 5 is applied but not displayed

Average length of customer service line has been set to zero and a data grading score of 10 has been applied

Are customer meters typically located at the curbstop or property line? 

 AWWA Free Water Audit Software:

 Reporting Worksheet

58.855

2019 1/2019 - 12/2019

City of Oxnard  (CA5610007)

              <----------- Enter grading in column 'E' and 'J' ---------->

 Based on the information provided, audit accuracy can be improved by addressing the following components:

$/100 cubic feet (ccf)

                Default option selected for unauthorized consumption - a grading of 5 is applied but not displayed                

*** YOUR SCORE IS: 52 out of 100 ***

A weighted scale for the components of consumption and water loss is included in the calculation of the Water Audit Data Validity Score

?

?

?

?

?

? Click to access definition

?

?

?

?

?

?

Please enter data in the white cells below. Where available, metered values should be used; if metered values are unavailable please estimate a value. Indicate your confidence in the accuracy of the 
input data by grading each component (n/a or 1-10) using the drop-down list to the left of the input cell. Hover the mouse over the cell to obtain a description of the grades

?

?

?

?

?

?

(length of service line, beyond the property 
boundary, that is the responsibility of the utility)

Use buttons to select
percentage of water 

supplied
OR

value

?Click here: 
for help using option 
buttons below

?

?

?

?

+

+ Click to add a comment

WAS v5.0

+

+

+

+

+

+

American Water Works Association.
Copyright © 2014, All Rights Reserved.

?

?

?

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+ Use Customer Retail Unit Cost to value real losses

?

To select the correct data grading for each input, determine the highest grade where 
the utility meets or exceeds all criteria for that grade and all grades below it.
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Appendix I. SBx7-7 Forms 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



SB X7-7 Table 0: Units of Measure Used in 2020 UWMP*           

(select one from the drop down list)                 

Acre Feet

*The unit of measure must be consistent throughout the UWMP, as 

reported in Submittal Table 2-3.

NOTES:  



NOTES: DOF data used to estimate 2020 population.

SB X7-7 Table 2:  Method for 2020 Population Estimate

Method Used to Determine 2020 Population

(may check more than one)

1. Department of Finance  (DOF) or                                   

American Community Survey (ACS) 

3. DWR Population Tool

4. Other

DWR recommends pre-review

2. Persons-per-Connection Method



                                         199,852 2020

SB X7-7 Table 3: 2020 Service Area Population

2020 Compliance Year Population

NOTES:



Exported 

Water *

Change in 

Dist. System 

Storage*

(+/-) 

Indirect 

Recycled 

Water

This column will 

remain blank 

until SB X7-7 

Table 4-B is 

completed.           

 Water 

Delivered for 

Agricultural 

Use* 

Process Water

This column will 

remain blank 

until SB X7-7  

Table 4-D is 

completed. 

               25,884                      -                          -                        25,884 

NOTES:

SB X7-7 Table 4: 2020 Gross Water Use 

2020 Volume 

Into 

Distribution 

System

This column will 

remain blank until 

SB X7-7 Table 4-A 

is completed.             

2020 Gross Water 

Use 

2020 Deductions

*  Units of measure (AF, MG , or CCF) must remain consistent throughout the UWMP,  as reported in SB X7-7 Table 0 and 

Submittal Table 2-3.

Compliance 

Year 2020



Volume   Entering 

Distribution System 
 1

Meter Error 

Adjustment
 2 

Optional

(+/-)

Corrected Volume 

Entering 

Distribution System

7,744                               -                                              7,744 

Volume   Entering 

Distribution System 
 1

Meter Error 

Adjustment
 2 

Optional

(+/-)

Corrected Volume 

Entering 

Distribution System

10,073                             10,073

A purchased or imported source

1 
 Units of measure (AF, MG , or CCF) must remain consistent throughout the UWMP,  as reported in SB 

X7-7 Table 0 and Submittal Table 2-3.                                                                  
           2

 Meter Error 

Adjustment - See guidance in Methodology 1, Step 3 of Methodologies Document

Imported Calleguas

This water source is (check one) :

Compliance Year 

2020

SB X7-7 Table 4-A:  2020 Volume Entering the Distribution System(s), Meter 

Error Adjustment

Complete one table for each source. 

Name of Source United produced groundwater

Name of Source

SB X7-7 Table 4-A:  2020 Volume Entering the Distribution System(s) Meter 

Error Adjustment

Complete one table for each source. 

1  
Units of measure (AF, MG , or CCF)  must remain consistent throughout the UWMP,  as reported in SB 

X7-7 Table 0 and Submittal Table 2-3.                                                                                                  
2

 Meter 

Error Adjustment  - See guidance in Methodology 1, Step 3 of Methodologies Document

NOTES

This water source is (check one) :

The supplier's own water source

A purchased or imported source

City produced groundwater

Compliance Year 

2020

This water source is (check one) :

The supplier's own water source

NOTES:

SB X7-7 Table 4-A:  2020 Volume Entering the Distribution System(s), Meter 

Error Adjustment

Complete one table for each source. 

Name of Source



Volume   Entering 

Distribution System 
 1

Meter Error 

Adjustment
 2 

Optional

(+/-)

Corrected Volume 

Entering 

Distribution System

8,067                               8,067

1 
 Units of measure (AF, MG , or CCF) must remain consistent throughout the UWMP,  as reported in SB 

X7-7 Table 0 and Submittal Table 2-3.                                                                         
 2 

Meter Error 

Adjustment  - See guidance in Methodology 1, Step 3 of Methodologies Document

NOTES:

Compliance Year 

2020

The supplier's own water source

A purchased or imported source



Service Area 

Median Household 

Income

Percentage of 

Statewide 

Average

Eligible for 

Exclusion? Y/N

2020 $75,235 $68,000 90% NO

NOTES

California Median 

Household Income*  

*California median household income 2015 -2019  as reported in US Census 

Bureau QuickFacts. 

SB X7-7 Table 4-C.4: 2020 Process Water Deduction Eligibility  (For use only 

by agencies that are deducting process water using Criteria 4)  

Criteria 4
Disadvantaged Community. A “Disadvantaged Community” (DAC) is a community with a 

median household income less than 80 percent of the statewide average. 

SELECT ONE                                                                                                                        

"Disadvantaged Community" status was determined using one of the methods 

listed below:

If using the IRWM DAC Mapping Tool, include a screen shot from the tool showing 

that the service area is considered a DAC. 

1.  IRWM DAC Mapping tool https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/dacs/

2.  2020 Median Income



2020 Gross Water               

Fm SB X7-7 Table 4

2020 Population Fm 

SB X7-7 Table 3
2020 GPCD

25,884                     199,852                     116                          

SB X7-7 Table 5: 2020 Gallons Per Capita Per Day 

(GPCD)

NOTES:



Extraordinary 

Events
1

Weather 

Normalization
1

Economic 

Adjustment
1

116                         -                              -                         -   -                   116                  140 YES

NOTES: 

1
 All values are reported in GPCD                                                                                                                                                                                                    

2
 2020 Confirmed Target GPCD is taken from the Supplier's SB X7-7 Verification Form Table SB X7-7, 7-F.

SB X7-7 Table 9: 2020 Compliance

Optional Adjustments to 2020 GPCD
Did Supplier 

Achieve 

Targeted 

Reduction for 

2020?

Actual 2020 

GPCD
1

2020  Confirmed 

Target GPCD 
1, 2

TOTAL 

Adjustments
1

Adjusted 2020 

GPCD 
1 

(Adjusted if 

applicable)

Enter "0" if Adjustment Not Used
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan 
for the Oxnard Subbasin

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency 
800 South Victoria Avenue
Ventura, California 93009-1610 
December 2019



9837 
December 2019 

December 13, 2019 9837 

Board of Directors 
Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency 
800 South Victoria Avenue 
Ventura, CA 93009 

Subject: Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

Dear Board of Directors: 

Dudek is pleased to submit this Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) for the Oxnard Subbasin to the Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency.  This GSP was prepared this in accordance with California Code of Regulations, 
Title 23. Water, Division 2. Department of Water Resources, Chapter 1.5. Groundwater Management, Subchapter 
2. Groundwater Sustainability Plans.

Respectfully Submitted, 

_____________________________________ 
Ronald Schnabel, PG #7836, CHG #867 
Senior Hydrogeologist  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency (FCGMA, or the Agency) has developed this 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) for the Oxnard Subbasin (Subbasin; DWR Basin 4-004.02) 

of the Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin (DWR Basin 4-004), in compliance with the 

2014 Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA; California Water Code, Section 10720 

et seq.). The purpose of this GSP is to define the conditions under which the groundwater resources 

of the entire Oxnard Subbasin, which support agricultural, municipal and industrial, and 

environmental uses, will be managed sustainably in the future.  

Historical groundwater production has resulted in seawater intrusion in the five primary aquifers of the 

Subbasin. These aquifers have been divided into an Upper Aquifer System, which comprises the 

Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers, and a Lower Aquifer System, which comprises the Hueneme, Fox 

Canyon, and Grimes Canyon Aquifers. The average rate of groundwater production from the Upper 

Aquifer System between 2015 and 2017 was approximately 40,000 acre-feet per year (AFY). The 

average production from the Lower Aquifer System between 2015 and 2017 was approximately 

29,000 AFY. Numerical groundwater simulations indicate that if these production rates were carried 

into the future, seawater intrusion would continue in the Subbasin and the area currently impacted by 

concentrations of chloride greater than 500 milligrams per liter would grow. The landward extent of 

this area is referred to as the saline water impact front.1  

Combinations of projects and management actions were explored to estimate the rate of 

groundwater production that would prevent future expansion of the area of the Subbasin 

currently impacted by concentrations of chloride greater than 500 milligrams per liter. This 

rate of groundwater production is referred to as the sustainable yield. With the currently 

available projects and management actions, the sustainable yield of the Upper Aquifer System, 

was calculated to be approximately 32,000 AFY, with an uncertainty of ± 4,100 to 6,000 AFY. 

The sustainable yield of the Lower Aquifer System was calculated to be approximately 7,000 

AFY, with an uncertainty of ± 2,300 to 3,600 AFY.  

Adoption of this GSP represents the first step in achieving groundwater sustainability within 

the Oxnard Subbasin by 2040, as required by SGMA. Evaluation of this GSP is required at a 

minimum of every 5 years following submittal to the California Department of Water 

Resources (DWR). As part of the 5-year evaluation process, the sustainable yield for each 

aquifer system will be refined and adjusted. These refinements will be based on new data, 

additional studies undertaken to fill data gaps, and groundwater modeling. Refinements and 

adjustments will also be made to the minimum threshold water levels developed to avoid 

                                                 
1  Sources of water high in chloride in the Oxnard Subbasin include modern-day seawater as well as non-marine 

brines and connate water in fine-grained sediments. Therefore, the area of the Subbasin impacted by 

concentrations of chloride greater than 500 milligrams per liter is referred to as the saline water impact area, rather 

than the seawater intrusion impact area, to reflect all the potential sources of chloride to the aquifers in this area. 
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undesirable results, the measurable objective water levels that account for the need to continue 

groundwater production during drought cycles and the associated interim milestones to help 

gauge progress toward sustainability over the next 20 years. 

In order to minimize the pumping reductions required to achieve sustainable management of the 

Subbasin, investment in large-scale projects to increase water supply, provide the infrastructure to 

redistribute pumping, and/or directly control seawater intrusion should be investigated. Basin 

optimization studies, groundwater modeling, and project feasibility studies will be conducted over 

the next 5 years to explore practicable processes and approaches to increasing the sustainable yield 

of the Oxnard Subbasin.  

ES.1 INTRODUCTION 

The Oxnard Subbasin is a coastal alluvial groundwater subbasin, located in Ventura County, 

California, that is in hydrologic communication, to varying degrees, with adjoining groundwater 

basins to the north and east, and with the Pacific Ocean to the west and southwest. The climate is 

typical of coastal Southern California, with average daily temperatures ranging generally from 50°F 

to 78°F in summer and from 40°F to 75°F in winter. Land use on the Oxnard Plain is roughly equally 

divided between agricultural and urban uses. DWR has designated the 90-square-mile Subbasin as 

high priority and subject to critical conditions of overdraft. 

Historical groundwater production in the Subbasin was first found to have induced seawater 

intrusion into the aquifers of the Oxnard Subbasin in the 1930s. In 1982, the California Legislature 

formed the FCGMA, an independent special district, to manage and protect the aquifers within its 

jurisdiction for the common benefit of the public and all groundwater users. Extractors within 

FCGMA jurisdiction are subject to the Agency’s GSPs, ordinances, and policies created for the 

sustainable management of groundwater management actions.  

Three groundwater sustainability agencies (GSAs) have jurisdiction over portions of the Subbasin. 

FCGMA is the GSA for the area of the Subbasin that falls within its jurisdiction. The Camrosa 

Water District–Oxnard Subbasin GSA has jurisdictional control over the portion of the Camrosa 

Water District service area in the Subbasin that is south and east of the Bailey Fault, and the Oxnard 

Outlying Areas GSA has jurisdictional control over portions of the Subbasin not within FCGMA 

or Camrosa Water District–Oxnard Subbasin GSA jurisdiction. This FCGMA GSP is the sole GSP 

prepared for the Subbasin, and covers the entire Subbasin, including all areas of the Subbasin 

outside of FCGMA’s jurisdiction. 

Public participation and stakeholder feedback have played a critical role in the development of this 

GSP. The FCGMA maintains a list of stakeholders interested in the GSP process, known as the 

List of Interested Parties. A monthly newsletter, meeting notices, and notices of GSP documents 

available for review were sent electronically to the List of Interested Parties. Public workshops 
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were held to inform stakeholders and the general public on the contents of the GSPs and to solicit 

feedback on that content. To further facilitate stakeholder understanding, the FCGMA Board of 

Directors (Board) approved release of a preliminary draft GSP for public comment in November 

2017. Additionally, the FCGMA Board formed a Technical Advisory Group, which held monthly 

public meetings throughout the GSP development process beginning in July 2015. Updates on the 

development of the GSP were given at meetings of the FCGMA Board beginning in April 2015. 

All FCGMA Board meetings, Technical Advisory Group meetings, Board-appointed committee 

meetings, and Board special workshops were noticed in accordance with the Brown Act, and 

opportunities for public comment were provided at all FCGMA Board meetings, Technical 

Advisory Group meetings, Board-appointed committee meetings, and workshops.  

ES.2 SUMMARY OF BASIN SETTING AND CONDITIONS 

There are five commonly recognized aquifers in the Subbasin: the Oxnard, Mugu, Hueneme, Fox 

Canyon, and Grimes Canyon Aquifers. These aquifers are grouped into the Upper Aquifer System 

and the Lower Aquifer System, with the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers composing the Upper Aquifer 

System and the Hueneme, Fox Canyon, and Grimes Canyon Aquifers composing the Lower 

Aquifer System. The majority of recharge that replenishes the Subbasin comes from surface water 

diversions of the Santa Clara River, which are directed to spreading basins in the Oxnard Forebay 

operated by the United Water Conservation District (UWCD). In the Forebay, the Upper Aquifer 

System rests directly on the folded and eroded upper surface of the Hueneme Aquifer and the Fox 

Canyon Aquifer. Elsewhere in the Subbasin, the aquifers of the Lower Aquifer System are 

separated from those of the Upper Aquifer System by low-permeability clay beds. A low-

permeability clay cap also overlies the aquifers of the Upper Aquifer System throughout the 

Subbasin, except in the Forebay. Water that recharges in the Forebay is able to migrate throughout 

the Subbasin.  

Groundwater elevations and flow directions have varied historically in the Subbasin. During 

periods of above average precipitation, when UWCD has been able to operate its recharge basins 

from the diversion of Santa Clara River water, groundwater elevations have been higher than sea 

level, generating a seaward-directed gradient that prevents seawater intrusion. At other times in 

the past, and since the onset of the drought period beginning in 2011, groundwater elevations have 

been below sea level, creating a landward gradient that allows for inland migration of seawater. 

Absolute changes in groundwater levels over cycles of drought and recovery vary both 

geographically and vertically within the aquifers of the Subbasin, although the general patterns of 

decline and recovery are similar throughout the Subbasin.  

Seawater intrusion tends to occur preferentially in the vicinity of Port Hueneme and Point Mugu, 

where submarine canyons are close to the coast, and the onshore freshwater aquifer units are 

exposed in the canyon walls. The current extent of seawater intrusion varies by aquifer, but in 
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general the impacted area of the Subbasin lies to the south of Hueneme Road and west of 

Highway 1. Groundwater quality not related to seawater intrusion is also a concern in the Forebay 

of the Subbasin, where nitrate concentrations exceeding the water quality objectives for the 

Subbasin are present in the groundwater. These concentrations are likely a legacy of historical 

septic discharges and historical agricultural fertilizer application practices, and may also be 

influenced by current agricultural return flows. 

The water budget for the Subbasin provides an accounting and assessment of the average annual 

volume of groundwater and surface water entering (i.e., inflow) and leaving (i.e., outflow) the 

Subbasin and enables an accounting of the cumulative change in groundwater in storage over time. 

UWCD developed the Ventura Regional Groundwater Flow Model, a MODFLOW numerical 

groundwater flow model, for the Oxnard Subbasin, the Mound Basin, the western part of the Las 

Posas Valley Basin, and the Pleasant Valley Basin. A peer review study of the UWCD model was 

conducted for this GSP. The historical groundwater budget for the Subbasin is based on the UWCD 

model, which had a historical base period from 1985 to 2015. During average conditions (1988, 

1991, 1992, 1994, 1996, 1997, 2000, 2001, 2003, 2006, 2008, 2010, and 2011), which are defined 

as water years in which the precipitation in the Oxnard Subbasin was between 75% and 150% of the 

average annual precipitation, the net change in groundwater storage for the Upper Aquifer System 

without seawater intrusion was an increase in 1,856 AFY and the net change in storage without 

seawater intrusion in the Lower Aquifer System was a decrease of 4,196 AFY. The net seawater 

intrusion during these years was 4,189 AFY in the Upper Aquifer System, and 5,225 AFY in the 

Lower Aquifer System. Groundwater pumping during these average condition years averaged 

47,080 AFY in the Upper Aquifer System and 28,893 AFY in the Lower Aquifer System. 

Several model scenarios were developed to assess the future sustainable yield of the Subbasin. 

Each future scenario covered a 50-year timeframe, from 2020 to 2069. In two scenarios, the 2015–

2017 average groundwater extraction rate was continued throughout the 50-year modeled period. 

The results of each of these scenarios indicated that continuing the 2015–2017 extraction rate 

would contribute to net seawater intrusion in both the Upper Aquifer System and Lower Aquifer 

System. In three additional scenarios, the groundwater production rate was decreased gradually 

over the first 20 years. These model scenarios indicated that reduced groundwater production from 

the Subbasin can eliminate net seawater intrusion in the Subbasin over periods of drought and 

recovery. Based on the suite of model scenarios, the sustainable yield of the Upper Aquifer System 

was calculated to be approximately 32,000 AFY, with an uncertainty of ± 4,100 to 6,000 AFY. 

The sustainable yield of the Lower Aquifer System was calculated to be approximately 7,000 AFY, 

with an uncertainty of ± 2,300 to 3,600 AFY. 

It is anticipated that the analysis for the 5-year update to the GSP will focus on developing new water 

supply projects, as well as examining the potential impacts of differential extractions on the coast 

and inland, particularly in the Lower Aquifer System. Additional modeling is recommended for the 
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5-year update process to understand how changes in pumping patterns and the addition of new water 

supply projects can increase the overall sustainable yield of the Subbasin. As this understanding 

improves, projects to support increases in the overall sustainable yield can be developed. 

To reflect the current understanding of the hydrogeologic characteristics of the Subbasin, and in 

anticipation of future management strategies the Subbasin has been divided into five management 

areas. These areas are the Forebay Management Area, the West Oxnard Plain Management Area, 

the Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area, the Saline Intrusion Management Area, and 

the East Oxnard Plain Management Area. These areas are separated by hydrogeologic and water 

quality characteristics. 

ES.3 OVERVIEW OF SUSTAINABILITY CRITERIA 

The sustainability goal in the Subbasin is to increase groundwater elevations inland of the Pacific 

coast in the aquifers that compose the Upper Aquifer System and the Lower Aquifer System to 

elevations that will prevent the long-term, or climatic cycle net (net), landward migration of the area 

currently impacted by seawater intrusion; prevent net seawater intrusion in the Upper Aquifer 

System; and prevent net seawater intrusion in the Lower Aquifer System.  

Under SGMA, undesirable results occur when the effects caused by groundwater conditions 

occurring throughout the Subbasin cause significant and unreasonable impacts to any of the six 

sustainability indicators:  

 Chronic lowering of groundwater levels 

 Reduction of groundwater storage 

 Seawater intrusion 

 Degraded water quality 

 Land subsidence  

 Depletions of interconnected surface water 

All six sustainability indicators are applicable to the Subbasin. Minimum thresholds and 

measurable objectives, which are quantitative metrics of groundwater conditions in the Subbasin, 

were established for the sustainability indicators determined to be a current and/or potential future 

undesirable result. Groundwater elevations that achieve the sustainability goal for seawater 

intrusion were used as a proxy for other sustainability indicators in establishing the minimum 

thresholds and measurable objectives. This is because if the minimum thresholds and measurable 

objectives for seawater intrusion are achieved, then undesirable results for the other sustainability 

indicators are avoided.   
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The measurable objective water levels for the Subbasin are the groundwater levels throughout 

the Subbasin, at which there is neither seawater flow into nor freshwater flow out of the Upper 

Aquifer System or Lower Aquifer System. If groundwater levels in the Subbasin remained at 

the measurable objective in perpetuity, no groundwater would flow from the aquifer systems 

into the Pacific Ocean, and no ocean water would flow into the aquifer systems. To allow for 

operational flexibility during drought periods, water levels in the Subbasin are allowed to fall 

below the measurable objective. In order to prevent net seawater intrusion over periods of 

drought and recovery, the periods during which groundwater elevations are below the 

measurable objective must be offset by periods when the groundwater elevations are higher 

than the measurable objective. 

The minimum thresholds for all six sustainability indicators are groundwater levels that were 

selected to limit seawater intrusion and allow declines in groundwater elevations during periods 

of future drought to be offset by recoveries during future periods of above-average rainfall. These 

thresholds were tested with future groundwater model simulations. The model simulations suggest 

that if groundwater levels fall below the minimum threshold elevations, the Subbasin is likely to 

experience net landward migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040. These 

minimum thresholds are anticipated to improve the beneficial uses of the Subbasin by limiting 

seawater intrusion. This allows for long-term use of groundwater supplies in the Subbasin. 

Although exceedance of a minimum threshold at any given well in the Subbasin may indicate an 

undesirable result is occurring in the Subbasin, a single exceedance is not necessarily sufficient to 

indicate that Subbasin-wide conditions are causing undesirable results. Additionally, conditions in 

the Upper Aquifer System may differ from those in the Lower Aquifer System. Therefore, to define 

the conditions under which undesirable results will occur in the Subbasin, criteria were developed 

for each aquifer system. The Upper Aquifer System would be determined to be experiencing an 

undesirable result if:  

 In any single monitoring event, groundwater levels in 6 of 15 identified key wells are below 

their respective minimum thresholds. 

 The groundwater elevation at any individual key well is below the historical low water 

level for that well. 

 The groundwater level in any individual key well is below the minimum threshold for 

either three consecutive monitoring events or three of five consecutive monitoring events, 

which occur in the spring and fall of each year. 

The Lower Aquifer System would be determined to be experiencing an undesirable result if:  

 In any single monitoring event, groundwater levels in 8 of 19 identified key wells are below 

their respective minimum thresholds. 
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 The groundwater elevation at any individual key well is below the historical low water 

level for that well. 

 The groundwater level in any individual key well is below the minimum threshold for 

either three consecutive monitoring events or three of five consecutive monitoring events, 

which occur in the spring and fall of each year. 

ES.4 OVERVIEW OF THE SUBBASIN MONITORING NETWORK  

The overall objective of the monitoring network in the Subbasin is to track and monitor parameters 

that demonstrate progress toward meeting the sustainability goals. In order to accomplish this 

objective, the monitoring network in the Subbasin must be capable of the following:  

 Monitoring changes in groundwater conditions (in six sustainability indicator categories) 

 Monitoring progress toward minimum thresholds and measurable objectives 

 Quantifying annual changes in water budget components 

The existing network of groundwater wells includes both monitoring wells and production wells. 

This network is capable of delineating the groundwater conditions in the Subbasin and has been 

used for this purpose in the past. The current groundwater well network will be used to monitor 

groundwater conditions moving forward, in order to continue to assess long-term trends in 

groundwater elevation and groundwater quality in the Subbasin.  

Although the current monitoring network is adequate to monitor groundwater conditions in the 

Subbasin, it can be improved as funding becomes available An additional well, or wells, in the 

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area would provide aquifer-specific groundwater 

elevations in an area that does not have local wells screened solely in the Mugu Aquifer or the 

Hueneme Aquifer, and does not have a dedicated monitoring well screened in any of the 

primary aquifers.  

Additionally, the monitoring network in the West Oxnard Plain Management Area could be 

improved by adding a monitoring well to the area north of Highway 101 and south of the Oxnard 

Forebay, and adding a monitoring well to the area north of 6th Street and west of Ventura Road. 

A monitoring well north of Highway 101 and south of the Oxnard Forebay would provide for 

aquifer-specific water levels adjacent to the West Las Posas Management Area boundary. These 

groundwater levels could be used to constrain the gradient between the West Las Posas 

Management Area and the Subbasin. A monitoring well north of 6th Street and west of Ventura 

Road would help constrain groundwater gradients in the northwestern Subbasin. 

There are currently no monitoring wells in the East Oxnard Plain Management Area, which has 

minimal known groundwater production. Addition of a monitoring well in the vicinity of Calleguas 
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Creek in this management area would help constrain the relationship between groundwater 

elevations in the East Oxnard Plain Management Area and groundwater conditions in the adjacent 

Oxnard Pumping Depression and Saline Intrusion Management Areas. 

In addition to supplementing the existing monitoring network with new wells, monitoring can also 

be improved in the future by coordination of monitoring schedules to ensure that groundwater 

monitoring activities occur over a 2-week window during the key reporting periods and mid-March 

and mid-October. As funding becomes available, pressure transducers should be added to wells in 

the groundwater monitoring network. Pressure transducer records provide the high-temporal-

resolution data that allows for a better understanding of water level dynamics in the wells related 

to groundwater production, groundwater management activities, and climatic influence. 

In the future, to the extent possible, additional dedicated monitoring wells will be incorporated 

into the existing monitoring network. These wells will provide information on groundwater 

conditions in geographic locations where data gaps have been identified, or where a dedicated 

monitoring well would better represent conditions in the aquifers than a production well currently 

used for monitoring.  

ES.5 PROJECTS AND MANAGEMENT ACTIONS  

Projects and management actions have been identified to address potential impacts to beneficial 

uses and users of groundwater in the Subbasin resulting from groundwater production in excess of 

the current sustainable yield. The five projects included in this GSP were suggested by 

stakeholders and were reviewed by the Operations Committee of the FCGMA Board. The 

inclusion of these projects does not constitute a commitment by the FCGMA Board to construct 

or fund the projects, but rather signals that these projects were sufficiently detailed to be included 

in groundwater modeling efforts that examined the quantitative impacts of the projects on 

groundwater elevations and the sustainable yield of the Subbasin. Projects included in the GSP or 

any amendment thereof that increase the available supply of groundwater are necessary to meet 

the sustainability goal for the Subbasin in a manner that avoids adverse impacts to beneficial uses 

and users of groundwater within the Subbasin. 

Project No. 1 – GREAT Program Advanced Water Purification Facility 

Under this project, the City of Oxnard’s Groundwater Recovery Enhancement and Treatment 

(GREAT) Program’s Advanced Water Purification Facility (AWPF) could provide the Subbasin 

with a source of reclaimed water that can be used for landscape irrigation, agricultural, industrial 

process water, and groundwater recharge. The AWPF product water that will be put to use in the 

Subbasin is secondary wastewater effluent that is currently discharged to the Pacific Ocean. 

Therefore, this project provides a new source of water for use in the Subbasin. 
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Project No. 2 – GREAT Program Advanced Water Purification Facility Expansion Project 

The purpose of the GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project is to increase the production of 

high-quality recycled water within the City of Oxnard, the Subbasin, and the Pleasant Valley 

Basin. This project will provide additional reclaimed water for Subbasin recharge, in-lieu 

groundwater production, or indirect potable reuse. The AWPF Expansion Project product water 

that will be put to use in the Subbasin is secondary wastewater effluent that is currently discharged 

to the Pacific Ocean. Therefore, this project provides a new source of water for use in the Subbasin.  

Project No. 3 – RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project 

The RiverPark–Saticoy Groundwater Replenishment and Reuse Project (GRRP) Recycled Water 

Project will convey water produced by the GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project to the 

Saticoy Groundwater Recharge Facility and El Rio Groundwater Recharge Facility operated by 

UWCD. The RiverPark–Saticoy Pipeline and the GRRP will help ensure that excess flows from 

the AWPF will be used for groundwater recharge and implementation of this project is expected 

to improve groundwater quality in the Forebay. 

Project No. 4 – Freeman Expansion Project 

The Freeman Expansion Project will expand the recharge facilities operated by UWCD adjacent 

to the Santa Clara River, to be able to accommodate diversions from the river at higher flow rates. 

The benefits of this project are multifold. It will provide additional recharge, improve water quality 

in the Forebay, and reduce pump lift, and therefore energy consumption, for municipal and 

agricultural pumpers. 

Project No. 5 – Temporary Agricultural Land Fallowing 

The Temporary Agricultural Land Fallowing Project will decrease groundwater production in the 

portions of the Subbasin that are susceptible to seawater intrusion. This project will benefit the 

Subbasin by mitigating seawater intrusion in the Subbasin and would complement a water market 

that is currently being developed for the Subbasin by providing an alternative method for 

landowners to monetize pumping allocations.  

Management Action No. 1 – Reduction in Groundwater Production 

The primary management action proposed under this GSP is a reduction in groundwater production 

from the Subbasin. FCGMA has had the authority to monitor and regulate groundwater production 

in the Subbasin since 1983. The primary benefit related to reduction in groundwater production is 

recovery of groundwater elevations that have historically allowed for seawater intrusion in the 

Subbasin. Reduction in groundwater production can be used to close any differential between 
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groundwater elevations that can be obtained through implementation of projects and the 

groundwater elevations necessary to prevent future net seawater intrusion in the Upper Aquifer 

System and the Lower Aquifer System. 

FCGMA approved an ordinance to establish an allocation system for the Oxnard Subbasin and the 

Pleasant Valley Basin on October 23, 2019. The purpose of this ordinance is to facilitate adoption and 

implementation of the GSP and to ensure that the Oxnard Subbasin and the Pleasant Valley Basin are 

operated within their sustainable yields. It is not the purpose of the ordinance to determine or alter 

water right entitlements, including those that may be asserted pursuant to California Water Code 

Sections 1005.1, 1005.2, or 1005.4. 

Management Action No. 2 – Water Market Pilot Program 

A water market pilot program is currently being conducted by FCGMA as a means of increasing 

operational management of groundwater in the Subbasin. Analysis of the water market pilot 

program will be conducted and its suitability for incorporation as a management action for the 

Subbasin will be determined after the pilot program is completed in July 2019. 
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CHAPTER 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION 

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY PLAN 

The Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency (FCGMA), acting as the Groundwater 

Sustainability Agency (GSA) for the Oxnard Subbasin of the Santa Clara River Valley 

Groundwater Basin (4-004; Oxnard Subbasin [Subbasin]), has developed this Groundwater 

Sustainability Plan (GSP) in compliance with the 2014 Sustainable Groundwater Management Act 

(SGMA) (California Water Code, Section 10720 et seq.). This GSP has been developed to apply 

to the entirety of the Oxnard Subbasin, including those portions of the Subbasin that lie outside 

FCGMA’s jurisdictional boundary, primarily consisting of fringe areas of the Subbasin. The 

County of Ventura (County) and the Camrosa Water District (CWD) have each elected to act as 

the GSA for portions of the Subbasin not within FCGMA’s jurisdiction. The County and CWD 

will rely on this GSP and coordinate with FCGMA as necessary to ensure that the Subbasin is 

sustainably managed in its entirety, in accordance with SGMA.  

SGMA defines sustainable groundwater management as the management and use of groundwater 

in a manner that can be maintained over a 50-year planning and implementation horizon without 

causing undesirable results. Undesirable results are defined in SGMA and are summarized here as 

any of the following effects caused by groundwater conditions occurring throughout the Subbasin:1 

 Chronic lowering of groundwater levels indicating a significant and unreasonable depletion 

of supply 

 Significant and unreasonable reduction of groundwater storage 

 Significant and unreasonable seawater intrusion 

 Significant and unreasonable degraded water quality 

 Significant and unreasonable land subsidence 

 Depletions of interconnected surface water that have significant and unreasonable adverse 

impacts on beneficial uses of the surface water 

As described in Chapter 2, Basin Setting, of this GSP, undesirable results within the Oxnard 

Subbasin are occurring with respect to significant and unreasonable reduction of groundwater 

storage and seawater intrusion. Portions of the Subbasin are experiencing, or under threat of 

experiencing, degraded water quality. Chronic lowering of groundwater levels has not occurred 

because declines in groundwater elevation are offset by seawater intrusion. Land subsidence has 

occurred historically in the Subbasin and has the potential to occur in the future if groundwater 

                                                 
1  As defined in SGMA, “basin” means a groundwater basin or subbasin identified and defined in Bulletin 118 or as modified 

pursuant to California Water Code, Section 10720 et seq. (Basin Boundaries). 
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conditions are not managed sustainably. Depletions of interconnected surface water have not 

occurred historically in the Subbasin, because the Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems (GDEs) in 

the Subbasin are supported by shallow groundwater flows that are generally separated and 

disconnected from the primary groundwater aquifers (see Section 1.3.2, Geography; Section 2.2.1, 

Geology; and Section 2.3.7, Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems). 

The purpose of this GSP is to define the conditions under which the groundwater resources of the 

entire Oxnard Subbasin, which support agricultural, municipal and industrial (M&I), and 

environmental uses, will be managed sustainably in the future. The adoption of this GSP represents 

the first step in achieving groundwater sustainability within the Oxnard Subbasin by 2040, as 

required by SGMA. Over the next 20 years, data will continue to be gathered and used to refine 

the estimated sustainable yield and potential paths for achieving sustainability set forth in the 

following chapters. As the understanding of the Subbasin improves, this GSP will be updated to 

reflect the new understanding of the Subbasin. This GSP outlines a plan for annual reporting and 

periodic (5-year) evaluations (Chapter 1); characterizes groundwater conditions, trends, and the 

cumulative impacts of groundwater pumping for each of the SGMA-defined sustainability 

indicators (Chapter 2); establishes minimum thresholds, measurable objectives and interim 

milestones by which sustainability can be measured and tracked (Chapter 3, Sustainable 

Management Criteria); outlines the monitoring network used to support and document progress 

toward sustainability (Chapter 4, Monitoring Networks); and identifies projects and management 

actions to be implemented by the GSA and/or stakeholders to minimize undesirable results 

(Chapter 5, Projects and Management Actions).2 This GSP documents a viable path, determined 

by the GSA in collaboration with stakeholders and informed by the best available information, to 

achieving the sustainability goal within the Oxnard Subbasin. 

1.2 AGENCY INFORMATION 

1.2.1 Agency Name 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency (FCGMA or Agency) 

1.2.2 Agency Address 

Mailing Address: 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency 

800 South Victoria Avenue 

Ventura, California 93009-1610 

                                                 
2  All references in this GSP to minimizing, limiting, or mitigating undesirable results means doing so in a manner that culminates in the 

absence of (i.e., avoidance of) undesirable results by 2040 and thereafter during the planning and implementation horizon. 
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Office Location: 

Ventura County Government Center 

Hall of Administration 

800 South Victoria Avenue 

Ventura, California 93009 

1.2.3 Organization and Management Structure 

FCGMA is governed by five Board of Directors (Board) members who represent (1) the County, 

(2) the United Water Conservation District (UWCD), (3) the seven mutual water companies and 

small water districts within the Agency (Alta Mutual Water Company, Pleasant Valley County 

Water District (PVCWD), Berylwood Mutual Water Company, Calleguas Municipal Water 

District (CMWD), CWD, Zone Mutual Water Company, and Del Norte Mutual Water Company), 

(4) the five incorporated cities within FCGMA (Ventura, Oxnard, Camarillo, Port Hueneme, and 

Moorpark), and (5) the farmers (FCGMA 2019a). Four of these Board members, representing the 

County, UWCD, the mutual water companies and small water districts, and the incorporated cities, 

are appointed by their respective organizations or groups. The representative for the farmers is 

appointed by the other four seated Board members from a list of candidates jointly supplied by the 

Ventura County Farm Bureau and the Ventura County Agricultural Association. An alternate 

Board member is selected by each appointing agency or group in the same manner as the regular 

member and acts in place of the regular member in case of absence or inability to act.  

All members and alternates serve for a 2-year term of office, or until the member or alternate is no 

longer an eligible official of the member agency. All Board members and alternates serve on a 

volunteer basis and no compensation is provided for attendance at FCGMA meetings or events. 

Information regarding current FCGMA Board representatives can be found on the Agency’s 

website (FCGMA 2019b). 

Extractors within Oxnard Subbasin will be subject to FCGMA’s GSP and any management actions 

created for this GSP. These actions are administered by the Agency Executive Officer, who is 

appointed by the FCGMA Board. The Agency Executive Officer and other FCGMA staff are 

provided by the County of Ventura Public Works Agency pursuant to a contract with the County 

of Ventura. FCGMA does not construct, operate, or maintain capital facilities but does have the 

authority to adopt ordinances requiring registration of groundwater wells, requiring reporting of 

groundwater use, regulating groundwater extractions, and requiring fees. FCGMA contracts with 

the County to provide staff to support FCGMA (FCGMA 2019a). 
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1.2.4 Plan Manager 

Executive Officer of FCGMA, Jeff Pratt, PE 

Mailing Address:  

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency 

800 South Victoria Avenue 

Ventura, California 93009-1610 

Phone: 805.654.2073 

Email: Jeff.Pratt@ventura.org 

1.2.5 Legal Authority 

FCGMA is an independent special district formed by the California Legislature in 1982 to manage 

and protect the aquifers within its jurisdiction for the common benefit of the public and all 

agricultural, domestic, and M&I users (FCGMA et al. 2007). FCGMA’s jurisdiction was established 

as the area overlying the FCA and includes portions of the Oxnard Subbasin and the Las Posas Valley 

Basin (LPVB), the Pleasant Valley Basin (PVB), and the Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley Basin. FCGMA 

may adopt ordinances for the purpose of regulating, conserving, managing, and controlling the use 

and extraction of groundwater within its territory (FCGMA Act, Section 403). 

The FCGMA Act prohibits the Agency from engaging in water supply activities normally and 

historically undertaken by its member agencies. Nonetheless, FCGMA may exercise the water 

supply powers and authorities authorized under SGMA provided the Board makes a finding that 

FCGMA is otherwise unable to sustainably manage the basin. 

The full text of the FCGMA Act, Assembly Bill 2995, as well as amendments and additional 

legislation, can be accessed on the Agency’s website (FCGMA 2019c). FCGMA is identified in 

SGMA as an agency created by statute to manage groundwater that is the exclusive GSA within 

its territory with powers to comply with SGMA (SGMA, Section 10723[c][1][D]). FCGMA 

notified the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) of its intent to undertake 

sustainable groundwater management under SGMA on January 26, 2015, and was granted 

exclusive GSA status under SGMA, Section 10723(c) (Appendix A, GSA Formation 

Documentation, to this GSP).  
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1.2.6 Groundwater Sustainability Plan Implementation and 
Cost Estimate 

This GSP will be implemented by FCGMA, with cooperation from the Camrosa Water District–

Oxnard Subbasin GSA and County for the small portion of the Subbasin outside FCGMA 

jurisdiction (see Section 1-3, Description of Plan Area). The following sections provide a 

discussion of the standards for and costs associated with GSP implementation, including annual 

reporting, periodic updates, monitoring protocols, and projects and management actions. Potential 

funding sources and mechanisms are presented along with a tentative schedule for implementing 

the GSP’s primary components. In addition, annual reporting and 5-year evaluation procedures for 

the Oxnard Subbasin are described.  

1.2.6.1 Standards for Plan Implementation 

Annual Reporting 

The GSA shall submit an annual report to DWR by April 1 of each year following the adoption of 

the GSP. The annual report shall include the following components for the preceding water year 

(23 CCR, Section 356.2): 

 General information, including an executive summary and a location map depicting the 

basin covered by the report 

 A detailed description and graphical representation of  

o Groundwater elevation data from wells identified in the monitoring network  

o Groundwater extraction for the preceding water year 

o Change in groundwater in storage 

o Surface water supply used or available for use 

o Total water use 

 A description of progress toward implementing the Plan, including achieving interim 

milestones, and implementation of projects or management actions since the previous 

annual report 

The description and graphical representation of groundwater elevations will include groundwater 

elevation contour maps for each principal aquifer in the Subbasin illustrating, at a minimum, the 

seasonal high and seasonal low groundwater conditions. Additionally, hydrographs of 

groundwater elevations and water year type using historical data to the greatest extent available, 

including from January 1, 2015, to current reporting year, will be included in the annual report. As 

described in Section 1.2.6.2, Data Collection, Validation, and Analysis, relevant data collected by 
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entities within the PVB are regularly provided to FCGMA and will be used to prepare the annual 

reports submitted to DWR. 

The description and graphical representation of change in groundwater storage will include a graph 

depicting water year type, groundwater use, the annual change in groundwater in storage, and the 

cumulative change in groundwater in storage for the basin based on historical data to the greatest 

extent available, including from January 1, 2015, to the current reporting year. 

Five-Year Evaluation 

FCGMA will evaluate the GSP at least every 5 years. This 5-year evaluation will be provided as a 

written assessment to DWR. The assessment shall describe whether the Plan implementation, 

including implementation of projects and management actions, are meeting the sustainability goal 

in the basin. The evaluation will include the following: 

 A description of current groundwater conditions for each applicable sustainability indicator 

relative to measurable objectives, interim milestones, and minimum thresholds 

 A description of the implementation of any projects or management actions, and the effect 

on groundwater conditions resulting from those projects or management actions 

 Revisions, if any, to the basin setting, management areas, or the identification of 

undesirable results and the setting of minimum thresholds and measurable objectives 

 An evaluation of the basin setting in light of significant new information or changes in 

water use, and an explanation of any significant changes  

 A description of the monitoring network within the basin, including whether data gaps 

exist, or any areas within the basin are represented by data that does not satisfy the 

requirements of the GSP Regulations (23 CCR, Sections 352.4 and 354.34[c])  

 A description of significant new information that has been made available since GSP 

adoption, amendment, or the last 5-year assessment  

 A description of relevant actions taken by the Agency, including a summary of regulations 

or ordinances related to the GSP 

 Information describing any enforcement or legal actions taken by the Agency in 

furtherance of the sustainability goal for the basin 

 A description of completed or proposed GSP amendments 

 A summary of coordination that occurred between FCGMA and other agencies, if 

appropriate, in the Subbasin, as well as between FCGMA and other agencies in 

hydrologically connected basins 
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1.2.6.2 GSP Implementation Budget 

The primary costs associated with implementing the GSP are anticipated to be connected with  

the following:  

 Data collection, validation, and analysis 

 Ongoing data gap analysis and assessments of priorities for filling data gaps 

o Filling of data gaps 

o Operations and maintenance 

 Annual report preparation and preparation of the 5-year GSP evaluation  

 Regional studies for basin optimization, groundwater modeling  

 Management, administration, and other costs 

Data Collection, Validation, and Analysis 

FCGMA has historically obtained data from the Ventura County Watershed Protection District 

(VCWPD) to monitor streamflow, precipitation, groundwater elevation, and groundwater quality 

throughout the Oxnard Subbasin. Besides VCWPD, entities that monitor groundwater level and 

groundwater quality in the Oxnard Subbasin include the United Water Conservation District 

(UWCD), the Cities of Oxnard and Camarillo, PVCWD, and small mutual water companies. 

Relevant data collected by these entities is regularly provided to VCWPD, and the data are shared 

with FCGMA for use in the FCGMA annual groundwater reports. This process will continue, but 

analysis will now include comparison of collected data against sustainable management criteria 

established by this GSP. 

The majority of water level and water quality data in the Oxnard Subbasin are generated by VCWPD 

and UWCD. To date, this data sharing has not required expenditures from FCGMA because FCGMA 

did not control the location or timing of data and sample collection. The existing monitoring schedules 

and locations are discussed in Chapter 4, Monitoring Networks. It is anticipated that as long as the 

existing schedules are maintained, VCWPD will continue to host the data for the Oxnard Subbasin and 

FCGMA will be able to use the data for annual monitoring reports and the 5-year GSP evaluations. 

However, to the degree that monitoring schedules and locations will change, a cost-sharing agreement 

will be developed between VCWPD and FCGMA.  

Data Gap Analysis and Priorities 

During the initial 5-year period after the GSP is adopted, FCGMA will explore options for 

filling data gaps identified in this GSP. The primary data gaps identified in the historical data 

are spatial and temporal gaps in groundwater elevation and groundwater quality measurements. 
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In order to assess the priorities for filling these gaps, FCGMA plans to review options and 

potential costs associated with those options to direct funding toward the solutions that are 

needed most. One option that will be investigated would include adding pressure transducers 

to existing agricultural wells in the monitoring network. These transducers would record water 

levels at regular intervals (e.g., hourly) to determine static, or recovered, water levels. The cost 

for purchasing and installing transducers in agricultural wells must be assessed and 

incorporated into the cost of GSP implementation. As instrumentation is added to the 

monitoring network, the annual cost of operations and maintenance will also be factored in to 

the budget for GSP implementation. 

In addition to assessing the need for new instrumentation, the analysis of data gaps and priorities 

will review the potential cost and need to substitute existing agricultural wells in the monitoring 

network with dedicated monitoring wells, or install monitoring wells in key areas where there are 

no appropriate wells to monitor. While monitoring wells are often preferred to agricultural wells, 

for the time being, the agricultural well data provide a link to historical data. This link is critical 

in assessing progress toward sustainability. Therefore, the data gap analysis and priorities 

assessment will review which agricultural wells may need to be substituted and which wells should 

be retained for ongoing historical comparison.  

Annual Report Preparation and Preparation of the 5-Year Evaluation 

Details of the information that will be included in the annual reports are presented in Section 

1.2.6.1, Standards for Plan Implementation. It is currently anticipated that the annual reports will 

be produced by FCGMA staff and the costs associated with these reports will be incorporated in 

the annual operating budget of FCGMA.  

Every fifth year of GSP implementation and whenever the GSP is amended, the GSA is required 

to prepare and submit an Agency Evaluation and Assessment Report to the DWR together with 

the annual report for that year. The tasks associated with preparing this report include updating the 

water budget, updating the groundwater model, and reassessing the sustainable yield, minimum 

thresholds, and measurable objectives (see Section 1.2.6.1). Additionally, the evaluation will 

provide an assessment of the pumping and groundwater conditions. It is currently anticipated that 

the 5-year evaluation reports will be produced by FCGMA staff with the assistance of consultants 

and that the costs associated with these reports will be incorporated in the annual operating budget 

of FCGMA. 

Basin Optimization Studies, Groundwater Modeling, and Project Feasibility 

During the initial 5-year period after the GSP is adopted, FCGMA will explore opportunities to 

optimize basin management. The work required to assess these opportunities includes 

implementing and supporting regional studies and groundwater modeling efforts that assess how 
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to maximize the sustainable yield of the Oxnard Subbasin and adjoining basins. These studies are 

anticipated to include more detailed feasibility studies of projects that were proposed and modeled 

for this GSP, as well as an investigation of how the projects will be implemented, the costs 

associated with project implementation, and potential cost-sharing agreements for these projects.  

It should be noted that Chapter 5 of this GSP includes projects that were far enough along in 

development and/or implementation that meaningful information could be included about their 

potential to improve sustainable management of the Subbasin. Additional projects may be 

implemented within the next 20 years to, for example, minimize the need for pumping reductions. 

This GSP does not preclude future projects or existing projects that are too early in the stage of 

development to be included in Chapter 5 from being investigated or undergoing feasibility analysis 

in the coming years. Relevant information about new projects and/or updates to existing projects 

described in Chapter 5 will be provided in annual reports and 5-year evaluations. 

Current anticipated costs for implementing projects in the Oxnard Subbasin that were analyzed as 

part of this GSP are presented in Table 1-1.  

In addition, it is anticipated that basin optimization studies will be undertaken in the initial 5-year 

period after the GSP is implemented adopted to assess projects that were not included in this GSP. 

This assessment is expected to include an investigation of how adjustments to the location of 

groundwater production will minimize seawater intrusion in the Oxnard Subbasin, while 

maximizing the sustainable yield of the combined aquifer systems of the Oxnard Subbasin, the 

PVB, and the West Las Posas Management Area. Basin optimization investigations are inherently 

tied to groundwater modeling, which would be conducted to provide the estimated sustainable 

yield for all scenarios analyzed. 

Lastly, as part of the project feasibility analyses, FCGMA anticipates evaluating potential revenue 

streams for implementing the projects required to optimize basin management. This analysis will 

include a review of the potential for implementing basin replenishment fees and the costs 

associated with proposing and passing such fees. 

Cost Estimate 

The estimated total GSP implementation costs are presented in Table 1-2. The starting cost for 

monitoring systems, coordination of data collection, obtaining data form other GSAs in the basin 

is estimated to be $1 million for 2020. Costs were increased annually, using a 2.8% inflation rate, 

from 2020 to 2040 (Table 1-2). The annual reviews to DWR are anticipated to be included as part 

of the operations and monitoring costs for FCGMA. The management, administration, and other 

costs for 2020 are based on the 2019–2020 fiscal year budget, in which these costs are estimated 

to be $1,455,000.  
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The 5-year evaluation costs are anticipated to cover the professional specialty services to evaluate 

and assess the GSP and perform the additional work necessary to fill data gaps and analyze projects 

and management actions for the Oxnard Subbasin, as well as for the PVB and LPVB. FCGMA has 

prepared the GSPs for the entire area of the Oxnard Subbasin, Las Posas Valley Basin, and Pleasant 

Valley Basin. FCGMA will be responsible for evaluating these GSPs, for each basin, every 5 years. 

Cost sharing for these evaluations may be investigated with the other GSAs in each basin in the 

future. Initial costs for the 5-year evaluation were estimated to be $100,000 per basin, with 2.8% 

inflation between 2020 and 2024. Costs for 2025 through 2029 were estimated to be $100,000 if 

the work were performed in 2020, but the costs in the budget account for 2.8% annual inflation 

between 2020 and 2025. Costs between 2030 and 2033 were calculated from the 2.8% annual 

inflation on $50,000. Subsequent years were calculated either based on 2.8% inflation on 

$100,000, or 2.8% inflation on $50,000, depending on whether the year included preparation of a 

physical report for DWR.  

Finally, the estimated implementation costs include a 10% contingency on the total operating and 

monitoring costs, management administration and other costs, and the 5-year evaluation. 

1.2.6.3 Funding Sources 

In general, FCGMA plans to fund its basic operations costs using groundwater extraction 

charges. Surcharges for extractions in excess of an allocation may also be used in carrying out 

FCGMA’s groundwater management functions. FCGMA collects a groundwater extraction base 

rate fee of $6 per acre-foot and imposes a surcharge of up to $1,961 for excess extractions. 

Together, these pump fees have generated more than $1 million in operating revenues each fiscal 

year (ending in June) between 2013 and 2016. FCGMA anticipates using this existing revenue 

structure, along with eventual implementation of a replenishment fee, to fund the GSP 

implementation and direct costs.  

Under SGMA, FCGMA gained additional authority to impose regulatory fees and currently 

collects a sustainability of fee of $11 per acre-foot in addition to its groundwater extraction fee. 

The sustainability fee is projected to generate additional annual revenue of $1,375,000. The 

sustainability fee will increase to $14 per acre-foot in 2020 and generate an additional $375,000 

in annual revenue. Upon adoption of this GSP, FCGMA will have authority to impose 

replenishment fees and to fund projects and management actions that can influence groundwater 

supply. Projects to achieve sustainability are anticipated to require funding beyond that generated 

by the existing extraction and sustainability fees. FCGMA anticipates working with other agencies 

and stakeholders to understand how individual projects will impact stakeholders and identify the 

most appropriate funding sources for these projects.  
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1.3 DESCRIPTION OF PLAN AREA 

1.3.1 Description 

The Oxnard Subbasin (the Subbasin; DWR Groundwater Basin 4-004.02) is a coastal alluvial 

subbasin of the Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin (4-004). It is bounded to the east by 

the LPVB (4-008), the Camarillo Hills, and the PVB (4-006); to the southeast by the Santa Monica 

Mountains; to the west and southwest by the Pacific Ocean; and to the north by the Mound 

(4-004.03) and Santa Paula (4-004.04) Subbasins of the Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater 

Basin (Figure 1-1, Vicinity Map for the Oxnard Subbasin).  

The Oxnard Subbasin is in hydrologic communication, to varying degrees, with the LPVB and 

PVB to the east, the Mound and Santa Paula Subbasins to the north, and the Pacific Ocean to the 

west and southwest. 

The Oak Ridge and McGrath Faults form the boundary between the Oxnard Subbasin and the 

Mound and Santa Paula Subbasins to the north (DWR 2016a). The boundary between the 

Oxnard Subbasin and the LPVB is a jurisdictional boundary that corresponds to property lines 

and associated water sources. It is parallel and proximal to the surface expression of the Wright 

Road Fault. The boundary between the Oxnard Subbasin and the PVB is defined by a facies 

change between the predominantly coarse-grained sand and gravel deposits that compose the 

Upper Aquifer System (UAS) in the Oxnard Subbasin and finer-grained clay- and silt-rich 

deposits in the PVB. The southeastern boundary of the Oxnard Subbasin is the contact between 

permeable alluvium and semi-permeable rocks of the Santa Monica Mountains (SWRCB 1956; 

DWR 2016a). 

The Oxnard Subbasin has historically been divided into two subareas by local practitioners 

(UWCD 2014). Across most of the Oxnard Plain, the main water-producing aquifers are confined 

beneath a low-permeability, clay-rich layer that separates the UAS from the topmost unconfined 

semi-perched aquifer groundwater unit. This clay layer and the semi-perched aquifer are absent in 

the northeastern area known as the Oxnard Forebay, and as a result, unconfined aquifer conditions 

exist in the UAS in this area (Figure 1-1).  

In this report, to distinguish between features on the land surface and in the subsurface, the term 

“Oxnard Plain” will be used to refer to the geographic area overlying the Oxnard Subbasin. 
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Administrative Boundaries 

Multiple boundaries have been used to define or manage the Subbasin (Figure 1-2, Administrative 

Boundaries for the Oxnard Subbasin), including the following: 

1. The boundary of the Subbasin defined by DWR in its 2016 Basin Boundary Modification 

2. The jurisdictional boundary of FCGMA  

3. The boundaries of the Oxnard Forebay historically used by FCGMA 

4. The boundary of the Oxnard Subbasin historically used by FCGMA 

The boundary of the Oxnard Subbasin defined by DWR in its 2016 Basin Boundary Modification 

extends beyond FCGMA jurisdiction to the southeast, northwest, and northeast (Figure 1-2). The 

jurisdictional boundary of FCGMA was established based on a vertical projection of the 

interpreted extent of the FCA, as provided by the Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency 

Act (FCGMA Act) in 1982. The FCA is absent in the areas of the DWR Bulletin 118 boundaries 

for the Oxnard Subbasin that lie outside of FCGMA jurisdiction (Figure 1-2). The majority of the 

area that is outside FCGMA jurisdiction but inside the 2016 Subbasin boundary lies within the 

jurisdiction of the County of Ventura. The County has filed to be the GSA for the Oxnard Basin 

Outlying Areas (see Appendix A; Figure 1-2). The remaining area outside of FCGMA jurisdiction 

but within the boundary of the Subbasin currently used by DWR will be managed by CWD, which 

has filed to be the GSA for the Camrosa Water District–Oxnard Subbasin, which covers the portion 

of CWD’s service area that lies within the Oxnard Subbasin (Appendix A; Figure 1-2). Table 1-3 

presents a breakdown of all GSAs that intersect the boundary of the Oxnard Subbasin defined by 

DWR in its 2016 Basin Boundary Modification. The 2016 Basin Boundary Modification was used 

instead of the 2018 Basin Boundary Modification to be consistent with the groundwater model 

used in this GSP. The County (by Resolution 17-088) and CWD (by Resolution 17-11) have each 

elected to act as the GSA for portions of the Subbasin not within FCGMA’s jurisdiction (Appendix 

A). The County and CWD will rely on this GSP and coordinate with the FCGMA, as necessary, 

to ensure that the Subbasin is sustainably managed in its entirety, in accordance with SGMA. 

The external boundary of the Oxnard (4-004.02), Mound (4-004.03), and Santa Paula (4-004.04) 

Subbasins were adjusted in DWR’s 2018 Basin Boundary Modification process (DWR 2019). The 

adjustment was made by request of the Mound Basin GSA, who notified FCGMA of the proposed 

change, which was ultimately approved by DWR in 2019. The purpose of the boundary change 

was to better align the boundaries of the Mound Subbasin, FCGMA, and the Santa Paula basin 

adjudication. Compared with the 2016 boundary for the Oxnard Subbasin, the 2018 Basin 

Boundary Modification aligned the north-northwestern border of the Subbasin with FCGMA’s 

jurisdictional boundary, resulting in subtraction of 75.2 acres from the Subbasin near the Pacific 

Coastline south of the Santa Clara River, and the addition of 614.7 acres to the Subbasin in a 

narrow zone north of the Santa Clara River (DWR 2016a, 2019).  
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From a technical and sustainable management perspective, the effect of the change in area for the 

Oxnard Subbasin between 2016 and 2018 is negligible, because the area does not newly include or 

exclude representative monitoring sites or production wells and does not affect the model domain, 

boundary conditions, and/or other parameters used in the Ventura Regional Groundwater Flow 

Model. Therefore, the effect on water budget for the Subbasin would be limited to the inclusion 

and/or exclusion of model grid cells for inflow and outflow calculations along the northern boundary 

of the Subbasin. The dimension of the model grid cells (2,000 feet) is greater than the maximum 

change in distance between the 2016 and 2018 boundaries for the Oxnard Subbasin (1,300 feet or 

less), which suggests that any difference could be within the margin of error associated with the 

model grid resolution. Because this change represents just 0.9% of the Subbasin’s total area and is 

an administrative rather than a scientific/technical boundary modification, and because this GSP was 

largely completed prior to adoption of the change in 2019, Subbasin condition information presented 

in this GSP reflects DWR’s 2016 Basin Boundary Modification. 

Land Ownership and Jurisdiction 

Land within the Oxnard Subbasin is under a variety of municipal, County, state, and federal 

jurisdictions. The City of Oxnard and Port Hueneme are entirely encompassed by the Oxnard 

Subbasin. The Cities of Ventura and Camarillo lie primarily outside the Subbasin; however, the 

cities’ outer edges are crossed by the Subbasin boundary. Land under County jurisdiction outside 

the incorporated cities composes the majority (55.5%) of the Subbasin’s land area. State agencies 

that own and/or manage land within the Oxnard Subbasin include the California Department of 

Parks and Recreation, California State University, and California Department of Corrections and 

Rehabilitation. Federal land within the Subbasin consists of the Naval Base Ventura County (Naval 

Construction Battalion Center Port Hueneme and Point Mugu Naval Air Station), which occupies 

about 10% of the Subbasin’s land area. Finally, The Nature Conservancy owns and manages land 

along the lower reach of the Santa Clara River and Ormond Beach for conservation purposes. A 

summary of land ownership and jurisdiction is provided in Table 1-4. 

1.3.2 Geography 

1.3.2.1 Surface Water and Drainage Features 

The dominant surface water bodies in the Oxnard Plain are the Santa Clara River, Revolon Slough, 

and Calleguas Creek, all three of which drain watersheds that extend beyond the boundaries of the 

Subbasin. In addition, the relatively flat areas within the Cities of Oxnard and Port Hueneme are 

drained by several lined drains that discharge directly into the Pacific Ocean (Figure 1-3, Weather 

Station and Stream Gauge Locations). 

The Santa Clara River is close to and generally parallels the northern boundary of the Oxnard 

Subbasin and discharges to the Pacific Ocean through the Santa Clara River Estuary north of the 
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Oxnard Subbasin. Flow in the channel infiltrates into sediments overlying the Oxnard Forebay and 

is a source of recharge to the aquifers in the Subbasin. In addition, UWCD, under permit, diverts 

surface water from the Santa Clara River at the Freeman Diversion. The diversion, which was 

constructed in 1991, replaced an earthen diversion that had been in place since 1928. The diversion 

is located upstream of the Subbasin boundary and discharges Santa Clara River water to infiltration 

basins overlying the Oxnard Forebay (Figure 1-3). West of the Oxnard Forebay, the Santa Clara 

River channel overlies a confining clay layer and does not communicate directly with the confined 

aquifers of the UAS and the Lower Aquifer System (LAS). In this portion of the channel (including 

the estuary) the semi-perched aquifer, which is located above the uppermost confining clay layer, 

supplies water to the Lower Santa Clara River (Section 2.1, Introduction to Basin Setting).  

Revolon Slough drains the eastern portion of the Oxnard Plain and the western portions of the 

LPVB and PVB (which are east of the Oxnard Plain) (Figure 1-3). The drainage area of Revolon 

Slough includes western Camarillo. Flow in the slough is generally southward, parallel to the 

eastern Oxnard Subbasin boundary, until it joins with Calleguas Creek. Calleguas Creek drains the 

approximately 250-square-mile Calleguas Creek Watershed to the northeast of the Oxnard 

Subbasin and crosses the Oxnard Subbasin boundary with the PVB at the base of the Santa Monica 

Mountains (Figure 1-3). Within the Oxnard Subbasin, Calleguas Creek flows generally southward 

along the southeastern boundary of the Subbasin and discharges into the Pacific Ocean through 

Mugu Lagoon near Point Mugu (Figure 1-3). Recharge from surface waters into the Oxnard 

Subbasin is discussed in Section 2.3.6, Groundwater–Surface Water Connections. 

Characterization of Flow  

Streamflow records for four active and five inactive streamflow gauging stations (Figure 1-3; 

Table 1-5) were used to characterize flow in the Santa Clara River (Stations 708, 708A, 723, and 

724), in the Revolon Slough Watershed (Stations 776, 776A, 780, and 782), and in Calleguas 

Creek (Station 805).  

Some reaches of the Santa Clara River are typically dry in dry weather (for example, at Stations 

708 and 708A; Figure 1-3). Sources of dry-weather flow to Revolon Slough include discharge 

from private tile drains in the Oxnard Plain. Although dry-weather flow is observed in some 

portions of Calleguas Creek (i.e., at Station 805), in other reaches, Calleguas Creek is dry in dry 

weather (VCWPD 2009). The primary sources of dry-weather flow to Calleguas Creek are two 

wastewater treatment plants: the Hill Canyon Wastewater Treatment Plant, operated by the City 

of Thousand Oaks, which discharges to Arroyo Conejo, a tributary to Arroyo Santa Rosa; and the 

Camarillo Sanitary District Wastewater Treatment Plant, operated by the City of Camarillo, which 

discharges to Conejo Creek. Both Arroyo Santa Rosa and Conejo Creek are tributaries of Calleguas 

Creek. Irrigation water from agriculture and/or landscaping may also serve as a source of flow in 

all three channels during some parts of the year. 
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In the Santa Clara River, the available stream flow record within the Subbasin extends from 1927 to 

2014, with a gap from 1932 to 1950 (Figure 1-4, Average Daily Flows [ADF] and Monthly Minimum 

ADF in Oxnard Surface Waters [A]). Peak flow typically occurs between November and April of any 

given water year and baseflow generally falls to 0 cubic feet per second (cfs) between July and 

September, except in reaches above and below the Oxnard Forebay. There are some exceptions, 

particularly in 1980, 1983, 1993, 1998, and 2005, when flow continued through the summer months. 

The highest gauged flow was 92,300 cfs in March 1969 (Figure 1-4[A]).  

In the Revolon Slough, the available streamflow record within the Subbasin extends from 1979 to 

2014. Peak flow typically occurs between December and March of any given water year, and 

baseflow tends to drop to between 2 and 25 cfs between July and September. The highest gauged 

flow was 2,870 cfs in January 2005 (Figure 1-4[B]). 

In Calleguas Creek, the available streamflow record within the Subbasin extends from 1968 to 

2014. Peak flow typically occurs between December and March of any given water year, and 

baseflow tends to drop to between 5 and 13 cfs between July and September. The highest gauged 

flow was 9,686 cfs in March 1983 (Figure 1-4[C]). 

To quantitatively assess changes in baseflow, all streamflow gauges were assigned a minimum 

average daily flow for each month of the record, and this monthly minimum was plotted in Figures 

1-4(D) through 1-4(F). In Calleguas Creek, flows from 2005 to 2015 were lower than those in the 

1980s and 1990s. The low flows correspond with a period of below-average rainfall associated with 

the recent drought. Because surface water in Calleguas Creek and its tributaries is diverted by 

property owners and by CWD and delivered as a water supply in lieu of groundwater pumping, 

decreased flow in Calleguas Creek will affect groundwater management in the Subbasin. On the 

Santa Clara River, decreased flows in the past 5 years have impacted artificial recharge operations 

and other management decisions made by UWCD. 

1.3.2.2 Current, Historical, and Projected Climate 

Current Climate 

The climate of the Oxnard Plain is typical of coastal Southern California, with average daily 

temperatures ranging generally from 50°F to 78°F in summer and from 40°F to 75°F in winter, as 

measured at the California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS) weather station in 

Oxnard, which was active from October 2001 through April 2017 (CIMIS 2018). Typically, 

approximately 85% of precipitation in the Ventura County region falls between November and April 

(Hanson et al. 2003). 
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Records of rainfall were collected from VCWPD weather stations located within the boundary 

of the Oxnard Plain (12 active and 11 inactive; Figure 1-3, Figure 1-5 (Oxnard Plain Annual 

Precipitation), and Table 1-6). Annual precipitation varies from gauge to gauge (Figure 1-5 

and Table 1-6). 

Evaporation as pan evaporation rate is measured at one VCWPD weather station within the Oxnard 

Plain (Station 239, El Rio–UWCD Spreading Grounds). The Station 239 evaporation record begins 

in 1972 and ends in 2016. Monthly average evaporation ranges from 3.7 inches in January to 7.2 

inches in July, with an average total annual evaporation of 63.0 inches.  

Evapotranspiration is measured at CIMIS Station 156, located on the River Ridge Golf Course, 

approximately 800 feet south of the Santa Clara River and 725 feet west of North Ventura Road. 

The monthly average evapotranspiration calculated for data collected between 2001 and 2017 

using the Penman–Monteith equation at Station 156 ranges from 2.01 inches in December to 5.12 

inches in July. The average total annual evapotranspiration is 44.93 inches.  

Historical Climate Trends 

In order to characterize rainfall variability in the Oxnard Plain over the past century, two stations whose 

combined records cover the entire period were selected: Stations 032 and 168 (Figure 1-3). Station 032 

(Oxnard–Water Department) is located approximately 1.5 miles east of Station 168 (Oxnard Airport). 

Precipitation records can vary based on several factors, including geographic location, the type of 

gauge used to measure precipitation, and the physical characteristics of the area surrounding a 

measurement site. Therefore, in order to examine how rainfall recorded at these two stations compared 

to the other stations, correlation coefficients (R) were calculated for the period of time in which the 

station records overlap. The correlation coefficients between all pairs of station records, excepting pairs 

that included Stations 223, 273, 412, and 503, exceeded 0.9. Stations 273, 412, and 503 have less than 

8 years of overlapping data, which may explain the poorer correlation between these sites and Stations 

032 and 168. The low correlation between Station 223, which is located near the southwest corner of 

the Oxnard Plain near Point Mugu, and Stations 032 and 168 is due in part to anomalously low values 

recorded at Station 223 in some years in the 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s. Because the record from Station 

223 does not correlate with the records from any other station in the area, this station cannot be used 

to typify trends in the Oxnard Plain.  

The variability in the records of precipitation measured at Stations 032 and 168 is similar to that 

measured at the other precipitation stations, and can be used to characterize the precipitation trends 

in Oxnard Plain over the 113-year period from 1903 to 2015 (Figure 1-5).  

The long-term trend record was based on the record from Station 032 for the period from 1902 to 

2003. After 2003, no data are available for Station 032. Therefore, from 2003 to 2016, the annual 

precipitation value recorded at Station 168 was used to predict a value for the location of Station 
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032, based on a linear regression of the annual precipitation values in the 46 years of overlap 

(1957–2002) in the records for Stations 032 and 168 (see formula below). 

Station 032 (inches) = 1.0127 * Station 168 (inches) + 0.0011 (R2 = 0.9766) 

The root-mean-squared error (RMSE) between the observed annual precipitation at Station 032 

and the predicted precipitation using Station 168 was 1.3 inches per year. The bias was −0.00058 

inches. Thus, some uncertainty is introduced by extending the Station 032 record using Station 

168. However, this slight uncertainty does not outweigh the benefit of being able to use the 

resulting 113-year record to characterize long-term climate trends. 

Based on this long-term record, the calculated mean annual precipitation in the central Oxnard 

Plain is 14.4 inches (Figure 1-6, Long-Term Precipitation Trends in the Oxnard Plain). For each 

water year in the record, the total annual precipitation was compared to the long-term mean annual 

precipitation in order to calculate the cumulative departure from mean precipitation (Figure 1-6). 

Historical drought periods were defined as a falling limb on the cumulative departure from the 

mean curve (Figure 1-6). Based on the historical record, a drought in the Oxnard Plain can be 

defined as a period of years in which the area experiences no more than one consecutive year of 

above-average precipitation and at least 24 inches of cumulative precipitation deficit (see Table 

1-7 and Figure 1-6). 

The century-long precipitation record demonstrates that drought cycles have frequently impacted 

the Oxnard Plain. The average drought duration in the past century was 8.2 years, and the average 

cumulative rainfall deficit during the droughts was −30.25 inches. The duration of periods of 

average or above-average rainfall was rarely more than 10 years. In this historical context, the 

approximately 20-year period in the 1990s and 2000s constitutes an unusually long wet period 

(Figure 1-6). Consequently, planning for drought cycles in the coming decades will be an integral 

component of water resources management.  

The FCGMA contracted and received evapotranspiration data collected at private weather stations 

located in the Oxnard Subbasin during the period 1992 to 2013. The number of weather stations 

in the Subbasin fluctuated over the years. The data collected from the private weather stations were 

used for determining the annual irrigation efficiency allocation during the period 1992 to 2013. 

These data are available from FCGMA Board Meeting Agenda packets and were reported to 

FCGMA on a monthly basis.  
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Projected Climate 

The literature review conducted in support of the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation’s Los Angeles Basin 

Stormwater Conservation Study Task 3.1 Report found that the following changes are anticipated 

in Southern California due to global climate change (Bureau of Reclamation 2013):  

 Increased temperature (1°C to 3°C) 

 Increased evaporation rate  

 Decrease in annual precipitation (2% to 5%) 

 Increase in extreme precipitation events  

Future climate conditions were modeled for the Oxnard Subbasin using climate change factors 

provided by DWR. The impacts to the future water budget are discussed in more detail in Chapter 2, 

Basin Setting. 

1.3.2.3 Historical, Current, and Projected Land Use 

Historical land uses on the Oxnard Plain were determined based on review of data from the 

Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), which has mapped more than 105 land 

use categories to a minimum 2-acre resolution for the years 1990, 1993, 2001, and 2005 (SCAG 

2005). Current land uses within the Oxnard Plain were determined based on review of the General 

Plan land use map for Ventura County (VCPD 2015), and are shown on Figure 1-7, Land and 

Water Use. Existing land use patterns and trends are expected to continue, and are described based 

on information contained in General Plan documents. 

The majority of the Oxnard Plain consists of unincorporated areas of Ventura County, though it 

also encompasses nearly all of the Cities of Oxnard and Port Hueneme. Land use on the Oxnard 

Plain consists of 47% agriculture, 47% urban uses, and 6% vacant/open space (Table 1-8). About 

83% of the agricultural uses consist of orchards, cropland, and improved pasture land with the 

remaining 17% consisting of nurseries, horse ranches, and other uses (Table 1-8). The primary 

crops grown in the Oxnard Plain are strawberries, raspberries, celery, peppers, kale, cut flowers, 

and nursery stock (VCFB 2016). Urban and residential land uses are concentrated in Oxnard and 

Port Hueneme. Federal lands consist of two Naval Base Ventura County operations within the 

Oxnard Subbasin, Point Mugu and Port Hueneme, and the Channel Islands Air National Guard 

Station. The Naval Base Ventura County was formed in 2000 through the merger of Naval Air 

Station Point Mugu (located in the southern portion of the Oxnard Subbasin in unincorporated 

Ventura County) and Naval Construction Battalion Center Port Hueneme (located in the west-

central part of the Oxnard Subbasin within the City of Port Hueneme along the coast). Currently, 

there are about 19,000 military, civilian, and contract personnel working or stationed at Naval Base 

Ventura County (City of Oxnard 2011).  
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Recreational land uses on the Oxnard Plain consist of state and local beaches, golf courses, and 

community parks in Oxnard and Port Hueneme. Open space (i.e., not consisting of agricultural, 

military, or urban uses) is limited to the Santa Clara River corridor, beaches, and lagoons. Table 

1-8 shows the County General Plan land uses within the Oxnard Plain, tabulated by area in acres 

and by percentage of total area. 

With the exception of several high-rise buildings in north Oxnard, the City of Oxnard is characterized 

by one- or two-story residential and commercial buildings and several industrial areas (City of Oxnard 

2011). Most of Oxnard’s higher-intensity development lies adjacent to primary thoroughfares, such as 

Highway 101, Gonzales Road, Rose Avenue, Rice Avenue, Oxnard Boulevard, Hueneme Road, 

Ventura Road, Victoria Avenue, and Saviers Road, and in the central business district (City of Oxnard 

2011). Growth is directed into one of Oxnard’s 14 Specific Plans, which are in various stages of 

planning or buildout. City of Oxnard projects currently in the planning, permitting, or construction 

stages consist of 19 residential projects (greater than 50 units), 18 commercial projects, and 6 industrial 

projects (City of Oxnard 2016a). The largest planned development consists of the Teal Club Specific 

Plan (located west of Ventura Road between Doris Avenue and Teal Club Road), where up to 990 

residential units are envisioned (City of Oxnard 2016a). 

In the future, agricultural preservation and open space land use policies are expected to  limit 

the rate and reach of “greenfield” development and direct growth through infill development 

and zoning policies that allow higher-density and mixed-use development (VCPD 2015). 

Furthermore, large-scale development is highly restricted in the California Coastal Zone, so 

development is likely to be concentrated on the urban fringes of Oxnard and Port Hueneme 

that are outside the coastal zone. For unincorporated areas within the Oxnard Plain, the Ventura 

County General Plan Environmental Impact Report identifies the widening of roads as a 

potential growth-inducing effect of the General Plan land uses and policies, as well as policies 

that allow for the creation of substandard-sized parcels for farmworker housing complexes and 

an increase in allowable building coverage for farmworker housing complexes in Agricultural 

and Open Space designations (VCPD 2005). Demographics and population growth within the 

Oxnard Plain are addressed in Section 1.3.2.4. 

1.3.2.4 Historical, Current, and Projected Demographics 

There are several sources of population data for the Oxnard Plain, most of which are derived 

from decennial census counts, which last occurred in 2010. Sources of population information 

are as follows: 

 U.S. Census Bureau: The U.S. Census Bureau conducts a census count every 10 years. 

Census data are gathered by tracts, blocks, and census-designated places. Census tracts were 

intersected with the Oxnard Plain boundary to determine the population overlying the 
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Oxnard Subbasin for 2010. Census tracts that intersected the boundaries of the Oxnard Plain 

were area-weighted to determine the population that falls within the Oxnard Plain. 

 City and County General Plans: The Cities of Oxnard and Port Hueneme and the County 

of Ventura gather data on development, growth, and land use patterns, and make population 

estimates in conjunction with census data. The cities’ and county’s general plans and 

websites were reviewed for historical and current population data.  

 Southern California Association of Governments: SCAG is the nation’s largest 

metropolitan planning organization, representing 6 counties, 191 cities, and more than 18 

million residents. SCAG produces demographics data and growth forecasts for the entire 

Southern California region.  

At a countywide level, population growth is skewed toward incorporated cities. The population 

distribution within Ventura County is the result of a 1969 County–City agreement, called the 

Guidelines for Orderly Development, which directs urban-level development to incorporated cities 

in Ventura County (VCPD 2015). That agreement limits urban-level development and services 

within unincorporated areas. The total increase in population within unincorporated areas in 

Ventura County was only 1.9% from 2000 to 2010, whereas population in the cities increased by 

10.4% over the same period. 

Table 1-9 shows the past, current, and projected population for Ventura County, the Cities of 

Oxnard and Port Hueneme, and the Oxnard Plain. The population of the Oxnard Plain is estimated 

to have been 237,871 in 2010, based on census data. The population of the City of Oxnard is over 

200,000 residents, as of 2015, with an average household size of 3.99 (City of Oxnard 2011; SCAG 

2016). The City of Port Hueneme has about 22,000 residents and an average household size of 

2.99 (City of Port Hueneme 2016a). The population of unincorporated areas within the Oxnard 

Plain is less than 10% of the total population of the Oxnard Plain.  

The aforementioned population information is limited to the population that resides within the 

Oxnard Subbasin boundary. It should be noted that the City of Ventura overlies a portion of the 

Oxnard Subbasin, but this portion consists of commercial, recreational, and industrial land uses, 

with a negligible permanent population. The City of Ventura relies on groundwater from the 

Oxnard Plain for part of its groundwater supply. The population for the City of Ventura’s water 

service area, as reported in its 2015 UWMP, is 112,412 (City of Ventura 2016). 

1.4 EXISTING MONITORING AND MANAGEMENT PLANS 

Over the past few decades, multiple agencies have implemented programs to monitor and manage 

water within the Oxnard Subbasin. Local and state agencies have worked together and with 

stakeholders to develop management strategies and monitoring programs. Table 1-10 and Table 
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1-11 summarize the monitoring and management programs, projects, and strategies that are 

currently in effect. 

1.4.1 Monitoring Programs 

Table 1-10 provides a summary of existing monitoring programs. It is subdivided into monitoring 

programs that are primarily for surface water and those primarily for groundwater. These 

monitoring programs are anticipated to continue, independent of the development of this GSP; 

however, the data from these programs will continue to be used to help assess groundwater 

conditions in the Oxnard Subbasin. Specifically, groundwater elevation data collected by VCWPD 

at key wells throughout the Subbasin will be compared to the minimum thresholds and measurable 

objective established in Chapter 3, Sustainable Management Criteria, of this GSP. VCWPD will 

continue to host the data for the Oxnard Subbasin and FCGMA will use the data for annual 

monitoring reports and the 5-year GSP evaluations (Section 1.2.6, Groundwater Sustainability 

Plan Implementation and Cost Estimate). 

1.4.2 Management Programs 

Table 1-11 provides a summary of management programs, projects, and strategies. Similar to 

Table 1-10, it is subdivided into projects that address primarily surface water and those that address 

primarily groundwater. It also contains a third category, “other,” for projects that address both 

surface water and groundwater or an additional parameter.  

Table 1-11 indicates whether each project or program is associated with conjunctive use. As used 

herein, “conjunctive use” applies to programs, projects, and strategies that meet the 2003 Bulletin 

118 definition of the term: “Conjunctive management in its broadest definition is the coordinated 

and combined use of surface water and groundwater to increase the overall water supply of a region 

and improve the reliability of that supply” (DWR 2016a). For example, CWD provides reclaimed 

wastewater from the Hill Canyon WWTP diverted from Conejo Creek to its non-potable customers 

in the Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley Basin and the PVB and to PVCWD for delivery to agricultural 

users in the Oxnard Subbasin and PVB, thereby reducing the amount of groundwater pumped from 

these basins (FCGMA 2014a). For a description of some of the most important projects and 

programs, see Section 1.5, Existing Conjunctive-Use Programs. 

Due to the overlapping jurisdictions of the agencies that manage groundwater resources, there are 

many programs that occur within the Subbasin or benefit multiple basins. Therefore, Tables 1-10 

and 1-11 include a column (“Multi-Basin Program”) that lists the basins in which the programs 

are conducted or those that benefit from each program.  
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1.4.3 Operational Flexibility Limitations 

Operational flexibility is a key consideration in integrated water resource management because 

it helps water purveyors adapt to known legal, operational, and environmental constraints, and 

plan for an uncertain future, especially as it relates to drought resiliency and the effects of 

climate change. Operational flexibility can be measured over a given time horizon and/or 

geographic scale (e.g., water district service area) as the difference between available water 

supply and service area demand. Operational flexibility is maximized when a water purveyor 

has a large variety of sources in a water supply portfolio, when it has local control over such 

sources, and when such sources are connected to each other (i.e., conjunctively managed). On 

a general statewide scale, water purveyors are increasingly looking to minimize reliance on 

imported water supplies by promoting stormwater recharge, maximizing wastewater recycling, 

and sustainably developing local sources of water. 

For the Oxnard Subbasin, water purveyors collectively draw from a combination of sources—

including local surface water, groundwater, imports from the State Water Project (SWP), and 

increasingly, recycled water—which differ in terms of the volume available, area served, timing of 

peak availability, and reliability. Climate and regulatory constraints (e.g., water quality standards, 

water rights, and minimum environmental flows) have historically had a greater impact on the 

availability of surface water supplies. Groundwater sources with adequate water quality were 

historically limited only by the capacity of production wells accessing the aquifer until 1991, when 

FCGMA initiated a groundwater allocation reduction system. With the passage of SGMA and the 

sustainable management criteria established in this GSP (Chapter 3), once adopted, groundwater 

extraction will be further limited by minimum thresholds established for each sustainability 

indicator. FCGMA has exercised its authority to limit groundwater production since 1983, and thus 

has managed the basin in an effort to avoid critical overdraft. Because in 2015 the State Department 

of Water Resources listed the Oxnard Subbasin as being in a state of Critical Overdraft, the 

sustainable management criteria adopted in this GSP may limit operational flexibility by further 

reducing allowable groundwater production.  

The GSP complements and enhances existing projects and programs currently in place to 

maximize beneficial use of water resources and increase operational flexibility within the Oxnard 

Plain and within FCGMA jurisdiction as a whole. Existing water monitoring and management 

activities are described in Tables 1-10 and 1-11. Because the basins are all interconnected either 

physically or through water sources, the opportunity for operational flexibility exists and has been 

used by FCGMA and local water agencies. Examples of projects that have increased operational 

flexibility within the Oxnard Plain include the City of Oxnard’s Groundwater Recovery 

Enhancement and Treatment (GREAT) Program and the Oxnard–Hueneme (OH) Pipeline and the 

Freeman Diversion Project, both operated by UWCD (Table 1-11).  



 1 – ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 1-23 

Despite the coordination of projects and programs within the Oxnard Subbasin, limits to 

operational flexibility remain. These limits include constraints imposed by interaction with other 

regulatory programs, including the federal Endangered Species Act and the Recycled Water Policy 

(2009, amended 2013) that was adopted by the State Water Resources Control Board. The 

Recycled Water Policy intends to encourage the safe use of recycled water by recognizing its 

benefits, establishing statewide recycled water goals and targets, clarifying regulatory agency roles 

and permitting approaches for various types of recycled water projects, and establishing an 

approach to avoid or minimize potential adverse consequences (e.g., excessive salts, nutrients, 

and/or constituents of emerging concern). For example, the policy requires that local water and 

wastewater entities prepare Salt and Nutrient Management Plans (SNMPs) for the groundwater 

basin in which they operate. The SNMP for the Lower Santa Clara River, which includes the 

Oxnard Forebay, has been accepted by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

(LARWQCB), and the SNMP for the Oxnard Plain and Pleasant Valley Basins has been submitted 

to the LARWQCB (VCWPD 2015; City of Oxnard 2016b). 

UWCD has prepared a Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan as part of its application for 

incidental take permits under Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the federal Endangered Species Act (UWCD 

2018). The Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan specifies conditions under which flow 

diversions from the Santa Clara River would be allowed. The diverted flow at the Freeman 

Diversion, one of the oldest and most important sources of supply to the Oxnard Subbasin, is used 

to recharge groundwater and provided for in-lieu use in both the Oxnard Subbasin and the PVB. 

The operational flexibility provided by this project is constrained by habitat requirements for the 

federally endangered Southern California steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss) in the Santa Clara 

River. Climate fluctuations and future climate may also impact the quantity of water diverted from 

the Santa Clara River. Currently, the project permit limits access to flows. Water diversion is 

primarily during the recession of a large storm event and during conditions allowed per National 

Marine Fisheries Service diversion constraints.  

In addition to local projects, parts of the Oxnard Plain depend on imported water from the SWP. 

Such supplies have been, and may continue to be, limited by climate, infrastructure, and increased 

commitment for environmental and supply purposes (see Section 1.6.2, Urban Water Management 

Plans, under Calleguas Municipal Water District UWMP).  

1.5 EXISTING CONJUNCTIVE-USE PROGRAMS 

In the California Water Plan, DWR (2013) describes conjunctive use as follows: “Conjunctive 

management or conjunctive use refers to the coordinated and planned use and management of both 

surface water and groundwater resources to maximize the availability and reliability of water 

supplies in a region to meet various management objectives. Surface water and groundwater 

resources typically differ significantly in their availability, quality, management needs, and 
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development and use costs. Managing both resources together, rather than in isolation, allows 

water managers to use the advantages of both resources for maximum benefit. Conjunctive 

management thus involves the efficient use of both resources through the planned and managed 

operation of a groundwater basin and a surface water storage system combined through a 

coordinated conveyance infrastructure.” 

Due to the history of interagency collaboration on groundwater management within FCGMA 

jurisdiction on the Oxnard Plain, multiple conjunctive-use programs are currently operational. 

These are identified and described in Table 1-11, as introduced in Section 1.4, Existing Monitoring 

and Management Plans. Some of the most important of these projects and programs are described 

in this section. The GSP will occur in conjunction with and build upon existing and planned 

conjunctive use programs in the Subbasin. 

UWCD Freeman Diversion Project. The UWCD Freeman Diversion Project is a critical 

component of water supply within the Oxnard Subbasin. Its predecessor was constructed in 1927 

as a series of earthen levies that diverted water from the Santa Clara River, which were washed 

out and replaced after large flows. The current project, constructed in 1991, diverts on average 

more than 62,000 acre-feet per year (AFY). About 75% of the water diverted has been sent to 

spreading basins within the Oxnard Forebay for groundwater recharge. Water from the project 

is also delivered to the Oxnard Subbasin and PVB through the Pumping Trough Pipeline and 

Pleasant Valley Pipeline, which supply water for non-potable applications (see Table 2-10, 

Summary of Water Deliveries). The water provided by the Freeman Diversion Project offsets 

groundwater production in coastal areas of the Subbasin, thereby helping to alleviate seawater 

intrusion. One of the projects and management actions identified in this GSP (Chapter 5) would 

build upon the existing facilities by increasing the Freeman Diversion Project’s capability to 

divert surface flows (by capturing higher flow rates with higher sediment loads) and by 

developing additional recharge capabilities (using two former gravel mines). 

City of Oxnard Advanced Water Purification Facility. The City of Oxnard’s Advanced Water 

Purification Facility (AWPF) is part of the City of Oxnard’s GREAT Program, which focuses on 

using existing water resources more efficiently. As the key project of the GREAT Program, the 

AWPF provides the City with Title 22 recycled water source that can be used for landscape irrigation, 

agriculture, industrial process water, and groundwater recharge. The AWPF is designed to initially 

treat approximately 8 to 9 million gallons per day (mgd) of secondary effluent and produce 6.25 mgd 

(7,000 AFY) of product water for reclaimed water uses with infrastructure in place to ultimately 

produce 25 mgd (28,000 AFY) of product water for reuse. The main treatment processes consist of 

microfiltration, reverse osmosis, and ultraviolet disinfection using advanced oxidation. Several of 

the projects and management actions identified in this GSP (Chapter 5) could build upon the 

GREAT Program by expanding the AWPF’s capacity, increasing utilization of the recycled 

water in lieu of groundwater for irrigation. 
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CMWD SWP Deliveries. SWP deliveries are an important source of water within the Oxnard 

Subbasin. Supplied by CMWD, the vast majority of SWP water is delivered to and used by the 

City of Oxnard, with minor amounts used by the Port Hueneme Water Agency (PHWA). CMWD 

treats SWP water to potable standards and delivers it to M&I customers within its service area (see 

Section 2.4, Water Budget, for a discussion of this in the context of the water budget, including 

Table 2-10). In addition, up to 5,000 AFY of the Ventura County SWP allocation may be delivered 

to Lake Piru and later released for percolation or diversion at the Freeman Project. Note that 

CMWD is a member agency of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD), 

which supplies water from a number of sources, including the Colorado River. One of the 

management actions to be implemented by FCGMA will be to reduce groundwater extraction 

allocations over time to a rate that will prevent net seawater intrusion after 2040. Reduced 

groundwater allocations may put increased pressure on water purveyors to use the maximum SWP 

allocations available, which are already highly limited by climate and competing demands. 

However, other projects and management actions in the GSP—including temporary agricultural 

land fallowing, expansion of recycled water sources and reach, and better utilization of existing 

and new stormwater recharge facilities—are expected to minimize this potential effect. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency Programs. FCGMA has been charged with 

groundwater management for decades and implements several programs that encourage 

efficient use of groundwater, new water sources, and brackish groundwater. Most programs 

apply to the entire FCGMA jurisdiction, but some management programs apply to specific 

areas. In addition to programs and ordinances that require reporting and fees for groundwater 

use, FCGMA implements a groundwater storage credit program that provides groundwater 

credits for surface water or imported water delivered equal to the amount of water that was 

used in lieu of pumping groundwater and that could have been used for groundwater recharge 

(spreading or injection).  

By Resolution 2014-01, FCGMA approved the Conejo Creek Water Pumping Program involving 

CWD and PVCWD using the Conejo Creek Diversion (Conejo Creek Project). The Conejo Creek 

Project provides for the use of recycled water produced by the Hill Canyon Wastewater Treatment 

Plant in Thousand Oaks within the PVCWD service area through CWD. CWD diverts recycled 

water discharged to Conejo Creek and delivers it to the PVCWD service area for use in lieu of 

pumping. The FCGMA resolution allows the PVCWD to transfer credits generated by using 

recycled water in lieu of groundwater pumping within its service area to CWD. If monitoring data 

indicate that the Subbasin will support it, the resolution provides for extraction of up to 4,500 acre-

feet (AF) from CWD-owned wells in an amount equal to the volume of recycled water delivered 

by PVCWD in lieu of pumping. However, flows from the Hill Canyon WWTP have decreased in 

response to conservation programs and are expected to decrease further in the future, thus reducing 

the potential yield of the project. Diversions of surface water on Conejo Creek prior to 2002 were 

estimated to average 2,450 AFY from 1985 to 2002 (see Chapter 2 of this GSP). 
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FCGMA approved an ordinance to establish an allocation system for the Oxnard Subbasin and 

PVB on October 23, 2019. The purpose of this ordinance is to facilitate adoption and 

implementation of the GSP and to ensure that the Oxnard Subbasin and PVB are operated within 

their sustainable yields. It is not the purpose of the ordinance to determine or alter water right 

entitlements, including those that may be asserted pursuant to California Water Code Sections 

1005.1, 1005.2, or 1005.4. A copy of this ordinance is included in Appendix A. 

1.6 LAND USE ELEMENTS OR TOPIC CATEGORIES OF 
APPLICABLE GENERAL PLANS 

SGMA requires that the GSP include a description of the consideration given to the applicable county 

and city general plans and the various adopted water-resources-related plans and programs and an 

assessment of how the GSP may affect those plans (California Water Code, Section 10727.2[g]). In 

addition to these elements, the GSP may include processes to review land use plans and efforts to 

coordinate with land use planning agencies to assess activities that potentially create risks to 

groundwater quality or quantity (California Water Code, Section 10727.2[g]). Several kinds of land 

use plans contain provisions that affect water use and sustainability within the Oxnard Subbasin. 

Sustainable management of the FCGMA basins and the SGMA legislation require that the 

provisions of these plans be considered and coordinated in the development of DWR requires that 

the GSP include a summary of these plans and a description of how these plans may change water 

demands or affect FCGMA’s ability to achieve sustainability and how the GSP addresses these 

potential effects, and how the GSP may affect the water supply assumptions made in these plans 

(DWR 2016b, Sections 354.8[f] and 354.8[g]). The California Water Code requires that the GSP 

include processes to review land use plans and coordinate with planning agencies related to 

groundwater issues (California Water Code, Section 10727.2). Plan types relevant to FCGMA 

jurisdiction and individual basins within it include county and city General Plans and associated 

area-specific and community plans and urban water management plans (UWMPs). There are no 

agricultural water management plans applicable to the Oxnard Subbasin because none of the water 

purveyors serve more than 25,000 irrigated acres within the Subbasin (excluding recycled 

water deliveries). The CWD has a 2015 Agricultural Water Management Plan, and although the 

southern end of CWD’s service area extends into the Oxnard Subbasin near California State 

University Channel Islands, its agricultural service area occurs outside the Subbasin (CWD 2017). 

California state law requires that cities and counties prepare and adopt a “comprehensive long-

term general plan for the physical development of the county or city” and that “elements and parts 

[of the plan] comprise an integrated, internally consistent and compatible statement of policies for 

the adopting agency” (California Government Code, Sections 65300 and 65300.5). Among the 

required elements of the plan is the conservation, development, and utilization of water developed 

in coordination with groundwater agencies such as FCGMA (California Government Code, 

Section 65302[d][1]).  



 1 – ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 1-27 

The Urban Water Management Planning Act of 1983 requires urban water suppliers to report on 

water sources, deliveries, demand, and efficiency, as well as performing water shortage 

contingency planning. Such plans are to be updated every 5 years (in years ending in 0 and 5) and 

submitted to DWR. The Urban Water Management Planning Act applies both to urban retail 

suppliers that provide potable municipal water to more than 3,000 end users or 3,000 AFY and to 

urban wholesale water suppliers that provide more than 3,000 AFY at wholesale (DWR 2016c). 

The applicable codes have been modified multiple times to include various provisions for water-

related reporting.  

For more than three decades, FCGMA has participated in the management of water within its 

jurisdiction. Such management includes oversight of many aspects of groundwater production and 

use, as well as coordination with all other entities responsible for water supply and land use issues. 

Because of these long-term relationships, many of the plans described in this section are consistent 

with the goal of sustainable groundwater management over the planning and implementation 

horizon. Due to the high level of coordination among agencies within the Oxnard Plain and 

FCGMA jurisdiction, it is anticipated that water demand among land uses managed by City and 

County jurisdiction, as well as water customers served by water purveyors, will be monitored and 

managed in a manner consistent with the provisions of SGMA and this GSP. 

The following sections contain a description of the land use and water management plans that 

are applicable to water planning within the Oxnard Plain, a discussion of the consideration 

given to the land use plans, and an assessment of how the GSP may affect those plans. The 

plans included were selected as the plans with the most salient information relating to 

sustainable management. However, this is not intended to be a comprehensive list; other plans 

that include information pertinent to water management in the Oxnard Subbasin include the 

City of Port Hueneme UWMP, PHWA UWMP, MWD UWMP, the City of Oxnard General 

Plan, and the Naval Base Ventura County Joint Land Use Study (City of Port Hueneme 2016b; 

PHWA 2016; MWD 2016; City of Oxnard 2011; NBVC 2015). These plans are discussed in 

brief in Section 1.6.3, Additional Plan Summaries. 

1.6.1 General Plans  
General plans are considered applicable to the GSP to the extent that they may change water 

demands within the Oxnard Subbasin or affect the ability of the GSA to achieve sustainable 

groundwater management over the planning and implementation horizon. General Plans 

applicable to the Oxnard Subbasin are (1) the Ventura County General Plan, (2) the City of Oxnard 

2030 General Plan, and (3) the 2015 General Plan and Local Coastal Program for the City of Port 

Hueneme. Small parts of the City of Ventura and City of Camarillo partially overlap the Subbasin, 

but implementation of their general plans are expected to have a negligible effect on 
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implementation of the GSP within the Oxnard Subbasin. The areas of Ventura and Camarillo that 

extend into the Subbasin are already built out or zoned as agriculture and open space. 

FCGMA staff has participated on the Ventura County General Plan Update Water Element Focus 

Group and continues to work with Ventura County planning staff to ensure that the GSP and the 

General Plan Update are mutually consistent. Furthermore, the FCGMA Board includes a 

representative for both the County and all the incorporated cities within FCGMA’s jurisdiction, 

ensuring representation and coordination between the GSA, the County, and the incorporated cities. 

Based on the timing of the adoption of the General Plan Update and the GSP, the GSA will be 

subject to the following California Government Code sections pertaining specifically to the 

coordination of planning and SGMA-related documents: 

 California Government Code, Section 65350.5 – requires that the planning agency review 

and consider GSPs prior to General Plan adoption. 

 California Government Code, Section 65352 – requires that prior to adoption of a General 

Plan Update, the legislative body must refer the plan to the GSA for review. 

 California Government Code, Section 65352.5 – requires that the GSA provide the current 

version of the GSP to planning agencies preparing to update or adopt the General Plan. 

All existing general plans and future updates undergo an analysis of environmental impacts under 

the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In addition, all discretionary projects proposed 

within the Oxnard Subbasin under municipal, County, and/or state jurisdiction are required to 

comply with CEQA. In 2019, the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research released an update to 

the CEQA Guidelines that included a new requirement to analyze projects for their compliance with 

adopted GSPs. Specifically, the applicable significance criteria include the following: 

 Would the program or project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable 

groundwater management of the basin? 

 Would the program or project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 

control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? 

Therefore, to the extent general plans allow growth that could have an impact on groundwater supply, 

such projects would be evaluated for their consistency with adopted GSPs and for whether they 

adversely impact the sustainable management of the Subbasin. Under CEQA, potentially significant 

impacts identified must be avoided or substantially minimized unless significant impacts are 

unavoidable, in which case the lead agency must adopt a statement of overriding considerations.  
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Ventura County General Plan 

Plan Description  

The Ventura County General Plan (VCPD 2015) applies to the County as a whole and includes area-

specific plans for distinct unincorporated areas. For example, the El Rio/Del Norte Area Plan includes 

policies to (1) protect the Oxnard Forebay Basin and its recharge area within the El Rio/Del Norte area 

in order to protect groundwater resources and (2) ensure that sewage treatment facilities provide 

maximum feasible protection and/or enhancement of groundwater resources. The County General Plan 

was last amended in October 2015. However, the County Planning Department is now undertaking a 

comprehensive update of the plan, thereby providing an immediate opportunity for coordination 

between FCGMA (as the GSA) and the County Planning Department, as required by SGMA.  

The comprehensive update of the County General Plan is due to be completed by mid-2020 and 

will have a planning horizon of 20 years.  

How the Plan May Affect Sustainable Water Management  

Because General Plans and the associated elements define long-term policy related to 

community growth, development, and land use, General Plans are integral to the 

implementation of sustainable water management. The County General Plan is in the process 

of undergoing a comprehensive update, which provides the opportunity for consistency in 

regard to the relevant areas of the County General Plan and the GSP. Areas where FCGMA 

will coordinate with the County include the following: 

 The compatibility of County land use with the goals and requirements of SGMA and 

groundwater sustainability. This includes County programs and policies for the protection 

or redesignation of urban, agriculture, and open space for the purpose of reducing or 

adjusting groundwater use, recharge, or groundwater quality. 

 The consistency of discretionary development as it pertains to the FCGMA basins’ 

water resources. 

 The development of thresholds by the County for development within available water 

supply limits as determined by the GSPs for the FCGMA basins. 

 Coordinated water-related monitoring programs within the FCGMA basins. 

 The inclusion of land subsidence, drought, and point-source pollution as “hazards,” as 

identified in the County General Plan. 

 The coordination of goals, policies, and programs of the Water Resources section of the 

General Plan. 
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 The coordination of goals, policies, and programs of the Water Resources section of the 

General Plan, which pertain to groundwater overdraft, environmental uses of surface water, 

groundwater and surface water quality, and demand management and reuse. The programs 

of the Water Resources section specifically address the coordination of water agencies and 

County support of FCGMA plans. 

 The coordination of capital projects or programs proposed as part of the GSP to achieve 

sustainability within the FCGMA basins. 

 The regulatory authority of the GSA as it relates to that of the County.  

How the GSP May Impact the Water Supply Assumptions of the General Plan 

Sections 1.3.1 through 1.3.3 of the General Plan (VCPD 2015) describe the goals, policies, and 

programs that apply to water resources. The goals outlined in Section 1.3.1 of the General Plan 

include monitoring water supply and quality, maintaining or restoring water quality and supply, 

balancing supply and demand, protection of aquifer recharge areas and protecting and restoring 

wetlands. The GSP includes specific provisions for each of these: the monitoring of water 

resources (Chapter 4), the definition and maintenance of groundwater-dependent ecosystems 

(wetlands), definition of sustainability as it pertains to water resources (Chapter 3), and projects 

and management actions by which these goals will be obtained (Chapter 5, Projects and 

Management Actions). The General Plan also has a resource appendix that describes in general 

terms the groundwater resources within Ventura County. The next time the general plan is updated, 

the information in the GSP will be used to provide information relevant to the groundwater 

resources appendix. 

The General Plan policies listed in Section 1.3.2 (VCPD 2015) include provisions and 

requirements for discretionary development. Some of the projects of the GSP will likely constitute 

discretionary development and therefore require consistency with General Plan or demonstration 

of “overriding considerations.” The GSAs within the Subbasin will encourage municipalities to 

consider the GSP in the implementation of each of their general plans, and incorporate 

groundwater management criteria, where applicable and relevant, from the GSP into future general 

plan updates. General Plan Section 1.3.3 lists specific programs that County divisions will support 

in the application of the General Plan. Programs (management actions) implemented by FCGMA 

as part of the GSP may be added to those supported by the General Plan. 

The 1998 Save Open Space and Agricultural Resources ordinance generally requires an approval 

by the electorate for any General Plan Amendment that changes land use designations for 

agricultural, rural, or open-space-designated lands. This and similar ordinances are in effect for 

much of the FCGMA area, including the Cities of Camarillo, Oxnard, and Ventura and 

unincorporated County areas, through at least 2050 (VCPD 2015). Should implementation of the 
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GSP result in the conversion of agricultural, rural, or open space lands to other uses, either to 

accommodate GSP projects or as a result of management actions that reduce water demand, a vote 

of the electorate would be required.  

It is not the role of a general plan to make water supply assumptions, but to take into consideration 

existing and anticipated water supply conditions in planning for growth. This includes FCGMA’s 

water supply allocations, as incorporated into the 5-year UWMPs. General plan policies for all 

jurisdictions include provisions to maximize water conservation for both indoor use and outdoor 

irrigation/landscaping. Furthermore, the areas zoned for development are generally already built out, 

so growth, where it occurs, is likely to consist of redevelopment projects or small areas of new 

development. As all new development is subject to supply mitigation, which includes installing dual 

plumbing and the use of nonpotable water where feasible, any offset of or increase in the volume of 

water used on the land being developed or redeveloped is mitigated; land conversion and changes in 

land use planning are not anticipated to adversely affect implementation of the GSP. Furthermore, 

city and County officials make up part of the FCGMA Board, and like the SGMA process, both 

UWMPs and general plans are living documents subject to periodic updates and reviews.  

1.6.2 Urban Water Management Plans 
UWMPs are prepared by urban water suppliers every 5 years. These plans support the suppliers’ 

long-term resource planning to ensure that adequate water supplies are available to meet existing 

and future water needs (California Water Code, Sections 10610–10656 and 10608). Every urban 

water supplier that either provides over 3,000 AF of water annually or serves more than 3,000 

urban connections is required to submit a UWMP. Within UWMPs, urban water suppliers must: 

 Assess the reliability of water sources over a 20-year planning time frame. 

 Describe demand management measures and water shortage contingency plans.  

 Report progress toward meeting a targeted 20% reduction in per-capita (per-person) urban 

water consumption by the year 2020. 

 Discuss the use and planned use of recycled water. 

The information collected from the submitted UWMPs is useful for local, regional, and statewide 

water planning. Besides annual review of the GSP, the 5-year evaluation interval required for GSPs 

under SGMA works well with the equivalent review interval for UWMPs, ensuring that 

information on water supply, and groundwater in particular, is updated appropriately. Water 

suppliers that operate groundwater wells within the jurisdiction of FCGMA and the other GSAs 

(County and CWD) in the Subbasin will update their water supply projections in accordance with 

the allocation of groundwater production available. Groundwater supply assumptions made by 

urban water suppliers in their 2015 UWMPs will be superseded by the groundwater allocation 

reduction management actions discussed in Chapter 5 of this GSP. 
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Calleguas Municipal Water District UWMP 

Description/Summary of Agency and Plan 

CMWD is an independent special district and a wholesale water provider, the service area of which 

includes significant parts of each of the basins and the Oxnard Subbasin within the FCGMA area 

(Figure 1-8, Ventura County Water Purveyors; FCGMA et al. 2007). Within the Oxnard Plain, 

CMWD supplies the Cities of Oxnard and Port Hueneme (Figure 1-8). It has been a member 

agency of MWD since 1960, and provides wholesale water to 19 retail water purveyors. CMWD 

supplies water mainly for M&I uses. Most of the water supplied by CMWD is water from the SWP 

purchased from MWD. Storage facilities available to CMWD include a surface water reservoir in 

Thousand Oaks and underground storage in the LPVB via the Las Posas Aquifer Storage and 

Recovery Project (see Table 1-11). 

CMWD does not operate any wastewater treatment facilities but supports the use of recycled water 

through the ownership and operation of recycled water pipelines and pumping facilities. The 

Salinity Management Pipeline transfers salty water away from surface waters in the southwestern 

Ventura County region to other beneficial uses or the Pacific Ocean (Table 1-11). CMWD actively 

conducts water conservation programs. Such programs include rebate/incentive programs, school 

programs, social media campaigns, and workshops. 

The UWMP, adopted June 15, 2016, has a planning horizon of 25 years. The production of the 

UWMP was coordinated with, and obtained information from, numerous water suppliers and 

management agencies, including CWD, City of Camarillo, City of Oxnard, City of Port Hueneme, 

City of Moorpark, Ventura County Waterworks District 1, Ventura County Waterworks District 

19, FCGMA, MWD, and UWCD. CMWD notified the appropriate agencies and the public of the 

production of the UWMP, conducted a public hearing, and incorporated public comments prior to 

adopting the plan. 

Coordination with SGMA and Other Agencies 

The UWMP contains a section describing FCGMA and the programs that it implements (CMWD 

2016, Section 6-2). The SGMA legislation and GSP requirements are also described in this section, 

including FCGMA’s role as the GSA and its role in preparing the GSPs.  

In January of 2016, the CMWD Board of Directors adopted a strategic plan, one of the 

provisions of which is to, “Work with FCGMA, United Water Conservation District, 

agricultural pumpers, purveyors, and other groundwater interests to encourage, support, and 

facilitate the development and implementation of groundwater sustainability plans within the 

service area that increase certainty in groundwater management and promote conjunctive use 

operations” (CMWD 2016, p. 7-13). 
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How the Plan May Change Water Demands within the Subbasin 

Due to the extensive collaboration between FCGMA as the historical management agency and GSA 

and the CMWD as a major wholesale water supplier within the FCGMA basins, the UWMP 

incorporates and reflects water demand and sustainability issues that must be addressed under SGMA. 

Implementation of this GSP will require continued coordination between the many agencies and 

stakeholders within the Oxnard Subbasin and periodic adjustment of assumptions regarding climate, 

population, land use, environmental requirements, and other factors impacting water demand. The 

CMWD UWMP recognizes those factors and provides for adaptation where necessary. 

Such adaptation includes support of Senate Bill (SB) X7-7 goals for conservation, an extensive 

demand management program, and participation in capital projects that provide for conjunctive 

use on a regional scale.  

How the Plan May Affect Sustainable Groundwater Management within the Subbasin 

For the reasons noted previously, the CMWD UWMP largely fosters the goals of sustainable 

management within the Oxnard Subbasin. Both CMWD and MWD have recognized and are 

pursuing remedies to improve the reliability of water supplies within their respective service areas. 

UWMP strategies to remediate reliability issues of water supplies include pursuing demand 

management programs and local water supply projects such as increased use of recycled and 

brackish groundwater. In regard to SWP supply reliability, MWD and CMWD support DWR in 

projects and strategies to increase reliability from the Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta. These 

programs include California WaterFix and California EcoRestore (CMWD 2016, p. 7-2). 

How the GSP May Impact the Assumptions of the UWMP 

The UWMP presents strategies for preparing for SWP reliability challenges, climate variability, and 

emergency shortages. For planning purposes, the UWMP considers demand to be the total demand 

within the service area after accounting for local supplies. The GSP anticipates groundwater 

extraction reductions for M&I and agricultural uses even if planned projects discussed in the 2015 

UWMP are developed. The UWMP assumes an increase in imported normal year demand of 5% 

between 2020 and 2040. Therefore, the UWMP may underestimate the demand upon which supply 

calculations are made. The UWMP assumes future water projects and demand management 

measures in water demand and reliability calculations. Those assumptions may be modified by those 

projects and management actions included in the GSP. 



 1 – ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 1-34 

United Water Conservation District UWMP (Oxnard–Hueneme Water System) 

Description/Summary of Agency and Plan 

UWCD is a wholesale water supplier that was established as a public agency in 1950; its predecessor 

agency, the Santa Clara Water Conservation District, had been in existence since 1927. UWCD is 

also a water conservation district established under the California Water Code. UWCD is tasked with 

managing, protecting, and supplying water within the Santa Clara River Valley and the Oxnard Plain. 

It provides potable water to several retail systems within the Oxnard Subbasin, including the City of 

Oxnard, PHWA, and several mutual water companies (Figure 1-8). Its service area encompasses the 

entire extent of the Oxnard Plain, as well as portions of the Las Posas Valley and Pleasant Valley, 

and part of the Santa Clara River Watershed (Figure 1-8). The UWCD UWMP applies only to the 

Oxnard–Hueneme Water System (OHWS) within the Oxnard Plain. 

UWCD facilities include the OHWS, the Freeman Diversion, Lake Piru Reservoir, the Pumping 

Trough Pipeline, the Pleasant Valley Pipeline, and multiple recharge basins located in the Oxnard 

Forebay (see Table 1-11). Components of the OHWS include 12 extraction wells proximal to the 

recharge basins of the Oxnard Forebay, the El Rio Treatment Plant, and approximately 12 miles of 

transmission pipelines (UWCD 2016, p. 7). The OHWS supplies water mainly for residential, 

commercial, and industrial uses. The Pumping Trough Pipeline and Pleasant Valley Pipeline 

provide non-potable surface water or blended surface water and groundwater to agriculture in the 

central and southern portions of the Subbasin, thus offsetting groundwater pumping in the area in 

order to reduce the risk of seawater intrusion. 

As a party to the SWP contract between Ventura County Flood Control District and DWR, UWCD 

purchased 1,260 AF of SWP water from Casitas Mutual Water District in 2012 and 1,890 AF of 

SWP water from the City of San Buenaventura in 2013. This water was released from Lake Piru 

into the Santa Clara River, from which it could be diverted at the Freeman Diversion, and served 

as a potential supply source for the OHWS (UWCD 2016, p. 17). The UWCD also routinely 

purchases Table A SWP water when available. 

Potential UWCD projects to be implemented in the future could include the Full Advanced 

Treatment Program, which would entail a collaborative agreement between the City of Oxnard or 

another source and several agricultural entities to deliver recycled water through UWCD’s 

Pumping Trough Pipeline and the Pleasant Valley Pipeline for agricultural users in the Oxnard 

Plain. A study completed by UWCD indicated that desalination opportunities may be feasible. 

However, such a system would not supply water to the OHWS (UWCD 2016). 

As a wholesale supplier, UWCD complies with demand management requirements through 

metering, public education, and stakeholder outreach. All components of the OHWS are fully 

metered, including the 12 supply wells at the El Rio Spreading Grounds. The UWCD conducts 
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tours, lectures, workshops, and other outreach as part of their water conservation program. In 

addition, UWCD is subject to demand management and other programs instituted by FCGMA. 

The UWCD UWMP was adopted June 8, 2016, and included coordination with Ventura County 

and the Cities of Oxnard and Port Hueneme, among other entities. 

Coordination with SGMA and Other Agencies 

As a wholesale water provider located within the Oxnard Plain, UWCD is within the jurisdiction 

of, and therefore subject to the allocations and requirements of, FCGMA. A UWCD representative 

sits on the FCGMA Board of Directors.  

UWCD conducts monitoring programs for groundwater levels, surface flow, and water quality 

and produces an annual report summarizing these data (Table 1-10). This information is vital for 

the implementation of monitoring and management programs within the Oxnard Plain. The 

UWCD Resolution 2014-01, adopted March 12, 2014, addresses cooperation among all of the 

water users within FCGMA jurisdiction and the Santa Clara River basins to undertake 

conservation measures, support the FCGMA emergency ordinance, and pursue alternative water 

supplies (UWCD 2016, Appendix E). 

How the Plan May Change Water Demands within the Subbasin 

Due to the high level of coordination among agencies within the Oxnard Plain and FCGMA 

jurisdiction, it is anticipated that water demand among users of the OHWS will be monitored and 

managed consistent with the provisions of SGMA and this GSP. In addition, UWCD conducts 

demand management programs and activities in conjunction with the other water agencies in the 

Oxnard Plain. 

How the Plan May Affect Sustainable Groundwater Management within the Subbasin 

Because UWCD takes an active role in FCGMA, the implementation of SGMA, and monitoring 

programs within the Oxnard Plain, this and future versions of the UWMP will continue to support 

sustainable groundwater management. The UWMP states that aquifer protection is mainly the 

responsibility of FCGMA and that, “As the designated Groundwater Sustainability Agency, 

FCGMA has the primary responsibility for aquifer protection … FCGMA has the legal authority 

to implement the GSP when adopted” (UWCD 2016, p. 34). Historically, the OHWS has had little 

reliance on imported water supplies and therefore is minimally subject to issues related to declining 

reliability of that source. 

Water quality concerns within the Oxnard Subbasin include seawater intrusion, release of connate 

brines, nitrate concentrations, and salt accumulation. To the extent that UWCD operations allow 

for diversion of generally higher-quality surface water than that usually found in groundwater and 
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offset pumping in coastal areas, the plan fosters sustainable management with respect to water 

quality. Nitrate concentrations in water extracted from UWCD shallow supply wells have been 

found to increase during periods of drought, when artificial recharge of diverted Santa Clara River 

water decreases. The UWMP recommends the deepening of existing wells in the vicinity of the El 

Rio Spreading Grounds in order to draw water from areas with lower nitrate concentrations.  

How the GSP May Impact the Assumptions of the UWMP 

The UWCD UWMP assumes a 75% reduction in groundwater extractions from historical levels. Those 

provisions are superseded by the yields determined in this GSP (see Chapter 2). In addition, the GSP 

proposes minimum thresholds for water levels in coastal wells that are significantly higher than those 

of the recent past in order to reduce the impacts of seawater intrusion (see Section 3.4.3, Seawater 

Intrusion). These provisions of the GSP will impact UWCD operations within the Subbasin, including 

groundwater extractions from UWCD wells, and deliveries through the OHWS.  

The UWMP assumes future water projects and demand management measures in water demand 

and reliability calculations. Those assumptions may be modified by those projects and 

management actions included in the GSP.  

City of Oxnard UWMP 

Description/Summary of Agency and Plan 

The City of Oxnard was incorporated in 1903. The City of Oxnard serves as a retail water purveyor, 

providing potable and recycled water for commercial, industrial, residential, and agricultural use. 

The City of Oxnard’s water service area includes the City of Oxnard and limited unincorporated 

areas of Ventura County. Oxnard’s water supplies include imported water from CMWD, 

groundwater from UWCD, and groundwater produced from local wells. These sources may be 

blended to meet water quality requirements and to optimize for cost and supply. The City of 

Oxnard also operates wastewater treatment facilities for its own service area and surrounding 

areas. The City of Oxnard conducts a water conservation program with public information, water 

efficiency rebates, and water waste patrols. It is also compliant with SB X7-7, requiring a 20% 

reduction in per-capita urban water use by the year 2020. 

As part of its water supply infrastructure, the City of Oxnard owns and operates 10 groundwater 

wells and 6 blending stations within the Oxnard Subbasin boundary. In 2009, as part of its GREAT 

Program, the City constructed the AWPF, which produces recycled water. The GREAT Program 

also includes brackish water desalters, one of which currently operates at a production rate of 7,500 

AFY, and is planned to expand to 15,000 AFY. The AWPF now has a capacity of 7,000 AFY and 

its use is expected to increase as consumers are identified and pipelines are constructed. The 

facility recycles effluent from, and is located near, the wastewater treatment plant in the southern 
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part of the City of Oxnard. Consumers of this recycled water include PVCWD and some other 

agricultural operators. Potential consumers could include PHWA and UWCD (City of Oxnard 

2015). In addition to recycling water for landscape and agricultural irrigation, the City of Oxnard 

plans to construct and operate an aquifer storage and recovery well program through which 

recycled water may be stored or extracted.  

The City of Oxnard is considering future water projects, including expansion of the AWPF by 

7,000 AFY for groundwater recharge and expansion of aquifer storage and recovery facilities 

to inject and store treated water in the LAS. A dozen or more wells may be constructed by the 

early 2030s as part of this program (City of Oxnard 2015). This program has the capacity to 

provide predictable quantities of reclaimed water to the region for a variety of conjunctive uses, 

without borrowing from existing sources of water. The project reclaims and reuses treated 

effluent that would otherwise be conveyed to the ocean.  

Coordination with SGMA and Other Agencies 

The UWMP was adopted June 20, 2016, and has a planning horizon of 25 years. The production 

of the UWMP was coordinated with, and obtained information from, numerous water suppliers 

and management agencies, including the CMWD, UWCD, MWD, PHWA, FCGMA, and the 

Ventura County Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo). The City of Oxnard notified the 

appropriate agencies and the public of the production of the UWMP, conducted a public hearing, 

and incorporated public comment prior to adopting the plan. 

How the Plan May Change Water Demands within the Subbasin 

The City of Oxnard is entirely within FCGMA jurisdiction. As such, it is subject to the FCGMA 

ordinances and groundwater management activities described in Table 1-11. Many of the City of 

Oxnard’s plans for water project expansion have been developed with, and require approval by, 

FCGMA. Implementation of this GSP will require continued coordination between the agencies 

and stakeholders within the Oxnard Subbasin and periodic adjustment of assumptions regarding 

climate, population, land use, environmental requirements, and other factors impacting water 

demand. Currently, the City has a net-zero policy on new development, which requires a proposed 

development to provide their groundwater allocation to the City (subject to FCGMA approval) or 

contribute to City programs designed to offset potable water use. Because of the existing level of 

coordination with FCGMA, the Oxnard UWMP is not expected to affect the water demand within 

the Oxnard Subbasin. 

How the Plan May Affect Sustainable Groundwater Management within the Subbasin 

Due to the jurisdictional overlap of FCGMA and the City of Oxnard, the Oxnard UWMP largely 

fosters the goals of sustainable management within the Oxnard Subbasin. Because the City of 
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Oxnard at times relies on imported water from MWD via CMWD, the declining reliability of that 

supply may affect future management decisions. MWD is strategically addressing issues related 

to source reliability (CMWD 2016). Assumptions within the UWMP that may impact sustainable 

management of the basin include the continuation of current pumping allocations and the future 

availability of potable reuse supplies. 

How the GSP May Impact the Assumptions of the UWMP 

The UWMP indicates consistency with FCGMA management actions, including extraction 

reductions in accordance with Ordinance 8, Ordinance E, and the 100,000 acre-foot (AF) basin 

maximum extraction target of the 2007 FCGMA Basin Management Plan. However, the GSP 

contemplates reductions in groundwater extractions as compared to the historical averages and 

maintaining increased groundwater elevations near the coast for the management of seawater 

intrusion (see Chapters 2 and 3). Because the City of Oxnard is a coastal city partially dependent 

on groundwater extractions and UWCD supplies, its UWMP will be impacted by these GSP 

components. The UWMP assumes future water projects and demand management measures in 

water demand and reliability calculations. Those assumptions may be modified by those projects 

and management actions included in the GSP.  

City of Ventura UWMP 

Description/Summary of Agency and Plan 

The City of Ventura, which was originally incorporated in 1866, is located on the Pacific Coast to 

the north of the Oxnard Subbasin, with a small portion of the city extending into the Subbasin. The 

City of Ventura Water Department (VWD), a retail water provider, supplies water to the city and 

several unincorporated areas of Ventura County. Parts of the city’s water system are within both 

Casitas Municipal Water District and UWCD jurisdictions. VWD provides potable water for 

commercial, industrial, residential, and irrigation customers. VWD also provides recycled water 

for the irrigation of parks and golf courses (City of Ventura 2016).  

VWD’s supplies are from Lake Casitas, the Ventura River, groundwater, and reclamation 

facilities. Although the City of Ventura has a 10,000 AFY allocation of SWP water, there are 

currently no facilities by which SWP water can be delivered to the city. VWD extracts groundwater 

from the Oxnard Subbasin for use within the City’s service area. The City’s full Historical 

Allocation (HA) was 5,472 AFY (in 1990) and has since been adjusted by FCGMA ordinances to 

4,104 AFY (a 25% reduction of HA in 2013) and 3,862 AFY (20% reduced Temporary Extraction 

Allocation since 2016). The City of Ventura has complied with SB X7-7, requiring 20% reduction 

in per-capita water use, and implements demand management programs, including a prohibition 

on water waste, conservation pricing, and public education. 
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Wells used by the City of Ventura for its municipal water supply that are located within the Oxnard 

Subbasin consist of three wells at the Buenaventura Golf Course (City of Ventura Well Nos. 5, 6, 

and 7) (City of Ventura 2016). 

Coordination with SGMA and Other Agencies 

The City of Ventura UWMP was adopted in June 2016, and has a planning horizon of 25 years. 

The production of the UWMP was coordinated with, and obtained information from, numerous 

water suppliers and management agencies, including FCGMA, CMWD, UWCD, City of Oxnard, 

and Ventura County LAFCo. The City of Ventura notified the appropriate agencies and the public 

of the production of the UWMP, conducted a public hearing, and incorporated public comments 

prior to adopting the plan. 

How the Plan May Change Water Demands within the Subbasin 

The City of Ventura UWMP will not likely change the water demand within the Oxnard Subbasin.  

How the Plan May Affect Sustainable Groundwater Management within the Subbasin 

Although the City of Ventura is located primarily outside the Oxnard Subbasin and the FCGMA 

area, the City extracts approximately 3,860 AFY of groundwater from the Subbasin that FCGMA 

has approved to be exported for use within the City’s service area. To the extent that the UWMP 

assumes continuation of this exportation of groundwater, these continued extractions will need to 

be addressed as part of FCGMA’s ongoing efforts to sustainably manage groundwater in the 

Oxnard Subbasin. However, the extraction has historically been subject to FCGMA management 

ordinances and will be subject to future FCGMA policies.  

How the GSP May Impact the Assumptions of the UWMP 

The UWMP assumes continued extractions from the Oxnard Subbasin. This assumption may be 

impacted by GSP management actions that reduce annual extractions within the Subbasin. These 

management actions would be undertaken to maintain coastal groundwater levels at higher than 

historic averages (see Chapters 2 and 3).  

1.6.3 Additional Plan Summaries 

Port Hueneme Water Agency UWMP  

PHWA is a wholesale urban water supplier that delivers approximately 4,000 AFY of SWP water 

and groundwater to Naval Base Ventura County, the City of Port Hueneme, and the Channel 

Islands Beach Community Services District (PHWA 2016). Approximately 20% of the PHWA 

water supply is purchased SWP water from CMWD. The remaining 80% of the water supply is 
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groundwater, provided to PHWA by UWCD as part of a 40-year supply agreement negotiated in 

1996 (PHWA 2016). PHWA does not directly pump groundwater from the Oxnard Subbasin, but 

relies on the groundwater produced by UWCD.  

City of Port Hueneme UWMP  

The City of Port Hueneme is a retail water agency that supplies approximately 1,903 AFY of SWP 

water and groundwater purchased from PHWA (City of Port Hueneme 2016b). The City of Port 

Hueneme does not directly pump groundwater in the Oxnard Subbasin (City of Port Hueneme 2016b).  

Metropolitan Water District UWMP 

MWD is a public agency that delivers water from the Colorado River and the SWP to its member 

agencies (MWD 2016). The member agencies of MWD include 14 cities, 11 municipal water districts, 

and 1 county water agency (MWD 2016). Relevant to water supplies in the Oxnard Basin, PHWA 

purchases water from CMWD, which is a member agency of MWD. MWD supplies imported water 

to CMWD. MWD does not directly or indirectly pump groundwater in the Oxnard Subbasin.  

City of Oxnard General Plan 

The City of Oxnard owns and operates a municipal water supply system, providing both imported 

water and local groundwater in its service area. The General Plan addresses groundwater resources in 

both the Infrastructure and Community Services Goals section and the Environmental Resources Goals 

section of the General Plan. These goals include supporting the FCGMA policies that protect, enhance, 

and replenish the aquifers of the Oxnard Subbasin and adhering to recommendations regarding 

groundwater extractions and quality from the Ventura County Regional Water Quality Planning 

Program (City of Oxnard 2011, Goals ICS-11.5 and ICS-11.9). Additionally, Goal ER-5 states: “well 

managed water supply and wastewater treatment programs that together meet expected demand, 

prevent groundwater overdraft, and ensure water quality” (City of Oxnard 2011). Under this goal, 

reducing dependence on groundwater through development of the GREAT Program is specified as 

supporting the policies of FCGMA (City of Oxnard 2011). Specifically, Policy ER-5.3 states “The 

City shall maintain a minimal dependence on Basin 4A groundwater consistent with the Groundwater 

Resource Encroachment and Treatment (GREAT) Program and support the policies of the Fox Canyon 

Groundwater Management Agency to protect, enhance, and replenish the aquifers underlying the 

Oxnard Plain” (City of Oxnard 2011). 

The City of Oxnard General Plan includes several policies that address a range of water supply and 

groundwater resource issues. These include the following (City of Oxnard 2011): 

 Policies ICS-1.1 (Maintain Existing Service Levels), ICS-1.2 (Development Impacts to 

Existing Infrastructure), and ICS-1.3 (Funding for Public Facilities) require the City 
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to plan and ensure that a variety of funding methods (including developer fees, grants, and 

public facility fees) are used to expand the range of public services and utilities (including 

water supply infrastructure) consistent with community needs. 

 Policy ICS-11.4 (GREAT Program Implementation) requires the City to continue 

supporting and implementing this program as a key way to meet the City’s long-term water 

supply needs. 

 Policies ICS-11.2 and ICS-11.7 encourage the City to continue its promotion of a variety 

of water conservation measures (including landscaping and low-flow fixtures) as part of 

all future development.  

 Policy ICS-11.6 (Sustainability of Groundwater) calls for the continued support of the 

various policies of the local groundwater management agency and Policy ICS-11.9 

(Groundwater Extractions) calls for continued adherence to the Ventura County 

Regional Water Quality Planning Program’s recommendations regarding groundwater 

quality and extractions.  

 Policy ICS-11.12 (Water for Irrigation) encourages the use of non-potable water supplies 

for landscape irrigation.  

 Policy ICS-11.10 (Water Supply Assessment for All Projects) requires the preparation 

of water supply studies prior to the approval of future development projects.  

 Implementation Measure No. 59 requires the City to maintain and periodically update 

water, wastewater, and drainage infrastructure master plans to ensure that sufficient levels 

of infrastructure are planned for and financed in the City. 

The General Plan does not contain water supply assumptions that would conflict with the 

sustainable management criteria or the projects and management actions proposed in this GSP. 

The City General Plan recognizes the existing constraints water resources that exist in supporting future 

development, as evidenced through its various policies encouraging development of alternative water 

supplies, promoting conservation and use of non-potable water, and requiring completion of water 

supply assessments for all projects prior to approval. In addition, the City has a net-zero policy on 

new development, which requires a proposed development to provide their groundwater allocation 

to the City (subject to FCGMA approval) or contribute to City programs designed to offset potable 

water use. The General Plan also includes policies that promote redevelopment of old and/or 

blighted areas, development of mixed-use urban villages, and/or expansion of existing business 

and attraction of new business. Such development and investments would undoubtedly require 

additional water resources to support, and implementation of this GSP is likely to increase existing 

limitations on water availability. However, as discussed in detail in Section 1.4.3 (Operational 

Flexibility Limitations) and Chapter 5 (Projects and Management Actions) of the FCGMA, the 
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City and other jurisdictions within the Oxnard Plain continue to implement projects that increase 

operational flexibility within the Oxnard Subbasin. 

Naval Base Ventura County  

Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) is composed of three main operating areas (Point Mugu, Port 

Hueneme, and San Nicolas Island) and eight special areas. NBVC Point Mugu is located in 

unincorporated Ventura County, and NBVC Port Hueneme is located in the City of Port Hueneme. 

NBVC plays a vital role in national security missions, supporting approximately 80 tenant 

commands and over 20,000 direct, indirect, and induced jobs within Ventura County. Water 

sustainability is critical to military sustainability, resiliency, and compatibility. NBVC’s primary 

water supply is groundwater extracted from the Forebay by UWCD, blended with imported water 

from the CMWD, and delivered to NBVC Port Hueneme and NBVC Point Mugu via the Oxnard 

Hueneme Pipeline, contracted through and in partnership with the Port Hueneme Water Agency.  

NBVC also operates one groundwater well on Port Hueneme with limited pumping, listed as a 

back-up drinking water source, and used primarily for landscaping and water system operations.  

NBVC groundwater use currently represents approximately 1 percent of groundwater pumped in 

the Oxnard Subbasin and Pleasant Valley Basin. 

The Channel Islands Air National Guard Station (ANGS) shares the airfield with NBVC Point 

Mugu, but is housed on property owned by the United States Air Force and is located in 

unincorporated Ventura County. Channel Islands ANGS supports missions for both the Federal 

government and the State of California. Channel Islands ANGS is supported by two water 

sources; a groundwater well, permitted through the County of Ventura, which is used for 

irrigation only; and a potable water pipeline that is part of the NBVC groundwater pipeline. 

All permitting, reporting and other requirements are provided as a matter of comity and in 

support of good water management. 

The SGMA provides that the federal government, appreciating the shared interest in assuring the 

sustainability of groundwater resources, may voluntarily agree to participate in the preparation or 

administration of a groundwater sustainability plan, per Water Code Section 10720.3.  

Recognizing this shared interest, NBVC has voluntarily engaged in the development of the GSP 

for the Oxnard Subbasin by FCGMA.   

While welcoming federal government participation, SGMA recognizes Federal Reserve Water 

Rights (FRWR) as distinct from those water rights based in state law and directs that Federal 

Reserve Water Rights be respected in full, and in case of any conflict between federal and state 

law, federal law shall prevail.  Water Code § 10720.3(d). SGMA also directs that the groundwater 

sustainability agency consider the interests of all beneficial uses and users of groundwater, listing 
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the federal government, including, but not limited to, the military and managers of federal lands 

among those interests.  Water Code § 10723.2.   

Under U.S. Supreme Court case law defining the FRWR, federal agencies have an implied right 

to water to support the primary mission for which Congress and the Federal government have 

designated that land, including a provision of water for growth to support that mission.3 It is well 

established in the Supremacy Clause of the U.S Constitution, Article VI, Clause 2, that the Federal 

Government is not subject to state regulation, unless Congress clearly and unambiguously waives 

this sovereign immunity.  

Consistent with its proactive and cooperative engagement with FCGMA, NBVC has a vested 

interest in participating in the SGMA effort to support a groundwater basin that achieves a 

sustainable yield.  NBVC may voluntarily agree to an allocation under the GSP less than its full 

FRWR.  In recognition and acknowledgment of the limits on FCGMA to regulate the federal 

government, any such allocation shall be directly assigned to the federal agency and shall not be 

subject to the requirements of any allocation ordinance, including but not limited to allocation 

carryovers, borrowing, transfers, reductions and/or variances and fees. 

Although not subject to formal regulation under SGMA, NBVC is committed to being a good 

steward of water resources and to exploring partnerships that help to achieve groundwater 

sustainability, including projects that benefit both the Navy and the community.  

Naval Base Ventura County Joint Land Use Study 

The NBVC prepared a Joint Land Use Study that includes a discussion of water supply and 

potential impacts to Naval Base Ventura County water quality and quantity (NBVC 2015). This 

report, which was prepared in cooperation with the Cities of Camarillo, Oxnard, and Port Hueneme 

and the County of Ventura, identifies saltwater intrusion and impacts to storm drain flows as 

potential concerns for adequate supplies of good quality water to Naval Base Ventura County. To 

avoid these potential impacts, the Joint Land Use Study suggests coordination with the FCGMA 

GSP efforts (NBVC 2015). 

1.7 WELL PERMITTING POLICIES AND PROCEDURES  
The three permitting agencies requiring well permits within FCGMA jurisdiction are FCGMA, 

Ventura County Public Works Agency, and the City of Oxnard. The FCGMA well permit 

requirements pertain to the entirety of FCGMA’s jurisdiction. The Ventura County ordinances do 

                                                 
3  The FRWR was first recognized by the U.S. Supreme Court in the context of tribal interests (See Winters v. United States, 

207 U.S. 564 5090 (1908)) and subsequently expanded to federal agencies (See Cappaert v. United States, 426 U.S. 128 

(1976)), Federal Power Commission v. Oregon, 349 US 435 (1955)). 
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not preclude or supplant any other agency requirements. To construct a well within the City of 

Oxnard, a permit is required from both FCGMA and the City of Oxnard. 

Each well permitting agency, as a minimum standard, implements California’s Water Well 

Standards, which include requirements to avoid sources of contamination or cross-contamination, 

proper sealing of the upper annular space (i.e., first 50 feet), disinfection of the well following 

construction work, use of appropriate casing material, and other requirements. The permitting 

agencies require wells to meet certain setback criteria (e.g., septic system setback) and specific 

construction and sealing requirements. In addition, well-drilling activities are required to reduce 

pollution to the maximum extent practicable using best management practices such as installing a 

sediment basin to contain runoff, using geotextile fabric to contain sediments and drilling mud, or 

eliminating the use of drilling foam.  

The permitting agencies monitor and enforce these standards by requiring drilling contractors with 

a valid C-57 license to submit permit applications for the construction, modification, 

reconstruction (i.e., deepening), or destruction of any well within their jurisdiction. The processing 

and issuance of a water well permit is currently considered a ministerial action, meaning permits 

are issued to drillers meeting California Water Well Standards and County sealing requirements, 

and notwithstanding errors in the application. Certain circumstances, however, such as when 

installing a well could cause the spread of contaminants to uncontaminated water zones, may 

prevent FCGMA from issuing a well permit. 

The passage of SB 252 added Article 5, Wells in Critically Overdrafted Groundwater Basins, to 

Chapter 10 of the California Water Code, requiring collection of specific information for water 

wells proposed in critically overdrafted groundwater basins. The provisions of SB 252 are effective 

until January 30, 2020. 

1.7.1 FCGMA 

Since its inception, FCGMA has implemented multiple ordinances and policies related to the 

extraction and use of groundwater. FGMA did not impose a permit requirement for the Oxnard 

Subbasin until 2010 (Ordinance 8.2). A complete list of historical policies and ordinances is kept 

and updated on the FCGMA website (FCGMA 2019c). Those currently pertaining to well permits 

are described here. 

Emergency Ordinance E, adopted April 11, 2014, in response to severe drought, declining water 

levels, and seawater intrusion, prohibits the issuance of permits for new groundwater wells 

associated with new or increased groundwater use, and limits extractions from existing wells 

(FCGMA 2014b). The ordinance limits groundwater extractions for M&I and agricultural users.  
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Ordinance E temporarily replaced the then-in-use allocation systems (HA and Baseline Allocation 

[BA]) for M&I well operators with a Temporary Extraction Allocation that uses average annual 

extractions from the base period 2003 to 2012. The ordinance sets a series of allocation reductions 

from the base amount to take effect beginning July 1, 2014, with a 10% reduction. The ordinance 

requires an additional 5% reduction every 6 months through January 2016, resulting in a total 

reduction of 20%. 

Ordinance E requires all agricultural well operators to apply for a 25% reduced Efficiency 

Allocation. An Efficiency Allocation is based on a well operator demonstrating that water used for 

agriculturally developed land is at least 80% efficient (FCGMA 2011, Resolution No. 2011-04). 

Ordinance E also contains provisions for the FCGMA Board to undertake additional adjustments 

to irrigation allowances by resolution. 

Under Emergency Ordinance E, accounts that are solely associated with domestic wells operate 

well(s) using a 25% reduced HA (also known as an Adjusted Historical Allocation [AHA]) and/or 

a BA. An HA is an average of annual extractions from the base period 1985 to 1989. A BA is 

associated with a parcel and is based on new development after the close of the HA base period. 

Since 1983, FCGMA ordinances have required registration of wells, reporting of extractions, and 

payment of pumping fees. Currently, the FCGMA Ordinance Code continues these requirements. 

Additionally, the code (Chapter 2) requires that permits be obtained from FCGMA for new wells 

prior to construction. For wells installed within the FCGMA area, the applicant must subsequently 

obtain a permit from the Ventura County Public Works Agency or the City of Oxnard if within the 

City’s jurisdiction. The FCGMA Ordinance Code requires the installation and maintenance of flow 

meters, providing proof of flowmeter accuracy, and reporting of all extractions semi-annually 

(Table 1-11). In 2018, FCGMA adopted an ordinance that will require all wells within the Agency 

to be equipped with advanced metering infrastructure telemetry by October 1, 2020. 

1.7.2 Ventura County 

The ordinances relating to groundwater wells in Ventura County are contained in Ventura County 

Ordinances, Division 4, Chapter 8, Water, Article 1 – Groundwater Conservation, Sections 4811–

4828 (County of Ventura 2016). These ordinances regulate the construction, maintenance, 

operation, modification, and destruction of groundwater wells. Ventura County requires well 

permits for any construction, modification, replacement, repair, or destruction of wells. Permit 

requirements include “information as the Agency may deem necessary in order to determine 

whether underground waters will be protected” (County of Ventura 2016, Chapter 8, 4813, C8). 

Ventura County requires that a well permit application from FCGMA be completed and authorized 

prior to consideration for a Ventura County permit. Ventura County well construction or 

destruction activity standards are required to comply with the DWR Well Standards Bulletins Nos. 
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74-81 and 74-90. New water wells must be equipped with a flow meter and calibrated every 3 

years; however, de minimis extractors (those producing less than 2 AFY) are exempt from this 

requirement. Completion logs are required for all wells, and geophysical logs are required where 

necessary to prevent cross contamination of pumping zones.  

Section 4826 pertains to the Aquifer Protection Program, the purpose of which is to require destruction 

or repair of wells that are causing groundwater pollution. The provision requires annual reporting of 

water extractions, time of operation, static water levels, and pump test data if available. Based on these 

data, all wells are classified with regard to location and operational condition.  

Due to pervasive drought conditions, as of October 28, 2014, Section 4826.1 prohibited the 

construction of new wells within the unincorporated area of Ventura County except under specific 

circumstances. With the initiation of SGMA, the ordinance was modified to include only basins 

designated as high or medium priority by DWR, which includes all of the FCGMA basins in the 

Oxnard Subbasin except the Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley Basin. 

1.7.3 City of Oxnard 

Chapter 22, Article VII, of the Oxnard City Code includes requirements for the construction, 

repair, modification, and destruction of wells. The City of Oxnard requires a fee and permit for the 

construction of water wells. Notable among the permit requirements is a statement confirming that 

the aquifers underlying the City of Oxnard are no longer in a state of overdraft. Applications for 

new wells require a public hearing and are considered by City Council (Oxnard City Code, Section 

22-101). Permits are also required for the repair, modification, or destruction of existing wells.  

1.7.4 Additional Well Permitting Policies and Procedures 

In addition to State of California, County of Ventura, and FCGMA well permitting policies and 

procedures, a permit in the form of a well agreement with the City of Ventura is required to 

construct a well within the City of Ventura’s jurisdictional boundary. 

1.8 NOTIFICATION AND COMMUNICATION 

1.8.1 Notification and Communication Summary 

Notification and communication regarding the development of the Oxnard Subbasin GSP takes 

place in the following four key phases: 

1. Initial Notification  

2. GSP Development 



 1 – ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 1-47 

3. Draft GSP Review and Comment 

4. GSP Implementation 

The Initial Notification was completed with the FCGMA submittal of the Notice of Intent on 

February 24, 2017, to the DWR to develop a GSP for the Oxnard Subbasin. The GSP 

Development phase included extensive outreach and engagement with the stakeholders, 

including beneficial users, as described in more detail in Section 1.8.3, Public Meetings 

Summary, and Section 1.8.6, Communication. 

The Draft GSP Review and Comment phase will include the formal public comment period for 

the Draft GSP and response to comments, as discussed in Section 1.8.4, Summary of Comments 

and Responses. The GSP Implementation notification and communication period will begin once 

FCGMA submits the final GSP to DWR and will include engagement with the public and 

beneficial users regarding the progress of monitoring and reporting updates on the GSP to DWR, 

establishment of fees, and the development and implementation of management strategies, 

including projects as needed.  

1.8.2 Summary of Beneficial Uses and Users 

Beneficial uses of groundwater from the Oxnard Subbasin include agricultural, M&I, and 

environmental uses. As discussed in Section 1.3.2.3, Historical, Current, and Projected Land Use, 

land use on the Oxnard Plain is 47% agriculture, 47% urban, and 6% open space. Of the 

groundwater produced from the UAS and the LAS, approximately 60% is used for agriculture and 

the remaining 40% is used for M&I and urban uses. GDEs are the primary environmental users of 

groundwater in the Subbasin. The GDEs are connected to the semi-perched aquifer, which is 

separated from the underlying UAS by a clay layer throughout much of the Oxnard Subbasin, and 

from which there is limited groundwater production.  

Beneficial users of groundwater and property interests potentially affected by the use of 

groundwater are described in the following paragraphs. 

Surface Water Users. The primary surface water users within the Oxnard Subbasin are UWCD and 

CWD, which both operate conjunctive-use programs. The interests of UWCD and CWD are 

represented on the FCGMA Board, as discussed in Section 1.2.3, Organization and Management 

Structure. Consultation with UWCD and CWD staff has occurred formally and informally 

throughout the development of the GSP, including participation in public meetings and the Technical 

Advisory Group (TAG). UWCD has also contributed data from their monitoring programs. There 

are also environmental uses of surface water, as discussed in this section under Environmental Users. 

All identified surface water users in the Oxnard Subbasin were added to the interested parties list 

that is sent monthly electronic newsletters and meeting notices regarding the status of the GSP. 
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Municipal Well Operators and Public and Private Water Purveyors. There are over 40 

public and private water purveyors in the Oxnard Plain, as shown on Figure 1-8. A detailed 

description of each purveyor is included in the VCWPD Inventory of Public and Private Water 

Purveyors (2006). All of the purveyors in the Oxnard Plain, including all municipal well 

operators, are supplied water by either UWCD or CMWD. The interests of both UWCD and 

CMWD are represented on the FCGMA Board, as previously discussed in Section 1.2.3. Staff 

from both UWCD and CMWD have provided groundwater monitoring data, have participated 

in public meetings, and regularly collaborate with FCGMA staff. The Cities of Oxnard and Port 

Hueneme also have direct representation on the FCGMA Board by the representative appointed 

to serve on behalf of the five incorporated cities within FCGMA jurisdiction. Several of the 

smaller water districts and mutuals have also participated in FCGMA public meetings and 

provided comments throughout the development of the GSP. 

Agricultural Users. Agricultural users have been identified as key stakeholders since the creation 

of FCGMA in 1982 and have direct representation through one of five members on the FCGMA 

Board. The primary crops grown in the Oxnard Plain are strawberries, raspberries, celery, peppers, 

beans, cabbage, lettuce, spinach, kale, cut flowers, and nursery stock. Agricultural user interests 

are represented within the Oxnard Plain by the Ventura County Agricultural Commissioner, the 

Ventura County Farm Bureau, individual pumpers, and groups of pumpers that have organized to 

advocate for their interests during the GSP development process. The FCGMA Board directed 

staff to work with pumpers’ groups on the development of proposed allocation systems that will 

be brought before the FCGMA Board for consideration. FCGMA maintains a database of well 

owners, including agricultural well owners. Email addresses in the database have been added to 

the list of interested parties who receive electronic newsletters regarding the status and 

development of the Oxnard Subbasin GSP. 

Domestic Users. The majority of domestic groundwater users in the Subbasin are supplied water 

from a city, special district, or mutual water company. FCGMA maintains a database of well 

owners, including domestic well owners. Email addresses in the database have been added to the 

list of interested parties who receive electronic newsletters regarding the status and development 

of the Subbasin GSP. 

Local Land Use Planning Agencies. FCGMA staff members have reached out to all local land 

use planning agencies with jurisdiction over the Oxnard Plain, including the County of Ventura, 

the City of Oxnard, and the City of Port Hueneme. The County of Ventura holds one of five seats 

on the FCGMA Board. The FCGMA Board also has a member appointed to represent the five 

incorporated cities, including the cities of Oxnard and Port Hueneme. As discussed in Section 1.6, 

Land Use Elements or Topic Categories of Applicable General Plans, FCGMA has established 

working relationships with the land use planning agencies. FCGMA staff has participated on the 
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Ventura County General Plan Update Water Element Focus Group and continues to work with 

Ventura County planning staff to ensure that the GSP and General Plan Update are consistent.  

Environmental Users. Environmental users of groundwater are concentrated in the four GDEs and 

two potential GDEs described further in Section 2.3.7, Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems. These 

GDEs include aquatic habitat, in-channel wetlands, riparian forest, and coastal marshes. FCGMA has 

taken steps to incorporate the interests of environmental users in the development of the GSP through 

appointing an environmental representative to the TAG. The TAG held a special meeting focusing on 

potential groundwater-dependent ecosystems and accepted comments from the public on the potential 

impacts to surface water bodies. There are several non-governmental organizations with missions 

associated with environmental water uses on the list of interested parties who receive electronic 

newsletters regarding the status and development of the Oxnard Subbasin GSP. 

The Federal Government. As discussed in Section 1.3.2.3, the federal government is a landowner 

and groundwater user in the Oxnard Basin through the Naval Base Ventura County. 

Representatives from the U.S. Navy have been coordinating with FCGMA staff regarding the 

development of the GSP, have participated in FCGMA public meetings, and are on the list of 

interested parties who receive electronic newsletters regarding the status and development of the 

Oxnard Subbasin GSP. 

California Native American Tribes. According to the U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs California 

Tribal Homelands and Trust Land Map, updated in 2011 and available from the DWR website, the 

entire Oxnard Subbasin is within the Chumash Tribal/Cultural area. There are not currently any 

federally recognized Indian Tribes, Indian land currently or historically held in trust by the U.S. 

government, or smaller Reservation or Rancheria areas in the Oxnard Plain. FCGMA recognizes 

that the Chumash culture and associated cultural resources are important in Ventura County. 

Several active local groups and individuals representing the interests of tribal communities in 

Ventura County have been added to the list of interested parties, including representatives from 

the Barbareno/Ventureno Band of Mission Indians (Chumash) and the Wishtoyo Chumash 

Foundation. FCGMA has reached out to the DWR Southern Region Office Tribal Liaison, Jennifer 

Wong, and added her to the list of interested parties. The San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians has 

also shown an interest in the groundwater sustainability planning process and has been added to 

the list of interested parties. 

Disadvantaged Communities. The majority of the Disadvantaged Communities (DACs) within 

the Oxnard Plain receive water from cities, special districts, or mutual water companies. FCGMA 

works closely with these water agencies and mutuals that represent the interests of the DACs. The 

Watersheds Coalition of Ventura County has established a DAC Involvement Committee to 

discuss DAC needs and project opportunities related to Integrated Regional Water Management. 

FCGMA staff participates in the DAC Involvement Committee. Representatives from Integrated 
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Regional Water Management and the DAC Involvement Committee have participated in FCGMA 

public meetings and are on the list of interested parties who receive electronic newsletters 

regarding the status and development of the Subbasin GSP. 

1.8.3 Public Meetings Summary 

FCGMA has been discussing the development of a GSP since March 2015. Table 1-12 lists the 

FCGMA public meetings in which the participants discussed or took action on the Subbasin GSP. 

Note that the list will be updated as additional meetings occur. 

1.8.4 Summary of Comments and Responses  

The FCGMA Board approved release of a Preliminary Draft GSP in January 2018, with a 90-day 

comment period. An evening public workshop was held on February 8, 2018, to present the 

Preliminary Draft GSP, answer questions, and solicit comments. Formal comments were accepted 

in writing only. The comments were submitted in person at the public workshop and electronically 

via email to fcgma-gsp@ventura.org. A total of 32 comment letters were received by FCGMA on 

all three GSPs. A summary of the comments was presented to the FCGMA Board at the May 23, 

2018, meeting. In consideration of these comments, FCGMA completed an independent peer 

review of the numerical groundwater models, completed additional analysis for the water quality 

approach, and extended the timeline for completion of the GSP. Comments on the Preliminary 

Draft GSP and direction from the FCGMA Board after consideration of public comments have 

been incorporated in the Draft GSP.  

Before completing the Draft GSP, additional information was made available to the public to 

enhance understanding of the technical information and processes used for the development of the 

Draft GSP. The following documents were posted on the FCGMA website, discussed in public 

FCGMA meetings, and sent to the list of interested parties in electronic newsletters: 

 Minimum Thresholds and Measurable Objectives Data, March 2019  

 Peer Review of the United Water Conservation District and Calleguas Municipal Water 

District Models for the Oxnard Subbasin, Pleasant Valley Basin, and Las Posas Valley 

Basin, March 2019 

 Approach for GSP Modeling of Future Conditions in the Oxnard Subbasin, Pleasant Valley 

Basin and Las Posas Valley Basin, January 2019 

 Minimum Thresholds and Measurable Objectives in the Las Posas Valley Basin, Oxnard 

Subbasin, and Pleasant Valley Basin, January 2019 

 Assessing the Sustainable Yield of the Oxnard Subbasin, Pleasant Valley Basin, and Las 

Posas Valley Basin, January 2019  
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A public workshop was held on March 15, 2019, to discuss the estimated sustainable yield, 
minimum thresholds, and measurable objectives proposed for the Draft GSP. Comments received 
at the public workshop were incorporated into the Draft GSP. The Draft GSP was approved by the 
FCGMA Board and released for a 60-day public comment period on July 29, 2019, during which 
time FCGMA  solicited formal comments on the Draft GSP.  

Before completing this Final GSP, the public comments received on the Draft GSP were reviewed 
and where appropriate incorporated into this Final GSP. Public comments on the Draft GSP are 
included in Appendix A. 

1.8.5 Summary of Initial Information on Relationships between 
State and Federal Regulatory Agencies  

FCGMA has not entered into any formal agreements with the federal government regarding 
preparation or administration of this GSP or groundwater management pursuant to SGMA, Section 
10720.3(c). The U.S. Navy is a current beneficial user of water within the Subbasin and has initiated 
informal coordination with FCGMA staff, including a presentation to the FCGMA Board on May 
24, 2017, detailing the Navy’s interests and operations related to water use within the FCGMA 
boundaries. There are no federally recognized Indian Tribes within the Subbasin boundaries.  

FCGMA recognizes the need for both formal and informal consultation with state and federal 
regulatory agencies throughout the implementation of the GSP. FCGMA received a formal request 
from the U.S. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
National Marine Fisheries Service on October 11, 2016, to be added to the list of interested parties 
for the development of the GSP. FCGMA has added National Marine Fisheries Service to the list 
of interested parties, as well as the following state and federal regulatory agencies: 

 Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

 California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

 California Department of Water Resources 

1.8.6 Communication  

A public outreach and engagement plan was developed for all of the GSPs that FCGMA is 
developing (included as Appendix B to this GSP). The purpose of the public outreach and 
engagement plan was to create a common understanding and transparency throughout the 
groundwater sustainability planning process, including fulfilling the requirements of SGMA as 
described in DWR 2016b, Section 354.10.d. The public outreach and engagement plan discusses 
the FCGMA decision-making process; identifies opportunities for public engagement and 
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provides a discussion of how public input and response will be used; describes how FCGMA 
encourages the active involvement of diverse social, cultural, and economic elements of the 
population within the Subbasin; and describes the method FCGMA shall follow to inform the 
public about progress implementing the public outreach and engagement plan, including the 
status of projects and actions.  

FCGMA has provided ongoing and innovative opportunities for stakeholders to engage in the GSP 
development process. FCGMA has provided regular updates to interested parties through monthly 
electronic newsletters highlighting monthly progress on the GSP development, upcoming 
meetings, and opportunities for engagement. Monthly updates and opportunities for public 
comment were provided at FCGMA Regular Board Meetings, FCGMA Special Board Meetings, 
and TAG Meetings. Meeting agendas and minutes, as well as video recordings of all FCGMA 
Board Meetings and Workshops, were made available on the FCGMA website. Additional 
technical information about the GSP development was made available on the FCGMA website 
including the Preliminary Draft GSP, Technical Memoranda, and TAG Meeting Materials. The 
Preliminary Draft GSP was available online for more than 120 days, including an official 90-day 
public comment period. FCGMA encouraged active participation from stakeholders through four 
public workshops (November 15, 2016; September 20, 2017; February 8, 2019; and March 15, 
2019), a survey for input on sustainability indicators, and a public call for project ideas for 
incorporation into the GSP. 
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Table 1-1 

Estimate of Project Cost and Water Supply for First 5 Years 

Proposed Project 
Estimated 

Annual Costs  
Estimated Acre-

Feet of Water 
Estimated Cost 
per Acre-Foot 

Oxnard Groundwater Recovery Enhancement and Treatment 
Program Advanced Water Purification Facility  

$7,000,000 2,000 $3,500 

RiverPark–Saticoy Groundwater Replenishment Reuse Project 
Recycled Water Project 

$6,885,000 4,500 $1,530 

Freeman Diversion Expansion $6,426,000 7,400 $870 

Temporary Land Fallowing $954,000 530 $1,800 

Total $21,265,000 14,430 — 

 

Table 1-2 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan Estimated Implementation Cost through 2040 

Fiscal 
Year 

Operations and 
Monitoring Costs 

Management, 
Administration and 

Other Costs 
5-Year GSP 
Evaluationa 10% Contingency Totalb 

2020 $1,000,000 $1,455,000 $300,000 $275,500 $3,030,500 

2021 $1,028,000 $1,495,740 $308,400 $283,214 $3,115,354 

2022 $1,056,784 $1,537,621 $317,035 $291,144 $3,202,584 

2023 $1,086,374 $1,580,674 $325,912 $299,296 $3,292,256 

2024 $1,116,792 $1,624,933 $335,038 $307,676 $3,384,439 

2025 $1,148,063 $1,670,431 $114,806 $293,330 $3,226,630 

2026 $1,180,208 $1,717,203 $118,021 $301,543 $3,316,976 

2027 $1,213,254 $1,765,285 $121,325 $309,986 $3,409,851 

2028 $1,247,225 $1,814,713 $124,723 $318,666 $3,505,327 

2029 $1,282,148 $1,865,525 $128,215 $327,589 $3,603,476 

2030 $1,318,048 $1,917,759 $65,902 $330,171 $3,631,881 

2031 $1,354,953 $1,971,457 $67,748 $339,416 $3,733,573 

2032 $1,392,892 $2,026,658 $69,645 $348,919 $3,838,113 

2033 $1,431,893 $2,083,404 $71,595 $358,689 $3,945,581 

2034 $1,471,986 $2,141,739 $147,199 $376,092 $4,137,016 

2035 $1,513,201 $2,201,708 $75,660 $379,057 $4,169,626 

2036 $1,555,571 $2,263,356 $77,779 $389,671 $4,286,376 

2037 $1,599,127 $2,326,730 $79,956 $400,581 $4,406,394 

2038 $1,643,903 $2,391,878 $82,195 $411,798 $4,529,773 

2039 $1,689,932 $2,458,851 $168,993 $431,778 $4,749,553 

2040 $1,737,250 $2,527,699 $86,862 $435,181 $4,786,992 

Totalb $28,067,603 $40,838,363 $3,187,009 $7,209,297 $79,302,272 

Notes: GSP = Groundwater Sustainability Plan. 
Costs are in 2020 dollars.  
a  The 5-year update costs include costs for the Oxnard Subbasin as well as the PVB and LPVB, for which FCGMA is the GSA. 
b Amounts may not sum precisely due to rounding. 
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Table 1-3 

Groundwater Sustainability Agencies in the Oxnard Subbasin 

GSA Name 
Total Area of GSA 

(Acres) 
% of GSA area within 

Oxnard Subbasin 
Acres within  

Oxnard Subbasin % of Oxnard Subbasin 

Fox Canyon 
Groundwater 
Management Area 

117,280 46.0 53,941 94.1 

Camrosa Water 
District–Oxnard 
Subbasin 

3,880 4.4 171 0.3 

Oxnard Subbasin 
Outlying Areas 
(Ventura County) 

3,236 100 3,236 5.6 

Total 57,348 100 

Notes: GSA = Groundwater Sustainability Agency. 

Table 1-4 

Summary of Land Ownership in the Oxnard Subbasin 

Ownership Jurisdiction Description 

Acres 
within 

Subbasin  % of Total 

Private Land 

Private County of Ventura Privately owned land under County jurisdiction, 
largely agriculture and open space.  

31,825 55.5% 

Private City of Oxnard Privately owned land under municipal jurisdiction, 
largely consisting of urban development.  

15,959 27.8% 

Private Port Hueneme Privately owned land under municipal jurisdiction, 
largely consisting of urban development.  

1,134 2.0% 

Private City of Ventura South edge of the City consisting of an office 
park/warehouse/retail/commercial district (water 
served by Ventura Water Department) 

407 0.7% 

Private City of Camarillo Consists of the western end of the Camarillo 
Airport and part of a commercial+mobile/pre-fab 
home subdivision 

281 0.5% 

Subtotal (Private Land) 49,606 86.5% 

Public Land 

Municipal City of Oxnard, City of Ventura, 
City of Camarillo, Port 
Hueneme 

Parks, and/or Golf Courses (Buenaventura Golf 
Course uses recycled water for irrigation) 

663 1.2% 

County County of Ventura Mandalay County Park 8  0.01% 

State California Department of Park 
and Recreation, California State 
University, California 
Department of Corrections and 
Rehabilitation 

State Beaches (McGrath State Beach, Mandalay 
State Beach), California State University Channel 
Islands, Ventura Youth Correctional Facility 

230 0.4% 
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Table 1-4 

Summary of Land Ownership in the Oxnard Subbasin 

Ownership Jurisdiction Description 

Acres 
within 

Subbasin  % of Total 

Federal U.S. Navy Naval Base Ventura County (Naval Construction 
Battalion Center Port Hueneme and Point Mugu 
Naval Air Station) 

6,046 10.5% 

Non-Profit The Nature Conservancy Lower Santa Clara River/Ormond Beach 795 1.4% 

Subtotal (Public Land) 7,742 13.5% 

Total 57,348 100% 

 

Table 1-5 

Oxnard Plain Stream Gauge Information 

Station 
Number Station Name 

Record 
Start 

Record 
End Active? Latitude Longitude 

Elevation  
(ft msl) Station Type 

Santa Clara River 

708 Santa Clara River 
at Montalvo 
Highway 101 

1927 1993 No 34.241944 −119.189 70 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

708A Santa Clara River 
at Saticoy 
Highway 118 

1967 2004 No 34.278889 −119.141 105 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

723 Santa Clara River 
at Victoria Avenue 

2007 N/A Yes 34.234917 −119.217 62 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

724 Santa Clara River 
at Freeman 
Diversion 

2004 2005 No 34.299222 −119.108 161 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

Revolon Slough Watershed 

776 Revolon Slough at 
Laguna Road 

1979 2006 No 34.176072 −119.100 11 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

776A Revolon Slough at 
Pleasant Valley 
Road 

2005 N/A Yes 34.192592 −119.108 20 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

780 Beardsley Wash 
at Central Avenue 

1993 N/A Yes 34.2305 −119.112 60 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

782 Las Posas Estates 
Drain 

1999 2008 No 34.230816 −119.106 76 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

Calleguas Creek 

805 Calleguas Creek 
at California State 
University 
Channel Islands 

1968 N/A Yes 34.179028 −119.040 58 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

Sources: VCWPD 2009, 2016.  
Notes: ft msl = feet above mean sea level. N/A = not applicable, because gauge is active. 
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Table 1-6 

Oxnard Plain Precipitation Station Information 

Station 
Number Station Name 

Record 
Start 

Record 
End Active? Latitude Longitude 

Elevation 
(ft msl) Station Type 

Mean Annual 
Rainfall (inches) 

for Period of 
Record 

017 Hueneme Lighthouse near Port 
Hueneme 

1890 1972 No 34.143333 −119.21 10 Standard Precipitation 13.4 

017A Port Hueneme–U.S. Navy 1972 1982 No 34.146389 −119.205 10 Standard Precipitation 15.6 

017B Port Hueneme–U.S. Navy 1982 1996 No 34.146389 −119.204 10 Standard Precipitation 14.9 

017C Port Hueneme–Oxnard Sewer 
Plant 

1996 N/A Yes 34.141684 −119.187 10 Recording 
Precipitation Gauge 

11.4 

032 Oxnard–Water Department 1902 2003 No 34.201389 −119.175 53 Standard Precipitation 14.7 

032A Oxnard Civic Center 2003 N/A Yes 34.200087 −119.18 53 Recording 
Precipitation Gauge 

10.0 

168 Oxnard Airport 1956 N/A Yes 34.201647 −119.208 34 Recording 
Precipitation Gauge 

14.1 

156 Oxnard CIMIS Station 2001 N/A Yes 34.2233639 −119.196920 77 CIMIS Station 12.4 

177 Camarillo–Pacific Sod 1956 2004 No 34.156446 −119.079 20 Standard Precipitation 12.7 

177A Camarillo–Pacific Sod 2004 N/A Yes 34.155471 −119.073 20 Recording 
Precipitation Gauge 

9.9 

215 Channel Islands Harbor 1963 N/A Yes 34.162042 −119.223 5 Standard Precipitation 13.4 

215A Channel Islands Harbor–Kiddie 
Beach 

2015 N/A Yes 34.158944 −119.222 15 Recording 
Precipitation Gauge 

2.5 

223 Point Mugu–U.S. Navy 1946 1976 No 34.118333 −119.107 5 Standard Precipitation 
Midnight 

10.0 

223A Point Mugu–U.S. Navy 1976 N/A Yes 34.112778 −119.119 12 Standard Precipitation 
Midnight 

13.8 

231 El Rio–County Yard 1966 2006 No 34.241111 −119.177 79 Standard Precipitation 16.7 

231A El Rio–Riverpark 2006 2008 No 34.245417 −119.181 Unknown 
(near sea 

level) 

Recording 
Precipitation Gauge 

8.8 
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Table 1-6 

Oxnard Plain Precipitation Station Information 

Station 
Number Station Name 

Record 
Start 

Record 
End Active? Latitude Longitude 

Elevation 
(ft msl) Station Type 

Mean Annual 
Rainfall (inches) 

for Period of 
Record 

239 El Rio–UWCD Spreading 
Grounds 

1972 N/A Yes 34.239405 −119.153 105 Recording 
Precipitation Gauge 

15.2 

257 Oxnard South–Vance 1979 1989 No 34.171944 −119.192 27 Standard Precipitation 15.7 

261 Saticoy–Recharge Facility 1984 N/A Yes 34.278889 −119.123 145 Standard Precipitation 16.0 

267 Ormond Beach–Occidental 
Chemical 

1989 1993 No 34.140556 −119.171 10 Standard Precipitation 14.1 

273A Oxnard NWS 2010 N/A Yes 34.207207 −119.137 63 National Weather 
Service Site 

8.6 

403 Silverstrand Alert (Type B) 2008 N/A Yes 34.15271 −119.219 18 Non-Standard 
Recorder 

8.2 

412 El Rio–Mesa School APCD 2012 N/A Yes 34.252361 −119.143 131 Recording 
Precipitation Gauge 

6.7 

503 Oxnard Plain–Laguna Road 
(Type B) 

2008 2010 No 34.176072 −119.1 28 Non-Standard 
Recorder 

6.6 

Notes: APCD = Air Pollution Control District; CIMIS = California Irrigation Management Information System; ft msl = feet above mean sea level; N/A = not applicable, because gauge is active; NWS = 
National Weather Service; UWCD = United Water Conservation District. 
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Table 1-7 

Drought Periods in the Oxnard Plain  

Drought Period Duration (years) Cumulative Deficit (inches) 

1918–1936 18 −47.2 

1944–1951 7 −31.5 

1958–1964 6 −25.2 

1969–1977 8 −24.8 

1986–1991 5 −25.1 

2011–2016 5 −27.7 

 

Table 1-8 

Past and Present Land Uses within the Oxnard Plain, 1990–2015 

Land Use 
Category 

1990 1993 2001 2005 2015 

Acres Percent Acres Percent Acres Percent Acres Percent Acres Percent 

Agriculture 

Orchards and 
Vineyards 

4,863 8% 5,088 9% 4,438 8% 2,491 4% — — 

Cropland and 
Improved Pasture 
Land 

23,080 40% 22,921 40% 21,917 38% 22,188 39% — — 

Nurseries 698 1% 743 1% 1,343 2% 1,677 3% — — 

Horse Ranches 9 0% 9 0% 5 0% 8 0% — — 

Other Agriculture 252 0% 245 0% 271 0% 265 0% — — 

Dairy/Livestock 66 0% 66 0% 37 0% 25 0% — — 

Total 28,969 51% 29,073 51% 28,011 49% 26,654 47% 26,636 47% 

Vacant/Open Space 

Open Space 5,070 9% 4,713 8% 4,247 7% 4,007 7% — — 

Water 358 1% 472 1% 461 1% 533 1% — — 

Total 5,429 9% 5,185 9% 4,707 8% 4,540 8% 3,662 6% 

Urban/Built-Up 

Residential 8,061 14% 8,211 14% 8,810 15% 9,339 16% — — 

Mixed Commercial 
and Industrial 

2,399 4% 2,340 4% 2,403 4% 3,156 6% — — 

Commercial and 
Services 

8,136 14% 8,277 14% 8,556 15% 8,795 15% — — 

Industrial 1,977 3% 1,835 3% 2,083 4% 2,111 4% — — 

Transportation, 
Communication, 
and Utilities 

2,335 4% 2,384 4% 2,734 5% 2,695 5% — — 

Total 22,907 40% 23,047 40% 24,586 43% 26,096 46% 26,542 47% 

Sources: SCAG 2005 (for 1990–2005); VCPD 2015 (for 2015). 
Notes: Acres and percentages are rounded to the nearest whole number. The land use data for 2015 is based on the Ventura County General 
Plan land use map (VCPD 2015), which has a lower geographic resolution and uses fewer land use categories than data provided by SCAG for 
prior years; therefore, only the total amounts/percentages for the larger land use categories are provided for 2015.  
The Naval Base Ventura County is primarily included in the "Commercial and Services” category.  
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Table 1-9 

Past, Current, and Projected Population for Ventura County,  

the Cities of Oxnard and Port Hueneme, and the Oxnard Plain 

Population 1990 2000 2010 2012 2015 2040 

Ventura County 669,016 756,902 825,378 833,000 853,188 965,210 

Oxnard 142,216 170,358 197,899 200,100 206,908 237,300 

Port Hueneme 20,322 21,845 21,723 21,800 22,399 22,400 

Oxnard Plain — — 237,871 — — — 

Sources:  SCAG 2016 (for Ventura County 1990–2040, Oxnard 2012 and 2040, and Port Hueneme 1990–2012 and 2040); City of Oxnard 2011 
(for Oxnard 1990–2010); City of Port Hueneme 2016a (Port Hueneme 2015); U.S. Census Bureau 2016 (Oxnard Plain 2010); U.S. Census 
Bureau 2015 (Oxnard 2015). 
Note:  — = not available or unknown. 
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Table 1-10 

Oxnard Subbasin Existing Water Resources Monitoring Programs 

Program Program Agency Program Description Parameter Multi-Basin Program Source Link 

Surface Water Monitoring Programs 

Ventura County Precipitation 
Monitoring 

VCWPD Collection of real-time and historical data from a network of precipitation gauges 
throughout Ventura County (approximately 22 within the Oxnard Subbasin). Data is 
available on the Web, along with some statistical reports. Gauge data are available in 
various time increments, depending on gauge type.  

Precipitation LPVB, PVB, ASRVB, Oxnard 
Subbasin 

VCWPD. 2016. Hydrology Section 
Website. Accessed September 15, 2016. 

http://vcwatershed.net/hydrodata/gma
p.php?param=rain 

Ventura County Streamflow 
Monitoring Program 

VCWPD, in cooperation with 
USGS 

Approximately 64 stream locations are monitored county wide (approximately 13 active 
and inactive gauges in the Oxnard Subbasin). Available data include average daily flow, 
event hydrographs, and peak flows. 

Streamflow LPVB, PVB, ASRVB, Oxnard 
Subbasin 

VCWPD. 2016. Hydrology Section 
Website. Accessed September 15, 2016. 

http://vcwatershed.net/hydrodata/gma
p.php?param=rain 

Ventura County Stream 
Gauging Program  

USGS, UWCD Approximately 64 stream locations are monitored county wide. Available data include 
average daily flow, event hydrographs, and peak flows. 

Streamflow Oxnard Subbasin, PVB UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and Surface 
Water Conditions Report – 2013. UWCD 
Open-File Report 2014-12 (p. 31). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/sto
ries/reports/GW-Conditions-Reports/ 
2013%20GW%20and%20SW%20 
Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD 
%202014)%20FINAL.pdf 

Surface Water Quality 
Monitoring Program 

UWCD Monitoring of surface water quality at variable intervals. Parameters monitored include 
general minerals, temperature, and pH. Data are used to confirm that water quality is 
acceptable for groundwater recharge and agricultural irrigation.  

Streamflow Oxnard Subbasin, PVB UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and Surface 
Water Conditions Report – 2013. UWCD 
Open-File Report 2014-12 (p. 31). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/sto
ries/reports/GW-Conditions-Reports/ 
2013%20GW%20and%20SW%20 
Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD 
%202014)%20FINAL.pdf 

Los Angeles Regional Water 
Quality Control Board 
Surface Water Quality 
Sampling 

— — — — UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and Surface 
Water Conditions Report – 2013. UWCD 
Open-File Report 2014-12 (p. 32). 

— 

Existing Groundwater Monitoring Programs 

California Statewide 
Groundwater Elevation 
Monitoring (CASGEM) 

DWR program implemented 
by VCWPD 

DWR-mandated program (Senate Bill X7-6) to track seasonal and long-term groundwater 
elevation trends. 

Groundwater 
Elevation 

LPVB, PVB, ASRVB, Oxnard 
Subbasin 

DWR. 2016. California Statewide 
Groundwater Elevation Monitoring 
(CASGEM) Program. 2016. Accessed 
September 15, 2016. 

http://www.water.ca.gov/groundwater/ 
casgem/ 

Groundwater Ambient 
Monitoring and Assessment 
Program (GAMA) 

SWRCB SWRCB Program implemented in 2000 (modified by Assembly Bill 599 in 2001) to monitor 
and assess groundwater basins throughout the state. 

Groundwater 
Quality 

LPVB, PVB, ASRVB, Oxnard 
Subbasin 

SWRCB. 2016. GAMA – Groundwater 
Ambient Monitoring and Assessment 
Program Website. Accessed September 
22, 2016. 

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/gama/ 

Ventura County 
Groundwater Elevation 
Monitoring Program 

VCWPD Quarterly measurement of approximately 200 groundwater well elevations (approximately 
38 within the Oxnard Subbasin) throughout Ventura County by VCWPD staff. 

Groundwater 
Elevation 

Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

VCWPD. 2015. 2014 Annual Report of 
Groundwater Conditions (p. 12.) 

http://pwaportal.ventura.org/WPD/
docs/Groundwater-Resources/
2014%20Annual%20Report-Web.pdf 

Ventura County 
Groundwater Quality 
Monitoring Program 

VCWPD Approximately 150 wells sampled throughout the County (approximately 46 in the Oxnard 
Subbasin) and analyzed for general minerals and other constituents. 

Groundwater 
Quality 

Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

VCWPD. 2015. 2014 Annual Report of 
Groundwater Conditions (p. 12). 

http://pwaportal.ventura.org/WPD/
docs/Groundwater-Resources/
2014%20Annual%20Report-Web.pdf 

UWCD Groundwater Quality 
Monitoring Program 

UWCD Measurement of groundwater water quality throughout the UWCD boundaries to comply 
with state standards for aesthetics and safety, monitor saltwater intrusion and saline 
migration, and track changes to water quality. Approximately 120 wells are sampled in the 
Oxnard Subbasin. 

Groundwater 
Quality 

Oxnard Subbasin, PVB UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and Surface 
Water Conditions Report – 2013. UWCD 
Open-File Report 2014-12 (p. 26). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/
stories/reports/GW-Conditions-Reports/ 
2013%20GW%20and%20SW%20 
Conditions%20Report%20 
(UWCD%202014)%20FINAL.pdf 

FCGMA Groundwater 
Extraction Reporting 
Program (1985) 

FCGMA Since 1985, FCGMA has collected extraction records from well operators on a semi-annual 
basis. Requirements include periodic calibration of meters. 

Groundwater 
Extraction 

Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA, UWCD, and CMWD. 2007. 2007 
Update to the Fox Canyon Groundwater 
Management Agency Groundwater 
Management Plan. May 2007 (p. 17). 

http://www.fcgma.org/component/
content/article/20-public-documents/
plans/95-groundwater-management-plan 
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Table 1-10 

Oxnard Subbasin Existing Water Resources Monitoring Programs 

Program Program Agency Program Description Parameter Multi-Basin Program Source Link 

Basin Management 
Objectives Monitoring 

FCGMA FCGMA has established a set of Basin Management Objectives that pertain to the overall 
health of the groundwater basins, including water levels and water quality. Each year, 
FCGMA publishes a report tracking the progress toward meeting the objectives. 

Groundwater 
Conditions  

Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA, UWCD, and CMWD. 2007. 2007 
Update to the Fox Canyon Groundwater 
Management Agency Groundwater 
Management Plan. May 2007 (p. iii). 

http://www.fcgma.org/component/
content/article/20-public-documents/
plans/95-groundwater-management-plan 

Other Existing Programs 

Ventura County Evaporation 
Monitoring 

VCWPD There is an evaporation gauge that records monthly evaporation from El Rio Spreading 
Grounds. 

Evaporation Oxnard Subbasin VCWPD. 2016. Hydrology Section 
Website. Accessed September 15, 2016. 

http://vcwatershed.net/hydrodata/
gmap.php?param=rain 

California Irrigation 
Management Information 
System (CIMIS) 

DWR CIMIS manages a network of over 145 automated weather stations in California. Temperature, 
Precipitation, 
Evapo-
transpiration 

LPVB, PVB  CIMIS. 2018. CIMIS Data Website. 
Accessed January 15, 2018. 

http://www.cimis.water.ca.gov 

California Water Rights 
Permit 18908 

UWCD, Water Rights 
Decision 

Specifies conditions of release and diversion for habitat conservation. Surface Water, 
Environmental 

— UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and Surface 
Water Conditions Report – 2013. UWCD 
Open-File Report 2014-12 (p. 18). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/
stories/reports/GW-Conditions-Reports/ 
2013%20GW%20and%20SW%20 
Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD 
%202014)%20FINAL.pdf 

Salt Nutrient Management 
Plans 

VCWPD Complies with the SWRCB Recycled Water Policy. Water Quality Oxnard Forebay VCWPD. 2015. Lower Santa Clara River 
Salt and Nutrient Management Plan. 
Prepared by Larry Walker Associates. 
April 2015. 

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/
losangeles/water_issues/programs/
salt_and_nutrient_management/
docs/2015/May/DraftSaltandNutrient
ManagementPlan/Section1Introduction
andGoals.pdf 

Notes: ASRVB = Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley Basin; CIMIS = California Irrigation Management Information System; CMWD = Calleguas Municipal Water District; DWR = California Department of Water Resources; FCGMA = Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency; LPVB = Las Posas Valley Basin; PVB = Pleasant Valley 
Basin; SWRCB = State Water Resources Control Board; USGS = U.S. Geological Survey; UWCD = United Water Conservation District; VCWPD = Ventura County Watershed Protection District. 

Table 1-11 

Oxnard Subbasin Existing Water Resources Management Projects, Programs, and Strategies 

Program/Project Program Agency Program Description Parameter Conjunctive Use Program? Multi-Basin Program Source Link 

Existing Surface Water Management Projects, Programs, and Strategies 

Ventura County 
Stormwater Quality 
Monitoring Program 

Ventura County 
Watershed Protection 
District, Camarillo, 
Moorpark, Oxnard, Port 
Hueneme, and others. 

Program meets the requirements of the Ventura County 
Stormwater Permits. Includes water quality sampling, 
watershed assessments, business inspections, and 
pollution prevention programs. 

Surface Water 
Quality 

No Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

Ventura Countywide Stormwater 
Quality Management Program 
Website. Accessed September 15, 
2016.  

http://www.vcstormwater.org/ 

State Water Project 
Importation 

DWR, Ventura County, 
UWCD, CMWD, and City 
of Ventura 

Purchase of up to 5,000 AFY of Ventura County's 
20,000 AFY State Water Project allocation for release 
and percolation from Lake Piru, the Freeman Diversion, 
and surface deliveries to Pleasant Valley through the 
PTP. The water reaching the Freeman Diversion is 
considered a “foreign water supply” and is credited to 
UWCD. 

Supplemental 
Water 

Yes Oxnard, LPVB, PVB, 
ASRVB 

UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report - 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 
2014-12 (p. 36). 

FCGMA, UWCD, and CMWD. 2007. 
2007 Update to the Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency 
Groundwater Management Plan. 
May 2007 (p. 50). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW%20 
Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)%20FINAL.pdf  
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Table 1-11 

Oxnard Subbasin Existing Water Resources Management Projects, Programs, and Strategies 

Program/Project Program Agency Program Description Parameter Conjunctive Use Program? Multi-Basin Program Source Link 

Importation of 
Metropolitan Water 
District Water 

CMWD Import and deliver water from wholesaler Metropolitan 
Water District. Water purchased by water retailers such 
as the City of Oxnard to supplement water supply 
instead of pumping groundwater. 

Supplemental 
Water 

Yes Oxnard Subbasin, PVB, 
LPVB 

CMWD. 2015. Urban Water 
Management Plan – Final, pp. 1-1, 
4-1, 4-2 (Figure 4-1), 6-1, 6-13. 

http://www.mwdh2o.com/Who%20We%20Are%20%20. 
2007Fact%20Sheets/Member%20Agency%20Map.pdf 

http://www.mwdh2o.com/WhoWeAre/Member-Agencies/. 
2007Pages/default.aspx 

http://www.mwdh2o.com/WhoWeAre/History/Pages/ 
default.aspx 

http://www.calleguas.com/images/docs-documents-
reports/cmwdfinal2015uwmp.pdf 

Salinity Management 
Pipeline 

CMWD A brine disposal pipeline that collects brine generated by 
desalting facilities in the LPVB, PVB, and Oxnard 
Subbasin and conveys it to an ocean outfall for disposal. 
Future construction of the pipeline is expected to serve 
additional facilities, including those in the ASRVB. 

Surface Water Yes Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

CMWD. 2015. Urban Water 
Management Plan – Final, p. 6-1. 

http://www.calleguas.com/images/docs-documents-reports/ 
cmwdfinal2015uwmp.pdf 

Existing Groundwater Management Projects, Programs, and Strategies 

Basin Management 
Objective Program 

FCGMA FCGMA has established a set of Basin Management 
Objectives that pertain to the overall health of the 
groundwater basins, including water levels and water 
quality. Each year, FCGMA publishes a report tracking 
the progress toward meeting the objectives. 

Groundwater 
Conditions 

No Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA, UWCD, and CMWD. 2007. 
2007 Update to the Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency 
Groundwater Management Plan. 
May 2007 (p. iii). 

http://www.fcgma.org/component/content/article/ 
20-public-documents/plans/ 
95-groundwater-management-plan  

FCGMA Groundwater 
Storage (including In-
Lieu) Credit Program 

FCGMA This is a program by which credits are issued to the 
deliverer in equal amounts to the amount of delivered 
“newly available” water, imported water from outside the 
County, recycled water, or diverted surface water that 
would otherwise be wasted to the ocean. Delivered 
water used in lieu of pumping.  

Groundwater  Yes Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA. 2015. Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency, 
Calendar Year 2014 Annual Report 
(p. 23). 

http://www.fcgma.org/public-documents/reports 

FCGMA Groundwater 
Injection Credit 
Program 

FCGMA This is a program by which credits are issued to 
operators that inject “newly available” water, water from 
outside the County, or recycled water.  

Groundwater  Yes LPVB, PVB, ASRVB, 
Oxnard Subbasin 

FCGMA. 2015. Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency, 
Calendar Year 2014 Annual Report 
(p. 23). 

http://www.fcgma.org/public-documents/reports 

Salinity Management 
Pipeline 

CMWD A brine disposal pipeline that collects brine generated by 
desalting facilities in the LPVB, PVB, and Oxnard 
Subbasin and conveys it to an ocean outfall for disposal. 
Future construction of the pipeline is expected to serve 
additional facilities, including those in the ASRVB. 

Groundwater Yes Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

CMWD. 2015. Urban Water 
Management Plan – Final, p. 6-1. 

http://www.calleguas.com/images/docs-documents-reports/ 
cmwdfinal2015uwmp.pdf 

Groundwater Supply 
Policy 
(Formerly Brackish 
Groundwater Policy) 

FCGMA The FCGMA Board of Directors adopted Resolution No. 
2016-05, a policy for evaluating and authorizing 
proposals for groundwater supply projects. It allows for 
consideration of development of brackish groundwater 
for supply projects subject to monitoring requirements 
and other constraints and restrictions including 
compliance with SGMA.  

Groundwater  Yes Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA. n.d. Draft Brackish 
Groundwater Project Pumping 
Policy. 

http://www.fcgma.org/images/Erin/Draft%20Brackish
%20Groundwater%20Project%20Pumping%20Policy
%20revised%2020160720.pdf 

http://www.fcgma.org/public-documents/reports
http://www.fcgma.org/images/Erin/Draft%20Brackish%20Groundwater%20Project%20Pumping%20Policy%20revised%2020160720.pdf
http://www.fcgma.org/images/Erin/Draft%20Brackish%20Groundwater%20Project%20Pumping%20Policy%20revised%2020160720.pdf
http://www.fcgma.org/images/Erin/Draft%20Brackish%20Groundwater%20Project%20Pumping%20Policy%20revised%2020160720.pdf
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Table 1-11 

Oxnard Subbasin Existing Water Resources Management Projects, Programs, and Strategies 

Program/Project Program Agency Program Description Parameter Conjunctive Use Program? Multi-Basin Program Source Link 

Extraction Fee 
Program 

FCGMA Groundwater extractors are assessed fees per acre-foot 
of extraction. Fees have been used by FCGMA to 
finance its management activities since its enabling 
legislation in 1983. 

Groundwater  No Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

Assembly Bill No. 2995, Article 9. http://www.fcgma.org/fcgma.old/publicdocuments/
ordinances/ordinanceAB-2995.pdf 

Groundwater 
Extraction Limitation 
Program 

FCGMA FCGMA has implemented a program of reduced 
allocations.  

Groundwater  No Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA, UWCD, and CMWD. 2007. 
2007 Update to the Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency 
Groundwater Management Plan. 
May 2007 (p. 45). 

http://www.fcgma.org/component/content/article/20-public-
documents/plans/95-groundwater-management-plan 

Extraction Surcharge 
Program 

FCGMA FCGMA charges a fee to well operators for groundwater 
extractions in excess of annual allocation amounts 

Groundwater  No Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA, UWCD, and CMWD. 2007. 
2007 Update to the Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency 
Groundwater Management Plan. 
May 2007 (p. 45). 

http://www.fcgma.org/component/content/article/20-public-
documents/plans/95-groundwater-management-plan 

Prohibition of export of 
groundwater  

FCGMA FCGMA Ordinance requires Board of Directors approval 
for the export of groundwater from within the FCGMA 
boundary for use outside of the boundary 

Groundwater No Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA Ordinance Code, Chapter 5, 
5.2.2.1. 

http://www.fcgma.org/images/ordinances_legislation/
Ord_Code_FINAL_-_amended_01-09-2015.pdf 

Other Existing Programs 

IRWM Program WCVC Initiated with Proposition 50 in 2006, the program 
provides competitive grant funds for projects and studies 
in accordance with a comprehensive IRWM Plan. 

Groundwater, 
Surface Water 

No Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

Ventura County Watersheds 
Coalition. 2016. WCVC. Accessed 
September 15, 2016. 

http://www.ventura.org/wcvc/IRWMP/2014IRWMP.htm 

Oxnard–Hueneme 
Pipeline (1954) 

UWCD Pumping of Oxnard Forebay wells to supply water to the 
Cities of Oxnard and Port Hueneme, thus avoiding 
coastal pumping and exacerbation of seawater intrusion. 

Groundwater 
Quality 

Yes Oxnard Subbasin UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report – 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 2014-
12 (pp. 7–8). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW
%20Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)
%20FINAL.pdf  

Pumping Trough 
Pipeline (1986) 

UWCD Supplies agriculture on the Oxnard Subbasin with a 
combination of surface water diverted from the Santa 
Clara River and groundwater, thus reducing the need for 
groundwater pumpage in the central Oxnard Plain 
pumping depression (1986). 

Surface/ 
Groundwater 

Yes Oxnard Subbasin and 
PVB 

UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report – 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 
2014-12 (p. 5). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW
%20Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)
%20FINAL.pdf 

The Freeman 
Diversion (1991) 

UWCD Diversion of Santa Clara River flood flows to Saticoy, El 
Rio, and Noble Basins for groundwater recharge and 
surface deliveries through the PTP and PVP. The 
Freeman Diversion allows for surface water supply in 
place of groundwater pumping, thus reducing the risk of 
seawater intrusion. 

— Yes Oxnard Subbasin and 
PVB 

UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report – 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 
2014-12 (p. 39). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW
%20Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)
%20FINAL.pdf 

The Noble Spreading 
Grounds (1995) 

UWCD Diversion of Santa Clara River flows to spreading 
grounds recharging both the UAS and LAS. 

— Yes — UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report – 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 
2014-12 (p. 5). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW
%20Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)
%20FINAL.pdf 

Saticoy Well Field 
(2003) 

UWCD Draws from the mound beneath the Saticoy Spreading 
Grounds and allows for additional Santa Clara River 
recharge. 

— Yes — UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report – 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 
2014-12 (p. 5). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW
%20Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)
%20FINAL.pdf 
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Oxnard Subbasin Existing Water Resources Management Projects, Programs, and Strategies 

Program/Project Program Agency Program Description Parameter Conjunctive Use Program? Multi-Basin Program Source Link 

Rose and Ferro 
Spreading Grounds 

UWCD Diversion of Santa Clara River Water to former mining 
pits for the recharge of groundwater. 

— Yes — UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report – 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 
2014-12 (p. 6). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW
%20Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)
%20FINAL.pdf 

El Rio Spreading 
Grounds 

UWCD Diversion of Santa Clara River flows to spreading 
grounds recharging both the UAS and LAS. 

— Yes — UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report – 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 
2014-12 (p. 5). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW
%20Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)
%20FINAL.pdf 

Pleasant Valley 
Pipeline  

UWCD Water diverted from Santa Clara River is provided to the 
PVCWD via a pipeline that terminates at the Pleasant 
Valley Reservoir. This water is supplied to agricultural 
users and offsets the need for groundwater pumping. 

— Yes Oxnard Subbasin and 
PVB 

UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report – 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 
2014-12 (p. 8). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW
%20Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)
%20FINAL.pdf 

Conejo Creek 
Diversion (2002) 

CWD PVCWD receives surface water from CWD’s Conejo 
Creek Diversion.  

Surface Water Yes — UWCD. 2014. Groundwater and 
Surface Water Conditions Report – 
2013. UWCD Open-File Report 2014-
12 (p. 9). 

http://www.unitedwater.org/images/stories/reports/ 
GW-Conditions-Reports/2013%20GW%20and%20SW
%20Conditions%20Report%20(UWCD%202014)
%20FINAL.pdf 

FCGMA M&I Allocation 
Program 

FCGMA The current M&I allocation program, also known as a 
Temporary Extraction Allocation, was implemented with 
the passage of Ordinance E in 2014. It was 
implemented for M&I users, replacing HA and BA. 

Groundwater  Yes Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA. 2015. Calendar Year 2014 
Annual Report (p. 10). 

http://www.fcgma.org/public-documents/reports 

FCGMA Irrigation 
Allocation Program 

FCGMA Requirement for agricultural irrigation efficiency as 
compared to FCGMA calculations for required irrigation 
for specific crop types with consideration of weather 
conditions. 

Groundwater 
Extractions 

Yes Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

FCGMA. 2015. Calendar Year 2014 
Annual Report (p. 10). 

http://www.fcgma.org/public-documents/reports 

Groundwater Recovery 
Enhancement and 
Treatment (GREAT) 
Program – 2013  

City of Oxnard A desalination facility, recycled water system, ASR 
facility, and brine disposal line combine to provide non-
potable M&I water and agricultural irrigation water, to 
reduce pumping of LAS groundwater. 

Groundwater/ 
Surface Water 

Yes Oxnard Subbasin and 
Oxnard Forebay 

FCGMA, UWCD, and CMWD. 2007. 
2007 Update to the Fox Canyon 
Groundwater Management Agency 
Groundwater Management Plan. 
May 2007 (p. 54). 

http://www.fcgma.org/component/content/article/20-public-
documents/plans/95-groundwater-management-plan 

Various Water 
Conservation 
Programs  

Ventura County, Cities, 
and Water Districts 

There are numerous conservation programs conducted 
by Cities, Ventura County, and other entities within 
FCGMA jurisdiction that provide education, incentives, 
and regulations to encourage water savings from both 
the M&I and agricultural sectors. The exact configuration 
of these programs change with climate and local and 
state requirements. 

Surface Water, 
Groundwater 

No Oxnard Subbasin, LPVB, 
PVB, ASRVB 

— — 

Notes: AFY = acre-feet per year; ASR = aquifer storage and recovery; ASRVB = Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley Basin; BA = Baseline Allocation; CMWD = Calleguas Municipal Water District; CWD= Camrosa Water District; DWR = California Department of Water Resources; FCGMA = Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency; 
HA = Historical Allocation; IRWM = Integrated Regional Water Management; LPVB = Las Posas Valley Basin; M&I = municipal and industrial; PTP = Pumping Trough Pipeline; PVB = Pleasant Valley Basin; PVCWD= Pleasant Valley County Water District; PVP = Pleasant Valley Pipeline; UWCD = United Water Conservation 
District; WCVC = Watersheds Coalition of Ventura County. 
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Table 1-12 

FCGMA Public Meetings on Oxnard Subbasin GSP 

Meeting Date 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting November 8, 2019 

TAG Meeting October 31, 2019 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting August 28, 2019 

GSP Work Shops August 21,22, 2019 

TAG Meeting August 1, 2019 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting July 24, 2019 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting June 26, 2019 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting May 22, 2019 

TAG Meeting May 5, 2019 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting April 24, 2019 

FCGMA GSP Public Workshop No. 4 March 15, 2019 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting March 15, 2019 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting February 27, 2019 

Special TAG Meeting February 19, 2019 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting February 8, 2019 

Special TAG Meeting February 6, 2019 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting January 23, 2019 

Special TAG Meeting January 17, 2019 

TAG Meeting December 6, 2018 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting December 5, 2018 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting November 20, 2018 

TAG Meeting November 1, 2018 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting October 24, 2018 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting October 12, 2018 

TAG Meeting October 4, 2018 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting September 26, 2018 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting September 14,2018 

TAG Meeting September 6, 2018 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting August 29, 2018 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting Oxnard and Pleasant Valley Pumping Allocation Workshop July 25, 2018 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting July 25, 2018 

TAG Meeting July 5, 2018 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting June 20, 2018 

Special TAG Meeting June 19, 2018 

TAG Meeting June 14, 2018 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting May 23, 2018 

TAG Meeting May 3, 2018 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting April 25, 2018 

TAG Meeting April 5, 2018 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting March 28, 2018 
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Table 1-12 

FCGMA Public Meetings on Oxnard Subbasin GSP 

Meeting Date 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting March 9, 2018 

TAG Meeting March 1, 2018 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting February 28,2018 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting February 26, 2018 

FCGMA GSP Public Workshop No. 3 February 8, 2018 

TAG Meeting February 1, 2018 

Special TAG Meeting January 30, 2018 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting January 24, 2018 

TAG Meeting January 4, 2018 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting January 3, 2018 

Special TAG Meeting December 14, 2018 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting November 13, 2017 

TAG Meeting November 2, 2017 

TAG Meeting October 6, 2017 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting  October 13, 2017 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting October 25, 2017 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting September 27, 2017 

FCGMA GSP Public Stakeholder Workshop No. 2A – Oxnard and Pleasant Valley September 20, 2017 

FCGMA Operations Committee Meeting September 14, 2017 

TAG Meeting September 7, 2017 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting  August 11, 2017 

FCGMA Operations Committee Meeting  August 10, 2017 

TAG Meeting August 3, 2017 

Special TAG Meeting – Sustainability Objective Concepts July 27, 2017 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting July 26, 2017 

FCGMA Fiscal Committee Budget Workshop July 25, 2017 

Water Market Pilot Program Ad Hoc Committee Meeting July 24, 2017 

FCGMA Board Executive Committee Meeting July 12, 2017 

TAG Meeting July 6, 2017 

Special TAG Meeting – Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems June 29, 2017 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting June 28, 2017 

FCGMA Board Executive Committee Meeting June 15, 2017 

TAG Meeting June 1, 2017 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting May 24, 2017 

TAG Meeting May 4, 2017 

Special TAG Meeting – Groundwater Models April 27, 2017 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting April 26, 2017 

Special TAG Meeting March 24, 2017 

Special TAG Meeting – Groundwater Models March 24, 2017 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting March 22, 2017 
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Table 1-12 

FCGMA Public Meetings on Oxnard Subbasin GSP 

Meeting Date 

TAG Meeting March 3, 2017 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting February 22, 2017 

TAG Meeting February 2, 2017 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting January 25, 2017 

TAG Meeting December 16, 2016 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting December 9, 2016 

TAG Meeting November 18, 2016 

FCGMA GSP Public Workshop No. 1 November 15, 2016 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting October 26, 2016 

TAG Meeting October 7, 2016 

FCGMA Executive Committee  October 3, 2016 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting September 28, 2016 

TAG Meeting August 26, 2016 

TAG Meeting July 29, 2016 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting July 20, 2016 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting June 22, 2016 

TAG Meeting May 27, 2016 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting May 25, 2016 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting May 13, 2016 

TAG Meeting April 29, 2016 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting April 27, 2017 

TAG Meeting March 25, 2016 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting March 23, 2016 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting March 11, 2016 

TAG Meeting February 26, 2016 

TAG Meeting January 29, 2016 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting January 27, 2016 

TAG Meeting December 18, 2015 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting December 11, 2015 

TAG Meeting November 20, 2015 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting November 13, 2015 

TAG Meeting October 30, 2015 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting October 28, 2015 

TAG Meeting September 25, 2015 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting September 23, 2015 

TAG Meeting August 28, 2015 

FCGMA Special Board Meeting August 13, 2015 

TAG Meeting July 30, 2015 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting July 22, 2015 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting June 24, 2015 
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Table 1-12 

FCGMA Public Meetings on Oxnard Subbasin GSP 

Meeting Date 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting May 27, 2015 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting April 22, 2015 

FCGMA Regular Board Meeting March 25, 2015 

Notes: FCGMA = Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency; GSP = Groundwater Sustainability Plan; TAG = Technical Advisory Group. 
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

SOURCE: Ventura County Watershed Protection District

Average Daily Flows (ADF) and Monthly Minimum ADF in Oxnard Surface Waters
FIGURE 1-4
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: Ventura County Watershed Protection District

Oxnard Plain Annual Precipitation
FIGURE 1-5
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: Ventura County Watershed Protection District

Long-Term Precipitation Trends in the Oxnard Plain
FIGURE 1-6
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Ventura County Water Purveyors
FIGURE 1-8

Groundwater Sustainability Plan in the Oxnard Subbasin Z:
\P
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ts\

SOURCE: Ventura County Watershed Protection District;
FCGMA , UWCD, and CMWD. 2007. “2007 Update to the Groundwater Management Agency Groundwater Management Plan.” May 2007. Plate 1.
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CHAPTER 2 
BASIN SETTING 

2.1 INTRODUCTION TO BASIN SETTING 

Physical Setting and Characteristics 

The Oxnard Subbasin (Subbasin) of the Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin is located 

near the western edge of the Transverse Ranges Geomorphic Province, which extends from the 

San Bernardino Mountains in the east to the San Miguel, Santa Rosa, and Santa Cruz Islands in 

the west (Figure 2-1, Oxnard Subbasin Vicinity Map; CGS 2002). The Transverse Ranges 

Geomorphic Province is characterized by a series of east-to-west-trending mountain ranges and 

valleys that are formed by north–south compression across a restraining bend in the San Andreas 

Fault (Hadley and Kanamori 1977; Bohannon and Howell 1982; Eberhart-Philips et al. 1990; 

Nicholson et al. 1994). Compression across this restraining bend is responsible for rapid, 

ongoing uplift of the mountain ranges (Yeats 1988; Feigl et al. 1993; Marshall et al. 2008) and 

extensive folding and faulting of the Pleistocene and older geologic formations in the province 

(Rockwell et al. 1988; Huftile and Yeats 1995). 

The Oxnard Subbasin underlies the Oxnard Plain, an approximately 58,000-acre coastal plain 

formed by deposition of sediments from the Santa Clara River and Calleguas Creek, in 

southwestern Ventura County (DWR 1965, 2006). The northern boundary of the Oxnard 

Subbasin is the Oak Ridge Fault, and the southern boundary is the contact between permeable 

alluvium and semipermeable rocks of the Santa Monica Mountains (SWRCB 1956; DWR 2006). 

The eastern boundary of the Oxnard Subbasin lies against the Las Posas Valley Basin (LPVB) 

and Pleasant Valley Basin (PVB). The western boundary of the Oxnard Subbasin is the Pacific 

Ocean (SWRCB 1956; DWR 2006).  

The stratigraphic sequence underlying the Oxnard Plain comprises an upper unit of younger and 

older alluvial deposits that unconformably overlies the San Pedro and Santa Barbara Formations 

(Table 2-1). The San Pedro Formation is a lower to middle Pleistocene shallow marine deposit that 

grades upward from a white-gray sand and gravel basal layer into an overlying series of 

interbedded silts, clays, and gravels. The Santa Barbara Formation is a lower Pleistocene marine 

sand and clay deposit (SWRCB 1956; Weber and Kiessling 1976; Turner 1975). The primary 

water-bearing units in the Oxnard Subbasin are the alluvial deposits that compose the Oxnard and 

Mugu Aquifers and the white-gray sand and gravel layer of the San Pedro Formation that composes 

the Fox Canyon Aquifer (FCA; Table 2-1). In addition, wells in the Oxnard Subbasin also produce 

water from the Hueneme Aquifer in the Upper San Pedro Formation and the Grimes Canyon 

Aquifer (GCA) in the Santa Barbara Formation.   
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The shallowest aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin is a semi-perched aquifer comprising sands and 

gravels deposited by the Santa Clara River. This unit is underlain by a clay layer, commonly 

referred to as the “clay cap,” that is nearly continuous throughout the Subbasin, with the notable 

exception of an approximately 10-square-mile area in the northeastern part of the Subbasin, 

adjacent to and south of the Santa Clara River, referred to as the “Forebay area” (Figure 2-1; Mukae 

and Turner 1975). In this region, the Oxnard and underlying Mugu Aquifers are unconfined. In the 

areas where the clay cap separates the semi-perched aquifer from the underlying Oxnard Aquifer, 

the Oxnard Aquifer is confined. The area in which the Oxnard Aquifer is confined is referred to as 

the “pressure plain area” of the Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-1; Mukae and Turner 1975).  

The majority of the Oxnard Subbasin lies within the jurisdiction of the Fox Canyon Groundwater 

Management Agency (FCGMA), with two exceptions (Figure 2-1). These exceptions include an 

area in the northeastern corner of the Oxnard Subbasin, at the western end of South Mountain, and 

along the southeastern edge of the Oxnard Subbasin adjacent to the foothills of the Santa Monica 

Mountains. The reason for the discrepancy is that the FCGMA boundary was established based 

on a vertical projection of the FCA as defined by the Fox Canyon Groundwater Management 

Agency Act in 1982, whereas the Oxnard Subbasin boundary is based on the surface extent of 

the alluvium in the Oxnard Plain, and the location of both geologic structures and facies changes 

that impede flow between the Oxnard Subbasin and neighboring groundwater basins (DWR 

2006). The geologic and hydrologic descriptions of the Oxnard Subbasin in this Groundwater 

Sustainability Plan (GSP) are based on the boundaries of the Oxnard Subbasin, including the 

areas to the northeast and southeast which are outside of the FCGMA jurisdictional boundaries. 

2.2 HYDROGEOLOGIC CONCEPTUAL MODEL 
The six commonly recognized water-bearing units in the Oxnard Subbasin are the semi-perched 

aquifer and the Oxnard, Mugu, Hueneme, Fox Canyon, and Grimes Canyon Aquifers (DWR 

1965, 2006; Turner 1975). Of the six commonly recognized water-bearing units, five are 

considered primary aquifers in the Oxnard Subbasin. The semi-perched aquifer is a water-

bearing unit, but is not considered a primary aquifer in the Subbasin. The five aquifers are 

grouped into an Upper Aquifer System (UAS) and Lower Aquifer System (LAS), with the 

Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers composing the UAS and the Hueneme, Fox Canyon, and Grimes 

Canyon Aquifers composing the LAS. The UAS primarily comprises recent to upper Pleistocene 

age alluvial deposits of the Santa Clara River system. The LAS is primarily composed of upper 

to lower Pleistocene age marine sediments. 

The Forebay area is the primary recharge area for the primary aquifers in the Oxnard Subbasin. In this 

area, the UAS rests directly on the folded and eroded upper surface of the Hueneme Aquifer and FCA. 

Water that recharges the UAS in the Forebay area is able to migrate throughout the Subbasin. Both the 

lithologic units and geologic structures present in the Oxnard Subbasin affect the hydrology of the 

Subbasin. These features are discussed in more detail in Sections 2.2.1 through 2.2.5.  
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2.2.1 Geology 

Geologic Units and Variation 

Tertiary Sedimentary and Igneous Formations 

Tertiary sedimentary and igneous rocks that underlie the Oxnard Subbasin are generally 

considered semipermeable or non-water-bearing (Turner and Mukae 1975). These tertiary 

formations include the Oligocene/Eocene-age Sespe Formation, the lower Miocene Conejo 

Volcanics, the upper Miocene Modelo and Monterey Formations, and the Pliocene Pico Formation 

(Table 2-1; Weber and Kiessling 1976; Dibblee 1992a, 1992b). These formations have been 

sampled in deep wells drilled in the Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-2, Geology of the Oxnard 

Subbasin; Turner 1975; Weber and Kiessling 1976). These formations are not considered an 

important source of groundwater in the Oxnard Subbasin (Turner 1975).  

Quaternary Sedimentary Formations 

Santa Barbara Formation (Lower Pleistocene; Marine) 

The Santa Barbara Formation typically comprises laminated, poorly indurated blue-gray marine 

mud- and siltstone with sand and gravel (Table 2-1; Turner and Mukae 1975). The upper clay-

rich sediments act as an aquitard between the Santa Barbara Formation and the overlying San 

Pedro Formation (Weber and Kiessling 1976). The localized basal conglomerate within the 

upper member of the Santa Barbara Formation hosts the GCA (Weber and Kiessling 1976).  

San Pedro Formation (Lower to Middle Pleistocene; Marine and Nonmarine) 

The San Pedro Formation is an interbedded, poorly lithified fine marine, silty sandstone, shale, 

and mudstone with local pebble conglomerate and an extensive basal sand unit that 

unconformably overlies the Santa Barbara Formation in the Oxnard Subbasin (Mukae and 

Turner 1975; Weber and Kiessling 1976).  

The upper and lower parts of the San Pedro Formation are separated by a laterally extensive clay 

marker bed (Turner 1975). Overlying the clay marker bed are lenticular layers of sand, gravel, and 

silt (Mukae and Turner 1975). The lenticular deposits of sand and gravel in the Upper San Pedro 

Formation are known as the Hueneme Aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin. The sediments of the Upper 

San Pedro Formation coarsen to the west, with a larger percentage of sand and gravel in the western 

part of the Subbasin and a larger percentage of fines in the eastern part of the Subbasin, particularly 

in the area adjacent to the boundary with the LPVB.  

In contrast, the basal unit of the San Pedro Formation fines to the west. This unit comprises a 100- 

to 600-foot-thick continuous white or gray fine to medium marine sand with stringers of gravel 
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and local silt and clay lenses (Turner 1975).1 The lower part of the San Pedro Formation is the 

FCA, which is an important source of groundwater supply in the Oxnard Subbasin (Turner 1975). 

Older Alluvium (Upper Pleistocene; Terrestrial) 

The older alluvium, which comprises gravel, sand, silt, and clay, unconformably overlies the 

Upper San Pedro Formation. The older alluvium can be divided into two units: an upper clay zone 

and a lower sand and gravel zone (Mukae and Turner 1975). The Mugu Aquifer occurs in the sand 

and gravel zone at the base of the older alluvium (Mukae and Turner 1975).  

Recent Alluvium (Holocene; Terrestrial) 

The recent alluvium in the Oxnard Subbasin comprises sands and gravels interbedded with silt and 

clay (DWR 1965). These sediments, which unconformably overlie the older alluvium, reach a 

thickness of up to 300 feet. The basal unit includes coarse sands and gravels intercalated with clay 

layers (Mukae and Turner 1975). Overlying the basal unit throughout much of the Subbasin is a 

laterally continuous clay layer that reaches a thickness of up to 160 feet locally. The Oxnard aquifer 

occurs in the sand and gravel layer below the clay. Above the clay is the semi-perched aquifer.  

Geologic Structure 

Wright Road Fault 

The Wright Road Fault is an active oblique right reverse fault that generally parallels the eastern 

jurisdictional boundary of the Oxnard Subbasin, separating the LPVB to the east from the Oxnard 

Subbasin to the west (Figure 2-2; DeVecchio et al. 2007). The fault trace is characterized by a 20-

meter-high (66-foot-high) topographic scarp with up-to-the-east displacement along the north-

northwest-trending fault (DeVecchio et al. 2007). There is no evidence that the Wright Road Fault 

impacts groundwater flow between the Oxnard Subbasin and the LPVB.  

Oak Ridge and McGrath Faults 

The Oak Ridge Fault is a high-angle, south-dipping, left-lateral reverse fault that juxtaposes water-

bearing alluvium and older, semipermeable formations in the subsurface (Figure 2-2; SWRCB 1956). 

To the east of the Oxnard Subbasin, anticlinal folding in the hanging wall of the Oak Ridge Fault 

resulted in the Oak Ridge and South Mountain uplift (Yeats 1988). In the Oxnard Subbasin, the western 

extent of the Oak Ridge Fault is concealed beneath the recent alluvium (Mukae and Turner 1975).  

                                                 
1  This marine sand has been identified as both the Saugus Formation (Kew 1924; Jakes 1979) and the Las Posas 

Sand (Pressler 1929, as cited in DeVecchio et al. 2012a.; Dibblee 1992a, 1992b; DeVecchio et al. 2012b). The 

term “San Pedro Formation” is used here for consistency with California Department of Water Resources 

nomenclature (DWR 2006). 
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The McGrath Fault, located approximately 1 mile south of the Oak Ridge Fault along the coast in 

the Oxnard Subbasin, is a branch of the Oak Ridge Fault system with the same sense of motion 

(Mukae and Turner 1975). The McGrath Fault defines the northerly limit of the Forebay area 

(Turner 1975). Together, the McGrath and Oak Ridge Faults limit hydraulic communication 

between the Oxnard Subbasin to the south and the Mound and Santa Paula Subbasins of the Santa 

Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin to the north.  

Bailey Fault 

Along the northern edge of the Santa Monica Mountains, the Bailey Fault Zone trends northeast–

southwest through the Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-2; Turner 1975). The Bailey Fault is a near-

vertical fault with up-to-the-south displacement in the subsurface that offsets quaternary 

sedimentary formations to the north with older formations to the south (Turner 1975). 

Groundwater elevation differences and chloride ion concentration differences across the fault 

suggest that it is a barrier to groundwater movement (Turner 1975). The FCA is absent to the south 

of the Bailey Fault.  

Las Posas Syncline 

The Las Posas syncline has resulted in thickening and downwarping of the San Pedro Formation 

and older formations in the central part of the Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-2). The axis of the Las 

Posas syncline trends northeast from its western mapped extent at the intersection of West 5th 

Avenue and Harbor Boulevard, through El Rio, and into the Las Posas Valley (Turner 1975). At 

the deepest part of the Las Posas syncline, the Upper San Pedro Formation reaches a thickness of 

approximately 1,150 feet (Mukae and Turner 1975).  

Montalvo Anticline  

Deformation in the hanging wall of the Oak Ridge and McGrath Faults has resulted in anticlinal 

structures on the northern boundary of the Oxnard Subbasin, including the Montalvo anticline 

(Figure 2-2). The Upper San Pedro Formation has been eroded away in the Forebay area of the 

Oxnard Subbasin along the axis of the anticline (Turner 1975). Erosion of the Upper San Pedro 

Formation results in direct communication between the alluvium and the white and gray marine 

sands of the Lower San Pedro Formation that compose the FCA.  

2.2.2 Basin Bottom 

The bottom of the Oxnard Subbasin generally corresponds to the base of the San Pedro Formation 

and the base of the FCA in the northern and western parts of the Subbasin, where the Santa Barbara 

Formation is absent (Figure 2-2 and Figure 2-3, Cross Section A–A′; Turner 1975). In the southern 

and eastern parts of the Subbasin, where the Santa Barbara Formation is present, the bottom of the 
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Subbasin is defined by the contact between the upper member of the Santa Barbara Formation, the 

GCA, and the underlying strata that have poor water quality (Figure 2-4, Cross Section B–B′).  

In general, the bottom of the Oxnard Subbasin is shallower in the east and deeper in the west. 

Along the eastern margin of the Subbasin, the Subbasin bottom has been mapped at elevations 

between 0 feet above mean sea level (msl) and −1,200 feet msl (Turner 1975). Along the western 

edge of the Subbasin, the Subbasin bottom depth ranges from −400 to more than −1,800 feet msl 

(Turner 1975). The deepest part of the Subbasin occurs along the axis of the Las Posas syncline in 

the north-central part of the Subbasin.  

2.2.3 Principal Aquifers and Aquitards 

Semi-Perched Aquifer  

River-deposited sands and gravels interbedded with minor silt and clay compose the semi-perched 

aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin (DWR 1965; Turner 1975). The term “semi-perched aquifer” is 

used in this GSP as the name for the uppermost unit of the Oxnard Subbasin, which overlies the 

extensive clay cap in the pressure plain area of the Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-2 and Table 2-1). 

This name was used in the State Water Resources Control Board’s Bulletin 12 (SWRCB 1956) to 

distinguish the water-bearing sedimentary units in the pressure plain area from those in the Forebay 

area, and this terminology has been adopted by subsequent investigators (Mukae and Turner 1975; 

Turner 1975; Hanson et al. 2003; DWR 2006). Water-level data indicate that the sediments 

underlying the semi-perched aquifer are saturated. Therefore, the term “semi-perched aquifer” is 

used in this GSP to denote the limited migration of water from the uppermost aquifer to the 

underlying confined aquifer in the pressure plain area. It is not used to denote a discontinuity in 

saturation. Furthermore, there is limited groundwater production (<50 acre-feet per year [AFY]) 

from this unit (see Section 2.4, Water Budget). Therefore, although this unit is referred to as the 

“semi-perched aquifer,” it is not considered to be a principal aquifer in the Subbasin.  

The semi-perched aquifer is part of the recent alluvium described in Section 2.2.1, Geology. This 

aquifer extends from the base of developed soil horizons to a depth of approximately 75 feet 

throughout most of the Subbasin (Turner 1975). Notably, this aquifer is absent in the Forebay area 

of the Oxnard Subbasin adjacent to and south of the present course of the Santa Clara River. The 

permeable sand and gravel deposits of the semi-perched aquifer tend to be continuous in a 

northeast–southwest orientation, which is similar to the present orientation of the Santa Clara River 

and lenticular to the northwest and southeast (Turner 1975).  

The lenticular shape of the semi-perched aquifer deposits limits flow in the northwest–southeast 

direction and facilitates flow in the northeast–southwest direction. These deposits have not been 

affected by faulting or folding in the Subbasin, and there are no structural restrictions to flow through 

the semi-perched aquifer (UWCD Model Report [2018], provided as Appendix C to this GSP). 
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Agricultural return flows, saline connate water, and coastal flooding affect both groundwater quality 

and groundwater elevation in the semi-perched aquifer (Mukae and Turner 1975). The highest water 

levels in the aquifer, which are typically within a few feet of land surface, are found in heavily 

irrigated areas (Turner 1975). Tile drains are used throughout the Oxnard Subbasin to alleviate the 

high groundwater conditions. Agricultural return flows that cause the high water conditions have 

resulted in high concentrations of total dissolved solids (TDS) and chloride (as high as 23,000 

milligrams per liter [mg/L]) in the semi-perched aquifer (Turner 1975; USGS 1996).  

Clay Cap 

Underlying the semi-perched aquifer is a clay layer that separates the semi-perched aquifer from 

the Oxnard Aquifer below (Turner 1975). The thickness of the clay cap is approximately 160 feet 

adjacent to the Pacific Ocean. The clay cap is absent in the Forebay area (DWR 1968; Mukae and 

Turner 1975). Although the clay cap functions as an aquitard, water can migrate vertically through 

the clay cap under conditions of differential head (Turner 1975), and in some cases, through 

casings of wells that have been improperly abandoned.  

Oxnard Aquifer 

The Oxnard Aquifer is a laterally continuous layer of upper Pleistocene and Holocene nonmarine 

gravel and cobbles (up to 6 inches in diameter); coarse to fine sand; and interbedded clay, silty 

clay, and silt lenses (Turner 1975). The deposits that compose this aquifer are part of the recent 

alluvium and are found beneath the entire Oxnard Subbasin and extend several miles offshore, 

where they are exposed in the walls of the Hueneme and Mugu submarine canyons (DWR 1965, 

1968). The deposits tend to be finer near the coast and coarsen to the east (Turner 1975; DWR 

2006). The local silty clay and silt lenses restrict both horizontal and vertical movement of water 

through the aquifer, and distinct permeable horizons have been identified in logs (DWR 1971).  

The top of the Oxnard Aquifer has been shaped by differential erosion and sedimentation of the 

Santa Clara River (Turner 1975). Throughout much of the Oxnard Subbasin, a clay-rich aquitard 

that ranges in thickness from 10 to 100 feet separates the Oxnard Aquifer system from the 

underlying Mugu Aquifer (Mukae and Turner 1975). The basal surface of the clay is more uniform 

than the upper surface and generally deepens to the west–southwest (DWR 1968). The thickness 

of the Oxnard Aquifer also generally increases to the west-southwest, with a minimum thickness 

of less than 50 feet in the vicinity of the Forebay area and reaching a maximum thickness of greater 

than 150 feet in the vicinity of Point Mugu (DWR 1968; Turner 1975).  

Flow of groundwater through the Oxnard Aquifer is controlled by lithologic variability. The only 

structural feature that restricts flow in this aquifer is the Bailey Fault, in the southern Oxnard 

Subbasin (Appendix C). The Oxnard Aquifer crops out offshore in the Hueneme and Mugu 

canyons, making it susceptible to seawater intrusion. The chloride concentration of native water 



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-8 

in the Oxnard Aquifer is approximately 40 mg/L (similar to background values in the Mugu and 

Hueneme Aquifers), although this concentration varies with geographic location in the Subbasin 

(USGS 1996). In the vicinity of the Hueneme and Mugu submarine canyons, chloride 

concentrations have been affected by seawater intrusion. In 2016, the chloride concentration in the 

vicinity of Hueneme Canyon was as high as 4,800 mg/L, and in the vicinity of Mugu Canyon the 

chloride concentration was as high as 16,600 mg/L (FCGMA 2016).  

The specific yield of the gravels of the Oxnard Aquifer is about 16% in the Forebay area where 

there are few clay deposits and the aquifer is unconfined (SWRCB 1956; DWR 2006). Wells 

screened in the Oxnard Aquifer are typically screened in multiple aquifers, including the 

underlying Mugu Aquifer. (For information on well construction requirements intended to prevent 

degradation of water quality of the aquifers in the LAS—referred to as requirements for “sealing 

zone”—see DWR 1968). The California Department of Water Resources (DWR) reports that the 

average well yield in the Oxnard Aquifer is about 900 gallons per minute (gpm; DWR 2006). 

Aquifer test results for two wells screened solely within the Oxnard Aquifer, however, have a 

higher average well yield, of approximately 1,500 gpm, with an average specific capacity of 47 

gpm per foot (Hopkins, pers. comm. 2016). Storage coefficients of 6.18×10−4 and 3×10−4 were 

estimated from pumping test data at these two wells, and the transmissivity was estimated to be 

approximately 20,400 feet squared per day (Hopkins, pers. comm. 2016). The well yield and 

specific capacity were measured at three additional wells screened solely in the Oxnard Aquifer, 

although aquifer tests were not performed at these wells. The average well yield and specific 

capacity for these wells is 2,450 gpm and 108 gpm per foot. Based on these measurements, the 

average transmissivity is approximately 32,000 feet squared per day (Hopkins, pers. comm. 2016).  

Water quality in the Oxnard Aquifer has been degraded by seawater intrusion and leakage of 

agricultural return flows through the clay cap separating the Oxnard Aquifer from the overlying 

semi-perched aquifer (UWCD 2016a). Seawater intrusion has been documented in both the Port 

Hueneme and Port Mugu areas (Turner 1975; UWCD 2016a). Water produced from this aquifer 

is used for agricultural and municipal and industrial (M&I) purposes. 

Mugu Aquifer 

The sediments that compose the Mugu Aquifer are upper Pleistocene age fine to coarse sands and 

gravels (DWR 1965; Turner 1975). These sand and gravel deposits are laterally extensive 

throughout the Subbasin and represent the basal deposits of the older alluvium. In general, the 

sediments of the Mugu Aquifer are finer near the coast and coarsen to the east (Turner 1975). A 

low-permeability clay deposit that ranges in thickness from 10 to 100 feet separates the Mugu 

Aquifer from the overlying Oxnard Aquifer throughout much of the Oxnard Subbasin. However, 

the clay layer is absent in the Forebay area of the Subbasin near the Santa Clara River (DWR 1965; 

SWRCB 1979; Turner 1975). The Mugu Aquifer ranges in thickness from approximately 30 feet 

in the Forebay to approximately 270 feet in the vicinity of Point Mugu (DWR 1965; Turner 1975).  
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The Mugu Aquifer extends several miles offshore and crops out offshore in the Hueneme and 

Mugu canyons, making it susceptible to seawater intrusion. The chloride concentration of native 

water in the Mugu Aquifer is approximately 40 mg/L (USGS 1996). In the vicinity of the Hueneme 

and Mugu submarine canyons, however, chloride concentrations have been affected by seawater 

intrusion. In 2016, the chloride concentration in the vicinity of Mugu Canyon was as high as 3,200 

mg/L (FCGMA 2016).  

The base of the Mugu Aquifer was deposited over an irregular surface that has been affected by 

both folding and erosion (Turner 1975). The extensive folding of the aquifers underlying the Mugu 

Aquifer, however, has not been documented within the sediments of the Mugu Aquifer. Within 

the boundaries of the DWR Bulletin 118 basin, the only documented fault that acts as a barrier to 

flow is the Bailey Fault in the southern part of the Subbasin. Offshore, however, additional faults 

that act as barriers to flow exist in the vicinity of the Mugu submarine canyon (Hanson et al. 2003; 

Appendix C).  

Wells screened in the Mugu Aquifer are typically screened in multiple aquifers, including the 

overlying Oxnard Aquifer. DWR does not report aquifer properties specifically for the Mugu 

Aquifer (DWR 2006). In the Forebay, Well 02N22W36E04S, screened solely within the Mugu 

Aquifer, has a well yield of 1,500 gpm, a specific capacity of 17.8 gpm per foot, and an estimated 

transmissivity of 7,900 feet squared per day (Hopkins, pers. comm. 2016). For wells screened in 

both the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers, the average yield is 2,300 gpm, the average specific 

capacity is 110 gpm per foot, and the average estimated transmissivity is 29,000 feet squared per 

day (Hopkins, pers. comm. 2016). Water produced from this aquifer is used for agricultural and 

M&I purposes. 

Hueneme Aquifer 

The Hueneme Aquifer comprises a series of lenticular silts, sands, and gravels in the Upper San 

Pedro Formation. This aquifer is present in the northern part of the Oxnard Subbasin but is absent 

to the south of Hueneme Roads (Mukae and Turner 1975). Within the Oxnard Subbasin, the 

Hueneme Aquifer is up to 1,150 feet thick along the axis of the Las Posas syncline (Turner 1975). 

The Hueneme Aquifer extends several miles offshore and crops out in the Hueneme and Mugu 

submarine canyons.  

Changes in lithologic composition, with the aquifer generally containing a higher percentage of 

fine materials adjacent to the LPVB and PVB, affect flow through the aquifer. The change in 

composition is accompanied by an increase in the lenticular nature of the deposits that compose 

the Hueneme Aquifer along the eastern boundary of the Oxnard Subbasin. These changes limit 

subsurface flow between the Oxnard Subbasin and the LPVB and PVB to the east.  
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In addition to changes in lithology, structural folding of the Hueneme Aquifer also affects 

subsurface flow (Turner 1975). Folding, subsequent erosion, and recent deposition have resulted 

in a direct hydraulic connection between the Hueneme Aquifer and the overlying Mugu Aquifer 

throughout much of the Oxnard Subbasin (Turner 1975). However, in the southwestern portion of 

the basin, where seawater intrusion has affected the Mugu Aquifer, the Mugu and Hueneme 

Aquifers are not in direct hydraulic communication. As a result, water quality in the Hueneme 

Aquifer has not been affected by seawater intrusion in this area (Turner 1975; Hanson et al. 2003). 

Offshore faulting in the Hueneme Aquifer also limits direct seawater intrusion into the aquifer in 

the vicinity of Mugu Canyon, and faulting along the northern and southern boundaries of the 

Oxnard Subbasin limit flow out of the Hueneme Aquifer to the Mound Basin or to the south of the 

Bailey Fault (Hanson et al. 2003; Appendix C).  

The chloride concentration of native water in the Hueneme Aquifer is approximately 40 mg/L 

(USGS 1996). In the vicinity of Point Hueneme, the chloride concentration of the Hueneme 

Aquifer was as high as 9,900 mg/L in 2016 (FCGMA 2016).  

Wells screened solely within the Hueneme Aquifer have an average yield of approximately 2,500 

gpm and an average specific capacity of 38 gpm per foot (Hopkins, pers. comm. 2016). Storage 

coefficients of 2×10−4 and 3×10−4 were estimated from pumping test data at two wells and the 

transmissivity was estimated to be approximately 13,400 feet squared per day (Hopkins, pers. 

comm. 2016). Water produced from this aquifer is used for agricultural and M&I purposes.  

Fox Canyon Aquifer 

The FCA is a 100- to 600-foot-thick marine sand and gravel deposit in the Lower San Pedro 

Formation (Mukae and Turner 1975). The water-bearing deposits of the FCA fine toward the west 

(Turner 1975). This unit is laterally continuous throughout the Oxnard Subbasin except at the 

western tip of South Mountain, where the Santa Barbara Formation is in direct contact with the 

Mugu Aquifer, and in the southwestern part of the Subbasin, where uplift and erosion have 

removed the FCA (Turner 1975). In the northern and western parts of the Subbasin, the FCA 

defines the base of the freshwater zone.  

In the Oxnard Subbasin, the FCA is thickest along the axis of the Las Posas syncline. In this area, 

the FCA reaches thickness in excess of 500 feet, and the base of the aquifer is below −2,000 feet 

msl (Turner and Mukae 1975; Turner 1975). The primary source of freshwater recharge to the 

FCA is infiltration through the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifer systems in the Forebay area (Turner 

1975; FCGMA 2007).  

As with the other primary aquifers in the Oxnard Subbasin, the FCA extends several miles offshore 

and water quality in the FCA has been impacted by seawater intrusion. The native water in the 

FCA had a chloride concentration of 40 mg/L (USGS 1996). Chloride concentration measured in 
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2002 from a well in the southeastern part of the Subbasin ranged from 183 to 367 mg/L (Izbicki et 

al. 2005). However, the concentration of chloride measured in Well 01N21W32Q04, located 

inland of Mugu Canyon in the southern part of the Subbasin, was 5,070 mg/L in 2015.  

Offshore faulting in the vicinity of Mugu Canyon is thought to limit direct seawater intrusion into 

the FCA (Hanson et al 2003; Appendix C). Instead, increasing concentrations of chloride in the 

FCA near Mugu Canyon are thought to originate in the aquifers of the UAS and migrate vertically 

into the FCA.  

There are no aquifer-specific hydraulic parameter measurements for the FCA. Several specific 

capacity aquifer tests have been conducted in the Oxnard Subbasin, but typically these tests occur in 

wells screened across multiple aquifers (Appendix C). More detail on the limitations of hydraulic 

parameter measurements is found in the UWCD model documentation report (Appendix C). Well 

02N22W20J02S, in the northern Oxnard Subbasin, is screened in both the FCA and overlying 

Hueneme Aquifer. This well has a yield of 3,030 gpm, a specific capacity of 95.3 gpm per foot, and 

a transmissivity of 40,100 feet squared per day (Hopkins, pers. comm. 2016). Water produced from 

this aquifer is used for agricultural and M&I purposes.  

Grimes Canyon Aquifer 

The GCA comprises lower Pleistocene age sand with minor amounts of gravel. This aquifer 

corresponds with the basal conglomerate within the upper member of the Santa Barbara Formation 

and is only found underlying the southern and eastern parts of the Oxnard Subbasin (Turner 1975). 

In the southern part of the Subbasin, the GCA is found in a band approximately 5 miles wide along 

the base of the Santa Monica Mountains from the Pacific Ocean to the boundary with the PVB to 

the east (Turner 1975). Throughout the rest of the Subbasin, the Grimes Canyon member of the 

Santa Barbara Formation is absent. As with the other aquifers in the Subbasin, the GCA extends 

several miles offshore. 

The GCA, where present in the Oxnard Subbasin, is in hydraulic communication with the overlying 

FCA, and there are no production wells perforated solely in the GCA (Turner 1975; VCWPD 2013). 

As a result, there is little information on the water quality or aquifer properties of the GCA. Water 

quality has been sampled in some basal portions of the aquifer, and has been found to have brackish 

water that is likely a result of limited flushing since deposition and upward migration of brines from 

underlying formations (Mukae and Turner 1975; Turner 1975; Hanson et al. 2003).2, 3 In addition, 

seawater intrusion may have impacted some wells screened in the GCA (see Section 2.3.3, Seawater 

Intrusion). Direct seawater flow into the GCA in the vicinity of Mugu Canyon is thought to be limited 

                                                 
2  Brackish water is typically defined as water with a concentration of total dissolved solids (TDS) between 3,000 

and 10,000 mg/L. 
3  Brines typically have concentrations of TDS greater than 35,000 mg/L. 



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-12 

by offshore faulting (Hanson et al 2003; Appendix C). Concentrations of chloride have been 

increasing in this area since the 1990s. In 2016 the groundwater concentration measured in a sample 

collected from Well 01S21W08L03S was 6,428 mg/L (FCGMA 2016). Measured aquifer properties 

specific to the GCA are not currently available.  

2.2.4 Data Gaps and Uncertainty in the Hydrogeologic  
Conceptual Model 

The primary data gaps in the hydrogeologic conceptual model are as follows: 

 Distributed measurements of aquifer properties from wells screened solely in a single aquifer 

 Distributed measurements of groundwater quality from wells screened solely in a single aquifer 

 Measurements of groundwater quality that distinguish the sources of high TDS 

concentrations in the FCA and the GCA 

 Temporal limitations on groundwater elevation data 

 Spatial limitations on groundwater elevation data 

 The relative impacts of production from areas within the Subbasin on seawater intrusion 

 Connection between the semi-perched aquifer and potential groundwater-dependent 

ecosystems (GDEs) 

 Potential impacts of increased production in the semi-perched aquifer 

The data gaps listed above create uncertainty in the understanding of the impacts of water level 

changes on change in storage in the aquifer and on the inland extent of seawater intrusion in the 

aquifers. Additional aquifer tests, groundwater elevations, and groundwater quality sampling in 

the future would help reduce the uncertainty associated with these data gaps. Closing the data gaps 

is discussed further in Chapter 4, Monitoring Networks, of this GSP.  

2.3 GROUNDWATER CONDITIONS 

2.3.1 Groundwater Elevation Data  

Groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin were first measured in agricultural wells in the 

1930s, and multiple entities, including the United Water Conservation District (UWCD), DWR, 

and the County of Ventura (the County), have recorded water elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin 

over the intervening decades. In the early 1990s, after the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) installed 

a series of nested monitoring wells during the Regional Aquifer System Analysis (Densmore 

1996), an annual groundwater monitoring program was initiated in the Subbasin by the County, 

UWCD, and USGS (FCGMA 2007). The groundwater monitoring programs conducted by the 
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Ventura County Watershed Protection District and other agencies, including UWCD, include 

production wells and multiple-completion nested monitoring wells. Many of the production wells 

included in the monitoring program are screened across multiple aquifers. Historically, the 

FCGMA annual reports have included potentiometric surface maps for wells screened in the UAS 

and wells screened in the LAS since 2013 (FCGMA 2015).  

To conform with the DWR GSP Regulations, Section 354.16, the following discussion of groundwater 

elevation is limited to production and monitoring wells screened in a single aquifer. Water level 

measurements collected between March 2 and March 29, 2015, are used to represent groundwater 

elevations in spring 2015. Water level measurements collected between October 2 and 29, 2015, are 

used to represent groundwater elevations in fall 2015.  

Because many production wells within the Subbasin are screened across multiple aquifers and there 

are a limited number of dedicated monitoring wells, the depiction of representative regional 

potentiometric surfaces in each aquifer is limited. Similarly, the depiction of groundwater trends is 

also limited by spatial and temporal constraints that are imposed when only using wells screened in 

a single aquifer. Groundwater pumping data for the year 2015 were mapped to provide context for 

interpreting the potentiometric surfaces presented in this section (see Figure 2-5, Upper Aquifer 

System 2015 Extraction [acre-feet] in Oxnard and Pleasant Valley and Figure 2-6, Lower Aquifer 

System 2015 Extraction [acre-feet] in Oxnard and Pleasant Valley). Self-reported groundwater 

extraction data for 2015 are shown in Figures 2-5 and 2-6 for wells screened in the UAS and LAS, 

respectively. In the UAS, the location of the greatest amount of extraction is within the Forebay, 

with additional extraction areas both west and southeast of the City of Oxnard (Figure 2-5). The 

majority of the production from the LAS is in the southeastern portion of the Subbasin (Figure 2-6). 

The volume of groundwater extracted from the LAS is greater than that extracted from the UAS.  

Current and historical groundwater elevations are discussed below by aquifer. Full hydrographs 

for all Oxnard Subbasin wells in which five or more water level measurements have been recorded 

are included in Appendix D, Water Elevation Hydrographs. In general, climate cycles, 

management actions, and the construction of water conservation facilities have impacted water 

elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin. The Freeman Diversion, completed in 1991, allows UWCD to 

divert surface water from the Santa Clara River to spreading basins, where it can infiltrate into the 

aquifers of the UAS and be transported via pipelines to other areas. This additional recharge 

enhanced aquifer recovery in the 1990s after a period of drought (FCGMA 2007). Additionally, 

UWCD’s Pumping Trough Pipeline (PTP), constructed in 1986, which delivers diverted Santa 

Clara River water to agricultural parcels on the Oxnard Plain in lieu of groundwater production 

from that area, resulted in rising groundwater elevations during the late 1980s. In 1991, Ventura 

County adopted Ordinance 3991, which provided a temporary prohibition on drilling of new wells 

in the UAS, which also contributed to water elevation recovery in the UAS in the 1990s. 
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2.3.1.1 Oxnard Aquifer 

Spring and Fall 2015 Groundwater Elevations 

In the spring of 2015, recorded groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Aquifer wells ranged from 

−27.2 to 46.3 feet msl (Figure 2-7, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Oxnard Aquifer, March 

2–29, 2015). In the fall of 2015, recorded groundwater elevations ranged from −30.7 to 37.9 feet 

msl (Figure 2-8, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Oxnard Aquifer, October 2–29, 2015).  

Groundwater flows from areas of high groundwater elevation to areas of low groundwater 

elevation. The highest groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Aquifer are found in the Forebay in 

both the fall and spring of 2015 (Figures 2-5 and 2-7). The hydraulic gradient in the Forebay in 

the spring of 2015 was approximately 0.005 feet/feet with groundwater flowing to the south and 

southwest, toward the pumping centers west and southeast of the City of Oxnard. In the fall of 

2015, the hydraulic gradient was approximately 0.005 feet/feet with groundwater flowing to the 

southwest and southeast.  

Elsewhere in the Subbasin, groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Aquifer are higher on the western 

and eastern boundaries of the Subbasin than they are in the center of the Subbasin. In this central 

area, groundwater elevations are more than −20 feet msl in both the spring and fall of 2015, though 

the areal extent of lower elevations is much greater in fall than in spring (Figures 2-7 and 2-8). In 

general, elevations in the UAS in the central Oxnard Subbasin are above sea level during wet climatic 

periods and fall below sea level during droughts (UWCD 2016a). Artesian conditions can occur in 

the western Oxnard Subbasin during wet climatic cycles (UWCD 1999). 

The central area of low elevations reflects the groundwater production from wells southeast of the City 

of Oxnard in the central Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-5). The hydraulic gradient, directed toward the 

production wells, was less than approximately 0.001 feet/feet in both the spring and fall of 2015. 

Coastal elevations were measured below or near sea level in both spring and fall of 2015, and 

consequently, the hydraulic gradient was generally landward at the coast (Figures 2-7 and 2-8).  

There is uncertainty associated with the groundwater elevation contours, hydraulic gradient, and 

groundwater flow direction in the Oxnard Aquifer in the spring and fall of 2015. Fewer wells are 

screened solely within the Oxnard Aquifer than are producing groundwater from the Oxnard 

Aquifer. The majority of the wells that produce groundwater in the Oxnard Aquifer are screened 

across multiple aquifers. These wells were not used to create the contour maps in order to conform 

with the DWR GSP Regulations, Section 354.14. The uncertainty in hydraulic gradient, flow 

direction, and groundwater elevation within the Oxnard Aquifer is particularly pronounced in the 

southern Oxnard Subbasin, where there are few wells screened solely within the Oxnard Aquifer but 

several production wells screened in multiple aquifers (Figures 2-7 and 2-8).  
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Vertical Gradients 

Groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Aquifer are higher than those in the underlying Mugu Aquifer, 

resulting in a downward vertical gradient from the Oxnard Aquifer to the Mugu Aquifer in all areas of 

the Oxnard Subbasin for which Mugu-specific elevation data are available (Table 2-2). The magnitude 

of the vertical gradient varies with distance from the coast. The downward vertical gradient between 

the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers was calculated for five wells in the fall of 2015 (Table 2-2). The wells 

in Table 2-2 were selected from a larger group of nested groundwater monitoring wells to represent 

the vertical gradient at different geographic locations in the Subbasin.  

In the spring of 2015, the vertical gradient from the Oxnard Aquifer to the underlying Mugu 

Aquifer ranged from 0.004 feet/feet at the coast near Port Hueneme to 0.278 feet/feet inland of 

Point Mugu (Table 2-2). In the fall of 2015, the vertical gradient from the Oxnard Aquifer to the 

underlying Mugu Aquifer ranged from 0.002 feet/feet at the coast near Port Hueneme to 0.468 

feet/feet inland of Point Mugu (Table 2-2). The vertical gradients along the coast are lower than 

they are inland, possibly reflecting the influence of seawater in the aquifer, moderating water levels 

at the coast. Alternatively, the vertical gradients may be lower at the coast because there is less 

pumping near the coast (Figures 2-5 and 2-6), and gradients may be higher in some inland areas 

that are closer to the Forebay area, as recharge in the Forebay affects water pressure in the Oxnard 

Aquifer more than the other aquifers. 

The vertical gradient between the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers was higher in the fall than in the 

spring, except at the coast where it was the same in the spring and fall (Wells 01N22W20M02S 

and 01N22W20M03S), and in the Forebay where the gradient was higher in the spring than in the 

fall (Wells 02N22W23B07S and 02N22W23B08S). The vertical gradient in the Forebay was 

higher in the spring because of surface water spreading grounds in the Forebay that are primarily 

used during periods of higher flow in the Santa Clara River.  

Vertical gradients within the Oxnard Aquifer were determined from monitoring well clusters 

01N21W19L, 02N22W23B, and 01N22W28G, which have two screen intervals within the Oxnard 

Aquifer (Table 2-2). For each of these locations, the vertical hydraulic gradient within the Oxnard 

Aquifer was directed downward. The downward vertical hydraulic gradient ranged from 0.009 to 

0.278 feet/feet in the spring of 2015. In the fall of 2015, the downward vertical gradient ranged 

from 0.016 to 0.643 feet/feet. The downward vertical hydraulic gradient was larger in the fall than 

in the spring, and the largest downward vertical hydraulic gradient was in the Oxnard Forebay 

(Forebay). The smallest downward vertical hydraulic gradient within the Oxnard Aquifer was 

adjacent to the coast (Table 2-2; Figure 2-8).  
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Historical Groundwater Elevation Trends 

Groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Aquifer have declined and recovered over climatic cycles 

since the 1930s (Figure 2-9a, Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Oxnard Aquifer – Oxnard 

Plain). Management policies and the construction and operation of water conservation facilities have 

also impacted historical groundwater elevations (see Section 2.3.1, Groundwater Elevation Data). 

Full hydrographs for Oxnard Subbasin wells with five or more groundwater elevation measurements 

are included in Appendix D. 

Groundwater elevation trends in Well 01N21W07H01S, the well with the longest historical 

groundwater elevation record in the Oxnard Subbasin, track with the trends observed in the record 

of cumulative departure from the mean precipitation on the Oxnard Plain (Figure 2-9a). Declines in 

groundwater elevation occurred between 1941 and 1966, 1970 and 1977, 1984 and 1990, and 2011 

and 2016, coincident with periods of drought shown in the declining limb of the cumulative departure 

from the mean precipitation curve (Figure 2-9a). Groundwater elevations recovered after each 

historical drought period, but have not yet recovered from the drought beginning in 2011. The 

amount of historical recovery depended on the length of time between droughts and the amount of 

precipitation received in each of the water years between the droughts, as well as management 

measures, including surface water spreading and deliveries, operative during the various periods. By 

1980, the groundwater elevation recovered to within 10 feet of the previous maximum measured in 

1941, and by 1999, water levels exceeded the 1941 maximum (Figure 2-9a), likely due to several 

wet years during the 1990s and the influence of management actions taken, and water conservation 

facilities constructed, in the 1980s and 1990s (see Section 2.3.1). In the late 1990s, artesian 

conditions were documented in the western Oxnard Subbasin (UWCD 1999). Since 2011, 

groundwater elevations in this well have declined approximately 40 feet.  

The patterns of water level decline and recovery observed in Well 01N21W07H01S are observed 

in Oxnard Aquifer wells throughout the Oxnard Subbasin, although absolute changes in water level 

vary geographically within the Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-9a and Figure 2-9b, Groundwater Well 

Hydrographs in the Oxnard Aquifer – Forebay Area). Wells in the Forebay area and northeastern 

Oxnard Subbasin have experienced water level declines of approximately 90 feet since 2011 

(Figure 2-9b), while water levels in wells adjacent to the coast and in wells farther south have 

declined between 18 and 40 feet over the same period (Figure 2-9a). The larger water level changes 

observed in the northeastern Oxnard Subbasin reflect the influence of UWCD’s managed aquifer 

recharge activities in the Forebay area; additionally, water level changes at the coast may be 

smaller due to the fact that seawater may be intruding and occupying volume within the aquifer as 

freshwater recedes.  
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Although groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin recover to some degree after each 

drought period, elevations in coastal wells do not always recover to mean sea level. Historical 

elevations of coastal wells over time in relation to sea level are discussed in Section 2.3.3.  

2.3.1.2 Mugu Aquifer 

Spring and Fall 2015 Groundwater Elevations 

In the spring of 2015, recorded groundwater elevations in the Mugu Aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin 

ranged from −60.7 to 8.2 feet msl (Figure 2-10 Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Mugu Aquifer, 

March 2–29, 2015). In the fall of 2015, groundwater elevations ranged from −97.7 to −12.1 feet msl 

(Figure 2-11, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Mugu Aquifer, October 2–29, 2015).  

The highest groundwater elevations in the Mugu Aquifer are found in the Forebay in both the fall 

and spring of 2015 (Figures 2-10 and 2-11). The hydraulic gradient in the Forebay in the spring of 

2015 was approximately 0.003 feet/feet with groundwater flowing to the south and southwest. In the 

fall of 2015, the hydraulic gradient was approximately 0.002 feet/feet with groundwater flowing to 

the south and southwest. These gradients are based on the wells that are screened solely within the 

Mugu Aquifer, which are primarily located in the eastern part of the Subbasin. Groundwater 

elevations in the Mugu Aquifer are lowest in the southeastern area of the Subbasin. In general, 

elevations in the UAS in the southernmost corner of the Subbasin tend to be lower than in the central 

Subbasin (by as much as 40 to 80 feet), regardless of climatic cycles (FCGMA 2013). 

In the southeastern area of the Subbasin, groundwater elevations were −30 to −100 feet msl in 

2015 (Figures 2-10 and 2-11). The hydraulic gradient, directed toward the area of low groundwater 

elevations, was approximately 0.002 feet/feet to the southeast in the spring of 2015. In the fall of 

2015, the hydraulic gradient directed toward the area of low groundwater elevations ranged from 

approximately 0.004 to 0.009 feet/feet to the east-southeast. Coastal groundwater elevations were 

measured below or near sea level in both spring and fall of 2015, creating a presumably landward 

hydraulic gradient at the coast (Figures 2-10 and 2-11). 

There is uncertainty associated with the groundwater elevation contours, hydraulic gradient, and 

groundwater flow direction in the Mugu Aquifer in the spring and fall of 2015. The gradient is 

unknown in the northwestern area of the Subbasin, where there are no wells screened solely 

within the Mugu Aquifer. Additionally, fewer wells are screened solely within the Mugu Aquifer 

than are producing groundwater from the Mugu Aquifer. The majority of the wells that produce 

groundwater in the Mugu Aquifer are screened across multiple aquifers. These wells were not 

used to create the contour maps, in order to conform with the DWR GSP Regulations, Section 

354.14. For the central and eastern areas of the Subbasin in which there are well data in the Mugu 

Aquifer, the uncertainty in hydraulic gradient, flow direction, and groundwater elevation within 

the aquifer is particularly pronounced. In this area, groundwater appears to flow to the south-

southeast from the Oxnard Subbasin to the PVB (Figures 2-10 and 2-11).  
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Vertical Gradients 

Groundwater elevations in the Mugu Aquifer are lower than those in the overlying Oxnard Aquifer, 

resulting in a downward vertical gradient from the Oxnard Aquifer to the Mugu Aquifer 

throughout the Oxnard Subbasin (Table 2-2; Section 2.3.1.1, Oxnard Aquifer). Groundwater 

elevations in the Mugu Aquifer are higher than those in the underlying Hueneme Aquifer, resulting 

in a downward vertical gradient from the Mugu Aquifer to the Hueneme Aquifer in the Forebay 

and adjacent to Port Hueneme (Table 2-2). At monitoring well cluster 01N22W20M, adjacent to 

Port Hueneme, the downward vertical hydraulic gradient was 0.033 feet/feet in the spring of 2015 

and 0.039 feet/feet in the fall of 2015. At monitoring well cluster 02N22W23B, in the Forebay, 

the downward vertical hydraulic gradient was 0.012 feet/feet in the spring of 2015 and 0.028 

feet/feet in the fall of 2015.  

Within the Mugu Aquifer, a downward vertical gradient of 0.365 feet/feet was calculated in the 

spring of 2015 between Wells 01N21W32Q07S and 01N21W32Q05S (Figure 2-10). In the fall of 

2015, the downward vertical gradient was 0.560 feet/feet (Table 2-2; Figure 2-11).  

Historical Groundwater Elevation Trends 

Groundwater elevations in the Mugu Aquifer have declined and recovered over climatic cycles 

since the 1970s (Figure 2-12, Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Mugu Aquifer). Management 

policies and the construction and operation of water conservation facilities have also impacted 

historical groundwater elevations (see Section 2.3.1). Full hydrographs for Oxnard Subbasin wells 

with five or more groundwater elevation measurements are included in Appendix D. 

Groundwater elevation trends in Well 02N22W24P01S, the well with the longest historical 

groundwater elevation record in the Mugu Aquifer, track with the trends observed in the record of 

cumulative departure from the mean precipitation on the Oxnard Plain (Figure 2-12). Declines in 

groundwater elevation occurred between 1974 and 1977, 1984 and 1990, and 2011 and 2016, 

coincident with periods of drought shown in the declining limb of the cumulative departure from 

the mean precipitation curve (Figure 2-12). Groundwater elevations recovered after each historical 

drought period, but have not yet recovered from the drought beginning in 2011. The amount of 

historical recovery depends on the length of time between droughts and the amount of precipitation 

received in each of the water years between the droughts, as well as management measures, 

including artificial recharge and surface water deliveries, operative during the various periods. In 

1996, water levels exceeded the previous maximum in 1980 (Figure 2-12), likely due to several 

wet years during the 1990s and the influence of management actions taken, and water conservation 

facilities constructed in the 1980s and 1990s (see Section 2.3.1). In the late 1990s, artesian 

conditions were documented in the western Oxnard Subbasin (UWCD 1999). Since 2011, 

groundwater elevations in this well have declined approximately 100 feet.  
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The patterns of water level decline and recovery observed in Well 02N22W24P01S are observed 

in Mugu Aquifer wells throughout the Oxnard Subbasin, although absolute changes in water level 

vary geographically within the Subbasin (Figure 2-12). Well 02N22W24P01S is located near the 

Forebay area. Other wells in the Forebay area experienced similar water level declines and 

recoveries to those observed in Well 02N22W24P01S (Figure 2-12). Water levels in wells adjacent 

to the coast and in wells farther south, however, tend to have larger intra-annual variation (variation 

that occurs within a single year) in groundwater level, but a smaller drought response (e.g., Wells 

01N21W32Q05S and 01N21W19L11S; see Figure 2-12). The groundwater elevation in these 

wells declined between 20 and 80 feet between 2011 and 2015, whereas the groundwater elevation 

in wells in the Forebay area declined approximately 100 feet over the same period. The larger 

groundwater level changes observed in the northeastern Oxnard Subbasin likely reflect the 

influence of groundwater recharge from spreading basins in the Forebay area; additionally, 

groundwater level changes at the coast may be smaller due to the fact that seawater may be 

intruding and occupying volume within the aquifer as freshwater recedes.  

Although groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin recover after each drought period, 

groundwater elevations in coastal Mugu-specific wells in the southern Subbasin typically remain 

below mean sea level. Historical elevations of coastal wells over time in relation to sea level are 

discussed in Section 2.3.3. 

2.3.1.3 Hueneme Aquifer 

Spring and Fall 2015 Groundwater Elevations 

In the spring of 2015, recorded groundwater elevations in the Hueneme Aquifer in the Oxnard 

Subbasin ranged from −89.4 to 10.2 feet msl (Figure 2-13, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the 

Hueneme Aquifer, March 2–29, 2015). In the fall of 2015, groundwater elevations ranged from 

−115.5 to 2.1 feet msl (Figure 2-14, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Hueneme Aquifer, 

October 2–29, 2015). There are fewer wells screened solely in the Hueneme Aquifer than are 

screened in the Oxnard Aquifer, Mugu Aquifer, or FCA in the Oxnard Subbasin. The small number 

of wells screened solely within the Hueneme Aquifer creates uncertainty in the groundwater 

elevation contours, hydraulic gradient, and groundwater flow direction (Figures 2-13 and 2-14). 

This aquifer is present in the northern part of the Oxnard Subbasin but is absent to the south of 

Etting and Hueneme Roads (Mukae and Turner 1975). 

The highest groundwater elevations in the Hueneme Aquifer are found in the Forebay in both 

the fall and spring of 2015 (Figures 2-13 and 2-14). The hydraulic gradient in the Forebay in 

the spring of 2015 was approximately 0.008 feet/feet, with groundwater flowing to the 

southwest. In the fall of 2015 the hydraulic gradient was approximately 0.007 feet/feet, with 

groundwater flowing to the south-southwest.  
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Groundwater elevations in the Hueneme Aquifer are lowest south of the Forebay and west of 

Central Avenue (Figures 2-13 and 2-14). In this area, groundwater elevations were −80 to −100 

feet msl in 2015 (Figures 2-13 and 2-14). This area of lower groundwater elevations coincides 

with the location of several production wells that are screened solely within the Hueneme Aquifer 

(Figure 2-6). The hydraulic gradient, directed toward the area of low groundwater elevations, 

ranged from approximately 0.003 feet/feet to the southeast in the spring of 2015 to approximately 

0.008 feet/feet to the east-southeast in the fall of 2015. Coastal groundwater elevations were below 

or near sea level in both spring and fall of 2015, resulting in a landward hydraulic gradient at the 

coast (Figures 2-13 and 2-14).  

Vertical Gradients 

Groundwater elevations in the Hueneme Aquifer are lower than those in the overlying Mugu 

Aquifer, resulting in a downward vertical gradient from the Mugu Aquifer to the Hueneme Aquifer 

(Table 2-2; Section 2.3.1.2, Mugu Aquifer). Groundwater elevations in the Hueneme Aquifer were 

higher than those in the underlying FCA in both the spring and fall of 2015, except in the Forebay 

at Wells 02N22W23B03 and 02N22W23B04. In these wells, the groundwater elevation in the 

Hueneme Aquifer was higher than it was in the FCA in the spring of 2015, and lower than that in 

the FCA in the fall of 2015 (Table 2-2). In the spring of 2015, the downward vertical hydraulic 

gradient between the Hueneme Aquifer and FCA ranged from 0.014 feet/feet to 0.040 feet/feet. In 

the fall of 2015, the vertical hydraulic gradient between the Hueneme Aquifer and FCA ranged 

from 0.050 feet/feet downward adjacent to the coast, to 0.032 upward in the Forebay (Table 2-2).  

Within the Hueneme Aquifer, a downward vertical gradient of 0.017 feet/feet was calculated for 

Wells 01N22W20M03S and 01N22W20M02S in the spring of 2015 (Figure 2-13). In the fall of 

2015, the gradient in these wells was 0.019 feet, which is the same as it was in the spring. Farther 

north, in Wells 01N23W01C03S and 01N23W01C04S, the vertical gradient within the Hueneme 

Aquifer was similar to that calculated for Wells 01N22W20M03S and 01N22W20M02S. In the 

spring of 2015, the downward vertical hydraulic gradient was 0.009 feet/feet in Wells 

01N23W01C03S and 01N23W01C04S. In the fall, the downward vertical hydraulic gradient was 

0.010 feet/feet between Wells 01N23W01C03S and 01N23W01C04S (Table 2-2). 

In Wells 02N22W23B07S and 02N22W23B08S, in the Forebay, the downward vertical gradient 

is greater in the upper Hueneme Aquifer than in the lower Hueneme Aquifer (Table 2-2). The 

gradients within the Hueneme Aquifer in the Forebay are similar to those within the Hueneme 

Aquifer along the coast.  

Historical Groundwater Elevation Trends 

Groundwater elevations in the Hueneme Aquifer have declined and recovered over climatic cycles 

(Figure 2-15, Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Hueneme Aquifer). Management policies and 
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the construction and operation of water conservation facilities have also impacted historical 

groundwater elevations (see Section 2.3.1). Full hydrographs for Oxnard Subbasin wells with five 

or more groundwater elevation measurements are included in Appendix D. 

Groundwater elevation trends in Well 02N21W31P03S, the well with the longest historical 

groundwater elevation record in the Hueneme Aquifer, track with the trends observed in the record of 

cumulative departure from the mean precipitation on the Oxnard Plain (Figure 2-15). Declines in 

groundwater elevation occurred between 1974 and 1977, 1984 and 1990, and 2011 and 2016, 

coincident with periods of drought shown in the declining limb of the cumulative departure from the 

mean precipitation curve (Figure 2-15). Groundwater elevations largely recovered after each historical 

drought period, but have not yet recovered from the drought beginning in 2011. The amount of 

historical recovery depends on the length of time between droughts and the amount of precipitation 

received in each of the water years between the droughts, as well as the management measures, 

including artificial recharge and surface water deliveries, operative during the various periods. Since 

2011, groundwater elevations in this well have declined approximately 60 feet (Figure 2-15).  

The patterns of water level decline and recovery observed in Well 02N21W31P03S are also 

observed in Hueneme Aquifer Wells 01N22W03F05S and 01N22W26M03S, although the 

magnitude of the change in groundwater levels varies between the wells (Figure 2-15). Ignoring 

seasonal variations reflecting pumping, the spring high elevations between 1996 and 2010 were 

relatively stable in Well 01N22W26M03S and declined by approximately 32 feet in Well 

01N22W03F05S. Between 2011 and 2015, during a period of drought, groundwater elevations 

declined approximately 47 feet in Well 01N22W26M03S and approximately 55 feet in Well 

01N22W03F05S (Figure 2-15).  

Although groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin recover after each drought period, 

groundwater elevations in coastal wells can remain below mean sea level, resulting in a landward 

gradient near the coast.  

2.3.1.4 Fox Canyon Aquifer 

Spring and Fall 2015 Groundwater Elevations 

In the spring of 2015, recorded groundwater elevations in the FCA in the Oxnard Subbasin ranged 

from −107.3 to 3.9 feet msl (Figure 2-16, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Fox Canyon Aquifer, 

March 2–29, 2015). In the fall of 2015, groundwater elevations ranged from −156.3 to −24.6 feet msl 

(Figure 2-17, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Fox Canyon Aquifer, October 2–29, 2015).  

The highest groundwater elevations in the FCA are found in the Forebay in both the fall and 

spring of 2015 (Figures 2-16 and 2-17). The lowest recorded groundwater elevations are found 

at Well 01N21W06J05S, south of 5th Street, west of Pleasant Valley Road (Figures 2-16 and 
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2-17). The low groundwater elevations in this well reflects the production from the FCA at this 

location (Figure 2-6). However, there are several wells in the surrounding areas that produced 

more groundwater in 2015, but are screened across multiple aquifers in the LAS. The hydraulic 

gradient in the FCA was directed toward Well 01N21W06J05S in both the spring and fall of 

2015. In the spring of 2015, the hydraulic gradient was approximately 0.001 to 0.002 feet/feet. 

In the fall of 2015, the hydraulic gradient ranged from approximately 0.002 to approximately 

0.005 feet/feet. These gradients may not fully depict the direction and magnitude of flow within 

the FCA because more production wells are screened across multiple aquifers in the LAS than 

are screened solely within the FCA, and consequently production is occurring in areas of the 

aquifer that lack aquifer-specific groundwater elevation data. Coastal groundwater elevations 

were measured below or near sea level in both spring and fall of 2015, resulting in a landward 

hydraulic gradient (Figures 2-16 and 2-17). 

Vertical Gradients 

Groundwater elevations in the FCA are generally lower than those in the overlying aquifers 

(Figures 2-16 and 2-17; Table 2-2). In the spring of 2015, the downward vertical gradient from the 

Mugu Aquifer to the FCA ranged from 0.012 feet/feet in the Forebay to 0.390 feet/feet adjacent to 

Highway 1 (Figure 2-16; Table 2-2). In the fall of 2015, the downward vertical gradient from the 

Mugu Aquifer to the FCA ranged from 0.620 feet/feet in the Forebay to 0.028 feet/feet south of 

Hueneme Road.  

In the spring of 2015, the downward vertical gradient from the Hueneme Aquifer to the FCA was 

similar geographically, ranging from 0.014 feet/feet in the Forebay and along the coast north of 

Port Hueneme to 0.040 feet/feet adjacent to the coast at Port Hueneme (Table 2-2). In the fall of 

2015, the vertical hydraulic gradient between the Hueneme Aquifer and FCA ranged from 0.050 

feet/feet downward along the coast near Port Hueneme to 0.032 feet/feet upward in the Forebay 

(Table 2-2).  

Within the FCA, a downward vertical gradient of 0.005 feet/feet was calculated for Wells 

01N22W36K06S and 01N22W36K07S in the spring of 2015. The vertical hydraulic gradient in 

these wells, near Point Mugu, was 0.019 feet/feet downward in the fall of 2015. In the Mugu area 

the vertical flow to the FCA is a major mechanism for seawater intrusion. In the Forebay area, 

the vertical hydraulic gradient within the FCA was 0.014 feet/feet downward in the spring of 

2015 and 0.022 feet/feet upward in the fall of 2015 (Table 2-2; Wells 02N21W07L04S and 

02N21W07L06S).  

Groundwater elevations in the FCA are higher than those in the underlying GCA, except adjacent 

to Port Hueneme in Wells 01N22W28G04S and 01N22W28G05S (Table 2-2).  
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Historical Groundwater Elevation Trends 

Groundwater elevations in the FCA have declined and recovered over climatic cycles (Figure 2-18, 

Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Fox Canyon Aquifer). Management policies and the 

construction and operation of water conservation facilities have also impacted historical 

groundwater elevations (see Section 2.3.1). Full hydrographs for Oxnard Subbasin wells with five 

or more groundwater elevation measurements are included in Appendix D. 

Groundwater elevation trends in Well 01N22W26K04S, the well with the longest historical 

groundwater elevation record in the FCA, track with the trends observed in the record of 

cumulative departure from the mean precipitation on the Oxnard Plain (Figure 2-18). Declines in 

groundwater elevation occurred between 1974 and 1977, 1984 and 1990, and 2011 and 2016, 

coincident with periods of drought shown in the declining limb of the cumulative departure from 

the mean precipitation curve (Figure 2-18). Groundwater elevations recovered after each drought 

period prior to the most recent drought. Groundwater elevations have not yet recovered to pre-

2011 levels. 

The amount of historical recovery depends on the length of time between droughts and the amount 

of precipitation received in each of the water years between the droughts, as well as management 

measures, including artificial recharge and surface water deliveries, operative during the various 

periods. In 1999, water levels exceeded the previous maximum in 1983 (Figure 2-18), likely due 

to several wet years during the 1990s and the influence of management actions taken, and water 

conservation facilities constructed, in the 1980s and 1990s (see Section 2.3.1). In the late 1990s, 

artesian conditions were documented in the western Oxnard Subbasin (UWCD 1999).  

The patterns of groundwater level decline and recovery observed in Well 01N22W26K04S are 

observed in FCA wells throughout the Oxnard Subbasin, although absolute changes in 

groundwater level vary geographically within the Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-18). Well 

01N22W26K04S is located south of Hueneme Road. Other wells in this area experienced similar 

groundwater level declines and recoveries to those observed in Well 01N22W26K04S (Figure 

2-18). Wells farther inland tend to have larger intra-annual variations in groundwater level (e.g., 

Wells 01N21W06J05S and 01N21W09C04S; see Figure 2-18). The groundwater elevation in 

these wells declines by 40 to 50 feet each year between the spring high and fall low groundwater 

levels. In contrast, Well 01N23W01C02S, adjacent to the coast, declines approximately 5 feet 

between the spring high and fall low groundwater level (Figures 2-16, 2-17, and 2-18). 

Groundwater level changes at the coast may be smaller due to the fact that seawater may be 

intruding and occupying volume within the aquifer as freshwater recedes. 
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Although groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin recover after each drought period, 

groundwater elevations in coastal FCA-specific wells in the southern Subbasin typically remain 

below mean sea level.  

2.3.1.5 Grimes Canyon Aquifer 

Spring and Fall 2015 Groundwater Elevations 

The GCA is only found underlying the southern and eastern parts of the Oxnard Subbasin 

(Turner 1975). Only six wells in the Oxnard Subbasin are screened solely within the GCA. These 

wells are located in the southern part of the Subbasin, all located west of Revolon Slough (Figure 

2-19, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer, March 2–29, 2015). In 

the spring of 2015, recorded groundwater elevations in the GCA ranged from −31.3 to −75.6 feet 

msl (Figure 2-19). In the fall of 2015, groundwater elevations ranged from −38.6 feet msl to 

−114.2 feet msl (Figure 2-20, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer, 

October 2–29, 2015).  

Where measured, groundwater in the GCA flows to the east-northeast from the coast toward the 

Revolon Slough (Figures 2-19 and 2-20). In the spring of 2015, the hydraulic gradient in the 

vicinity of Point Mugu was approximately 0.003 feet/feet (Figure 2-19). In the fall of 2015, the 

hydraulic gradient was approximately 0.008 feet/feet (Figure 2-20).  

There is a large degree of uncertainty associated with the groundwater elevation contours, 

hydraulic gradient, and groundwater flow direction in the GCA in the spring and fall of 2015 

because so few wells are screened solely within the GCA. The direction of flow, as contoured by 

the wells that are screened within the GCA, likely reflects the LAS groundwater production south 

of Hueneme Road (Figure 2-6). However, no wells are screened solely within the GCA north of 

Hueneme Road; therefore, the groundwater elevation, hydraulic gradient, and direction of flow in 

the GCA is unknown for much of the Oxnard Subbasin. Coastal groundwater elevations were 

measured below or near sea level in both spring and fall of 2015, and consequently the hydraulic 

gradient was landward at the coast (Figures 2-19 and 2-20). 

Vertical Gradients 

Groundwater elevations in the GCA are generally lower than those in the overlying FCA, except 

adjacent to Port Hueneme in Wells 01N22W28G04S and 01N22W28G05S (Table 2-2). The 

downward vertical hydraulic gradient in the spring of 2015 ranged from 0.047 feet/feet downward 

at Wells 01N21W32Q04S and 01N21W32Q05S to 0.01 feet/feet upward Wells 01N22W28G04S 

and 01N22W28G05S (Table 2-2). Vertical hydraulic gradients were similar in the fall of 2015, 

ranging from 0.044 feet/feet downward to 0.019 feet/feet upward, in the same wells.  
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Only well cluster 01N21W32Q has two wells screened within the GCA (Wells 01N21W32Q02 and 

01N21W32Q03; Figure 2-19). Within the GCA, the vertical hydraulic gradient was 0.084 feet/feet 

upward in both the spring and fall of 2015 (Table 2-2).  

Historical Groundwater Elevation Trends 

Groundwater elevations in the GCA have been measured since 1989. Similar to the water levels 

in the overlying FCA, the groundwater levels in the GCA recovered between 1990 and 1996 

(Figure 2-21, Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer). Between 1996 and 

2010, groundwater elevations were relatively stable, with intra-annual variation of up to 80 feet 

per year, but with inter-annual variation (variation that occurs over a series of years) of 10 feet or 

less. Between 2011 and 2015 groundwater elevations in the GCA declined, coincident with a 

period of drought. Groundwater elevations in Wells 01N22W28G01S and 01N22W35E01S vary 

less than groundwater elevations in other GCA wells, potentially because they are relatively far 

from major centers of groundwater extraction or because they are adjacent to the coast, and the 

intrusion of seawater may moderate freshwater elevation changes (Figures 2-19 and 2-21).  

Although groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin recover to some degree after each 

drought period, elevations in coastal GCA-specific wells in the southern Subbasin remain below 

mean sea level. 

2.3.2 Estimated Change in Storage 

Estimated monthly change in storage values for the Oxnard Subbasin were generated by the 

numerical groundwater flow model prepared by UWCD (Appendix C). Monthly data reported 

from the model was summed to get the annual change in storage for the period from water year 

1986 to water year 2015. There are inherent uncertainties in using any numerical groundwater flow 

model. The uncertainty associated with the UWCD model estimates is explored in more detail in 

Appendix E, UWCD Model Peer Review. Model estimated change in storage for the aquifer, the 

UAS, and the LAS is presented below.  

The annual change in storage in the semi-perched aquifer ranged from an increase of 

approximately 16,300 AF in water year 1995 to a decrease of approximately 11,000 AF in water 

year 2014. The average annual change in storage in the semi-perched aquifer was a loss of storage 

of approximately 410 AFY. 

In the UAS, the annual change in storage ranged from an increase of approximately 63,000 AF in 

water year 2005 to a decrease of approximately 34,200 AF in water year 1987. The average annual 

change in storage in the UAS was a loss of approximately 2,800 AFY. 
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The LAS had a maximum annual increase in storage of approximately 7,300 AF in water year 

2005 and a maximum annual decrease in storage of approximately 8,000 AF in water year 1987. 

The average annual change in the LAS was a loss of approximately 220 AFY.  

Total average annual change in storage in the Oxnard Subbasin was a decrease in storage of 

approximately 3,400 AFY. For the entire Oxnard Subbasin, the annual change in storage ranged 

from an increase of approximately 81,000 AF in water year 2005 to a decrease of approximately 

48,700 AF in water year 1987 (Figure 2-22, Oxnard Subbasin Annual Change in Storage).  

The cumulative change in storage calculated by the model over the period of record, water years 

1986 through 2015, is presented on Figure 2-23, Oxnard Subbasin Cumulative Change in Storage. 

For the semi-perched aquifer, the UAS, and the LAS, the cumulative change in storage was a loss 

of approximately 12,300 AF, 82,500 AF, and 6,600 AF, respectively. The total cumulative loss for 

the entire Oxnard Subbasin was approximately 101,400 AF (Figure 2-23). Groundwater extraction 

(pumping) in the FCGMA is reported on a calendar year basis, so pumping and artificial recharge 

in figures is per calendar year, while change in storage is per water year. Annual change in storage 

is not strongly correlated to groundwater pumping in the Oxnard Plain (R2 < 0.5). In contrast, 

artificial groundwater recharge at the UWCD spreading grounds is correlated with change in 

storage (R2 > 0.8; see Figures 2-22 and 2-23). Therefore, maintaining the ability to recharge 

groundwater via the UWCD spreading grounds is critical to maintaining groundwater production 

in the Subbasin. 

The model results illustrated in Figures 2-22 and 2-23 represent the net change in groundwater 

storage in each of the aquifer systems in the Subbasin. These results, however, include flux of 

seawater into the coastal areas of the aquifer systems from offshore. The volume of seawater that 

intruded between 1986 and 2015 was calculated for the UAS and LAS. The volume of seawater 

calculated does not include coastal flux into or out of the semi-perched aquifer, as few production 

wells are screened solely in the semi-perched aquifer. In order to assess the change in freshwater 

storage in the Subbasin, the annual volume of seawater that intruded was subtracted from the annual 

total storage change discussed above.  

In the UAS, the average annual change in freshwater storage is a loss of approximately 6,600 AFY, 

which is more than two times greater than the total average annual change in storage for the UAS 

(2,800 AFY), including seawater intrusion (Figure 2-24, Oxnard Subbasin Annual Change in Storage 

Without Coastal Flux). In other words, approximately 3,800 AFY of seawater intrusion occurred in 

the UAS between water years 1986 and 2015. The maximum annual increase in freshwater storage 

was approximately 61,500 AF in water year 2005 and the maximum annual decrease in freshwater 

storage was approximately 48,500 AF in water year 1990.  
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The average annual change in freshwater storage in the LAS is a loss of approximately 5,700 AFY, 

which is 26 times greater than the total average annual change in storage for the LAS (220 AFY), 

including seawater intrusion (Figure 2-24). Therefore, there was approximately 5,500 AFY of 

seawater intrusion into the LAS between water years 1986 and 2015. The maximum increase of 

freshwater in storage in the LAS was approximately 2,820 AF in water year 1998 and the maximum 

decrease of freshwater in storage was approximately 15,150 AF in water year 1990.  

For the entire Oxnard Subbasin, there was an average decrease in freshwater storage of 

approximately 12,700 AFY, when coastal flux is removed, with a maximum increase in storage of 

approximately 74,700 AF in water year 2005 and a maximum decrease in storage of approximately 

73,500 AF in water year 1990 (Figure 2-24). Cumulatively between 1986 and 2015, the loss of 

freshwater in storage in the UAS was approximately 197,200 AF and the loss of freshwater in storage 

in the LAS was approximately 170,200 AF. The cumulative change in freshwater storage for both 

the UAS and LAS was a loss of approximately 367,400 AF. The cumulative change in storage for 

the entire Oxnard Subbasin, including the semi-perched aquifer, calculated by the model over the 

period of record, was a loss of approximately 380,200 AF of freshwater in storage, excluding coastal 

flux (Figure 2-25, Oxnard Subbasin Cumulative Change in Storage Without Coastal Flux). 

Estimates of model changes in storage have a level of uncertainty and are dependent on model 

input parameters. These parameters include groundwater pumping, artificial aquifer recharge, 

interbasin flows, recharge from precipitation and irrigation returns, stream leakage and 

groundwater discharge to streams, and inflows from the ocean. Numbers may also initially be 

biased due to assumptions about the initial groundwater levels used in the model, which are based 

on available well locations and measurements that may bias starting groundwater elevations 

modeled in the aquifers. These inputs were estimated using the best available data and calibrated 

to groundwater levels in the model to a reasonable extent (Appendix C). Changes in these input 

values from additional monitoring wells, the filling of data gaps, and model calibration and 

validation may result in changes in the modeled estimates of change in storage in the future.  

2.3.3 Seawater Intrusion 

Evidence of seawater intrusion in the Oxnard Subbasin was first documented in the 1930s in the 

vicinity of Port Hueneme and Point Mugu (DWR 1965). Since that time, the landward extent of 

the saline water impact front has been monitored and the causes and sources of increasing chloride 

concentrations have been studied. Table 2-3 lists historical seawater intrusion reports and studies 

on the Oxnard Subbasin. 

An elevated risk of seawater intrusion has been found to exist near Port Hueneme and Point Mugu 

due to the near shore presence of the groundwater–seawater contact in deeply incised submarine 

canyons (UWCD 2016a).  
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Seawater intrusion has been documented in both aquifer systems, and in each primary aquifer, in 

the Oxnard Subbasin. Seawater preferentially intrudes the aquifers in permeable sand and gravel 

beds (UWCD 2016a). As a result, the eastward extent of the saline water impact front varies from 

north to south along the coastline and within each aquifer (UWCD 2016a). In the Oxnard Subbasin, 

seawater that has intruded the aquifers in the vicinity of Port Hueneme tends to flow southward 

toward Point Mugu even after groundwater elevations rise and the landward hydraulic gradient is 

reversed (UWCD 2016a). As a result, higher groundwater elevations in the aquifer do not tend to 

flush the seawater back out of the aquifer via the original intrusion pathway (UWCD 2016a). 

Consequently, impacts associated with seawater intrusion have not been eliminated during wetter-

than-average climatic periods.  

2.3.3.1 Causes of Saline Impacts in the Oxnard Subbasin 

Under seaward groundwater gradients, groundwater in the Oxnard Subbasin generally flows south 

and west from the Oxnard Forebay area toward the Pacific Ocean and out to sea. When 

groundwater heads near the coast fall below sea level or, in confined aquifers, the sea-level-

equivalent elevation according to the depth of the aquifer outcrop, the gradient reverses.4  

In addition to seawater intrusion, low groundwater heads in confined zones in the Oxnard Subbasin 

can create conditions under which high-salinity waters from non-marine sources impact freshwater 

aquifers. These sources include connate (groundwater trapped in sedimentary rocks due their 

deposition) brines released during compaction of aquitards and older, higher-salinity groundwater 

upwelling from geologic formations deeper than the lower extent of the freshwater aquifers 

(Izbicki 1991, 1996; UWCD 2016a; Izbicki et al. 2005). 

Thirdly, although the major aquifer units in the Oxnard Subbasin are commonly separated by low-

permeability units, vertical gradients, long-screened wells, and areas of mergence between aquifers 

can result in vertical groundwater movement between major aquifers (UWCD 2016a). In 

particular, because water elevations are typically higher in the semi-perched aquifer than in the 

deeper confined aquifers, higher-salinity water from the semi-perched aquifer may reach confined 

aquifers via one or more of these mechanisms. Seawater intrusion also enters the FCA from vertical 

flow from the Mugu aquifer in the Mugu area. 

Because zones of low groundwater head cause seawater intrusion and release of connate water 

from aquitards, and potentially influence non-marine brine migration into freshwater aquifers, 

distinguishing the source of salts in any given well is not always possible, particularly at chloride 

concentrations less than 500 mg/L (Izbicki 1996). In the southeastern Subbasin, near the Mugu 

                                                 
4  Because seawater is approximately 1.025 times denser than freshwater (using the Ghyben-Herzberg theory [De 

Wiest 1998]), the elevation of confined freshwater necessary to counterbalance the pressure of the water in the 

sea can be several feet above sea level, and depends on the depth at which an aquifer crops out in the ocean (i.e., 

the deeper the outcrop, the higher the freshwater elevation necessary to counterbalance the pressure of seawater). 
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submarine canyon, upward migration of brines can cause chloride concentrations to increase 

before the saline water impact front reaches a well (Izbicki 1996). Because the chloride 

concentration measured in wells near the Mugu submarine canyon reflect the combined effects of 

brine migration and seawater intrusion, it is difficult to define the leading edge of the saline water 

impact front using chloride concentrations in this area (Izbicki 1996). The USGS and UWCD 

models included faults in the Mugu Lagoon area that limit the hydraulic connection of the LAS in 

the Oxnard Basin to the Pacific Ocean (Hanson et al. 2003; Appendix C). 

2.3.3.2 Current Extent of Seawater Intrusion 

The known extent of saline water intrusion in the UAS and LAS in 2015 generally occurred near 

and southeast of Port Hueneme and in the area surrounding Mugu Lagoon. As of 2015, although 

seawater intrusion had been reduced in the Oxnard Subbasin due to management actions and wet 

climatic conditions in the 1990s and 2000s, TDS and chloride concentrations as high as 49,600 and 

20,700 mg/L, respectively, were found in wells inland of the southern Oxnard coast (both measured 

in Well 01N22W07R05S; see Appendix F, Coastal Seawater Intrusion WL vs. CL Plots, and recent 

water quality data in Section 2.3.4, Groundwater Quality). The extent of saline water intrusion in the 

Oxnard Subbasin in 2015 is shown in cross section on Figure 2-26 (Approximate 2015 North–South 

Saline Water Intrusion Extent) and in plan view on Figures 2-27 through 2-32 (Coastal Chloride 

Concentrations, Fall 2015).5 As discussed, chloride concentrations above 500 mg/L in the area of 

the Mugu Lagoon can be caused by both seawater intrusion and brine migration. Although this 

section focuses on areas that are known to be susceptible to seawater intrusion, the precise extent of 

current seawater intrusion impacts is difficult to separate from the areas that are impacted by release 

of saline water from connate brines. Therefore, the current area of seawater intrusion is smaller than 

the area of high chloride concentrations shown in Figures 2-27 through 2-32.  

Additionally, the inland extent of seawater intrusion varies by aquifer (see Figure 2-26). Between 

1985 and 2015, UWCD groundwater model estimates suggest that approximately 1,800 AFY of 

groundwater flowed from the semi-perched aquifer to the Pacific Ocean. In the UAS (Oxnard and 

Mugu Aquifers), in years characterized by relatively high rainfall, groundwater flowed from the 

aquifers to the ocean in the spring, and the flow reversed in the fall; conversely, in dry years ocean 

water flowed into the aquifers in all seasons. On average, over the entire model period, there was 

approximately 3,900 AFY of seawater intrusion into the UAS in the Oxnard Subbasin. In the LAS, 

the direction of flow varied by aquifer. The direction of flow in the Hueneme Aquifer was 

primarily from the ocean to the aquifer, though there are some months in which the flow direction 

was seaward. In the FCA and the GCA, ocean water flowed into the aquifers in every month in the 

period of record. The average seawater intrusion in the LAS was approximately 5,500 AFY during 

the model period.  

                                                 
5  Saline water is typically defined as groundwater with a TDS concentration between 10,000 and 35,000 mg/L.  
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2.3.3.3 Historical Progression of Seawater Intrusion 

Chloride concentrations were first measured in the Oxnard Subbasin in the 1920s. Between 1920 

and 1929, the chloride concentration in three wells in the UAS ranged from 40 to 81 mg/L, with 

the lowest chloride concentration detected at the coast near Port Hueneme (FCGMA 2007). 

Groundwater elevations at this time ranged from 2 to 22 feet msl (FCGMA 2007). By 1934, when 

groundwater elevations in the UAS declined to −2 to 9 feet msl, the chloride concentration at a 

coastal well near Port Hueneme was 1,346 mg/L (FCGMA 2007). This was the first evidence of a 

potential saline water impact front in the vicinity of Port Hueneme. Between 1935 and 1940, 

chloride concentrations at the coast declined again and remained below 50 mg/L from 1934 to 

1949 (FCGMA 2007). By 1954, however, as groundwater elevations in the UAS had declined to 

as much as −35 feet msl, seawater intrusion is interpreted to have affected an approximately 

1-square-mile area near Port Hueneme, where two UAS wells had chloride concentrations of 1,070 

and 1,925 mg/L.  

This area of seawater intrusion expanded to the north and east between 1954 and 1959, and by 

1959 an additional area of seawater intrusion was identified in the UAS north and east of Point 

Mugu (FCGMA 2007). Chloride concentrations near Port Hueneme reached 27,350 mg/L and 

those near Point Mugu reached 11,475 mg/L (FCGMA 2007). As groundwater elevations 

remained below sea level, the two areas of seawater intrusion continued to expand through the 

1960s and 1970s, with the saline water impact front eventually reaching as much as 3 miles inland 

near Port Hueneme by the early 1980s (Izbicki 1996; FCGMA 2007).  

The implementation of management strategies and pumping allocations by the FCGMA, along 

with increased rainfall in the late 1970s and early 1980s, reduced the area of the UAS affected by 

seawater intrusion, even as groundwater elevations remained below sea level throughout much of 

the Subbasin (FCGMA 2007). With the completion of the Freeman Diversion, which allowed for 

increased aquifer recharge at the spreading basins operated by UWCD, and additional above-

average rainfall years, groundwater elevations in much of the UAS rose above sea level and the 

area of the UAS affected by seawater intrusion decreased in the 1990s (FCGMA 2007).  

At the same time that seawater intrusion in the UAS was being managed and mitigated in the 1980s 

and 1990s, seawater intrusion began to affect the LAS (FCGMA 2007). By 1989, chloride was 

detected at a concentration of 6,700 mg/L at a well near Port Hueneme (FCGMA 2007). By 1994, 

chloride concentrations between 1,000 and 7,000 mg/L were detected near both Port Hueneme and 

Point Mugu (FCGMA 2007). The area impacted by seawater intrusion remained smaller in the 

LAS than in the UAS throughout the 1980s and 1990s.  

Between 2000 and 2013, groundwater elevations in the UAS remained above sea level and there 

was little change in the extent of seawater intrusion near Port Hueneme (UWCD 2016a). As 
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groundwater elevations dropped below sea level during the recent drought, however, chloride 

concentrations in UAS monitoring wells near the coast began to increase and the saline water 

impact front expanded eastward again (UWCD 2016a). Near the Mugu submarine canyon, the 

groundwater elevations in the UAS have remained below sea level and chloride concentrations in 

wells near the coast are close to those of seawater (UWCD 2016a). The current extent of saline 

water intrusion in both the UAS and the LAS is shown in Figures 2-27 through 2-32.  

2.3.3.4 Relationships between Groundwater Elevation and Seawater Intrusion 

The relationship between groundwater elevations and seawater intrusion, as measured by changes 

in chloride concentration, is complex. Since the 1950s, water levels in the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers 

in coastal areas have historically fallen below sea level in response to increased production and drought 

cycles (Figures 2-9a and 2-12). Unlike areas farther inland, the water levels below sea level resulted in 

seasonal seawater intrusion during the fall irrigation season and during droughts in coastal wells in the 

vicinity of Point Hueneme and Point Mugu (Figure 2-33, Groundwater Flux along the Coast in the 

Upper Aquifer System). In contrast, as groundwater production increased in the LAS, water levels in 

the FCA and the GCA near the coast quickly fell below sea level and have remained there since 

the 1980s, even after periods of above-average precipitation (Figures 2-18 and 2-21). The UWCD 

model indicates continuous flux from the ocean into these aquifers since 1985 (Figure 2-34, 

Groundwater Flux along the Coast in the Lower Aquifer System). 

Some wells located near Port Hueneme and screened in the Oxnard Aquifer and the Hueneme 

Aquifer have chloride concentrations that rise as groundwater elevations decline and that decline 

as groundwater elevations rise. This relationship is shown in Wells 01N22W20M05S and 

01N22W29D03S on Figure 2-35 (Selected Historical Records of Water Elevation and Chloride 

Concentration). All the wells with chloride and groundwater measurements are shown on Figure 

2-36 (Locations of Selected Coastal Wells with Historical Measurements of Chloride 

Concentration and Water Elevation). It should be noted, however, that changes in chloride 

concentration in groundwater lag behind changes in groundwater elevation by up to 2 years in 

these wells. This response suggests that by the time the chloride response to declining groundwater 

elevations is measured, seawater intrusion has already begun.  

The relationship between chloride concentration and groundwater elevation observed in Wells 

01N22W20M05S and 01N22W29D03S is not universal throughout the Subbasin. In Well 

01N22W29D02S, which is located in the same well cluster as Well 01N22W29D03S and is 

screened deeper in the Hueneme Aquifer, the concentration of chloride increased from 1995 

through 2015, independent of groundwater elevation (Figures 2-35[C] and 2-36). The long-

term increase in chloride concentration observed in this well suggests that groundwater 

elevations, even when above sea level, are not limiting the increasing chloride concentrations. 

A similar trend is observed in Well 01S21W08L03S, which is screened in the GCA and is 
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located near Point Mugu; however, in this well groundwater elevations have remained below 

sea level since 1990 (Figures 2-35[D] and 2-36). One explanation is that the southern flow of 

groundwater along the coast from Port Hueneme discussed above may limit the ability to flush 

some areas of saltwater back out of Grimes Canyon.  

A complete set of hydrographs for all wells from which both chloride and groundwater elevation 

data have been collected, showing the relationship between chloride concentration and 

groundwater elevation, is provided in Appendix F. A summary of the relationship between chloride 

concentration and groundwater elevation by region within the Oxnard Subbasin is provided below. 

North Coast  

In the north coastal Oxnard Plains, groundwater elevations in one nested well cluster 

(01N23W01C02S-05S) screened in the Oxnard Aquifer, the Hueneme Aquifer, and the FCA, were 

below sea level in the early 1990s, generally remained above or near sea level between the mid-

1990s and early 2010s, and dropped below sea level between 2013 and 2015 (Appendix F). In 

spite of the low groundwater elevations in the historical record, the chloride concentration in the 

four nested wells 01N23W01C02S–01N23W01C05S (Figure 2-36) has not exceeded 55 mg/L 

since the wells were completed in 1990 (Appendix F). Additionally, recent chloride concentrations 

in both the UAS and the LAS are typically below 100 mg/L (see Section 2.3.4). The aquifers of 

the Oxnard Subbasin are believed to crop out on the ocean floor where direct documentation of 

seawater intrusion cannot be measured.  

Port Hueneme  

In the vicinity of Port Hueneme, groundwater elevations in confined aquifers were below sea level 

in the early 1990s, recovered to elevations above sea level, remained there for two decades, and 

dropped below sea level between 2011 and 2014 after the onset of the recent drought. Records 

from nested wells 01N22W20M01 through 01N22W20M06 (which are screened in the semi-

perched aquifer, the Oxnard Aquifer, the Mugu Aquifer, two zones in the Hueneme Aquifer, and 

the FCA; see Figure 2-36 and Appendix F) underscore the variability in the relationships between 

groundwater elevation and seawater intrusion in different water-bearing units. Despite the 

similarity in the five profiles of groundwater elevation over time, seawater preferentially intruded 

the Oxnard Aquifer in the past, and rising concentrations of chloride are observed in the Oxnard 

Aquifer, the Hueneme Aquifer, and the FCA in response to the recent decline in groundwater 

elevations. In this area, offshore outcrops of the older alluvium and the San Pedro Formation occur 

in the Hueneme submarine canyon. These outcrops provide a direct link between the Pacific Ocean 

and the freshwater aquifers of the Oxnard Subbasin. This region is susceptible to seawater 

intrusion, as demonstrated by chloride concentrations and groundwater elevations since the 1950s.  
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South Coast  

In general, groundwater elevations in the Mugu Aquifer, FCA, and GCA in the South Coast Region 

have remained near or below sea level since the early 1990s (Figure 2-36 and Appendix F). 

Elevations in the Hueneme and Oxnard Aquifers largely remained above sea level between the mid-

1990s and early 2010s. Within the upper Oxnard Aquifer, chloride concentrations have been 

decreasing, while rising chloride concentrations have been measured in the lower Oxnard Aquifer. 

In this area, elevated chloride concentrations in the Oxnard Aquifer likely result from southward 

migration of seawater that intruded the aquifer in the vicinity of Port Hueneme during earlier periods 

of low groundwater elevations (UWCD 2016a). This region does not typically experience direct 

seawater intrusion via offshore outcrops, but rather rising chloride concentrations indicate previous 

episodes of seawater intrusion via the Hueneme Canyon to the north.  

Point Mugu  

In all but one case, groundwater elevations in the vicinity of Mugu Lagoon have remained below 

sea level since the 1990s. Chloride concentrations exceeding 1,000 mg/L are measured in the 

majority of monitoring wells in this region (Figure 2-36; Appendix F). However, as noted above, 

some of the elevated chloride concentrations in this area are from the upwelling of connate water 

and the migration of groundwater to the LAS from the UAS. 

2.3.4 Groundwater Quality  

FCGMA adopted Basin Management Objectives (BMOs) for nitrate, chloride, and TDS in the 

Oxnard Subbasin for its 2007 Groundwater Management Plan Update (FCGMA 2007; Table 2-4). 

Additionally, the Water Quality Control Plan: Los Angeles Region (Basin Plan) specifies Water 

Quality Objectives (WQOs) for TDS, chloride, nitrate, sulfate (SO4), boron, and nitrogen (mg/L 

nitrate) (LARWQCB 2013; Table 2-4). The current and historical distribution of these five 

constituents are discussed below. There are too few measurements of water quality in wells 

screened solely within a single aquifer to allow for meaningful discussion of water quality by 

aquifer. Additionally, as discussed in Section 2.3.1, the majority of the groundwater production in 

the Oxnard Subbasin occurs in wells that are screened across multiple aquifers. This production 

has the potential to impact water quality in multiple aquifers simultaneously. Therefore, impacts 

to groundwater quality in the Oxnard Subbasin are considered based on aquifer system.  

Groundwater quality monitoring within the Oxnard Subbasin occurs on different schedules for 

different wells. In order to assess the current groundwater quality conditions within the Oxnard 

Subbasin, the most recent concentration of each of the five constituents listed above was mapped 

for samples collected between 2011 and 2015. Historical groundwater quality hydrographs are 

presented in Appendix G, Water Quality Hydrographs. Statistics on the most recent sample date, 

the maximum and minimum concentrations measured, the number of times sampled, and the 
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number of samples whose concentration exceeded the relevant water quality threshold are 

presented in Appendix H, FCGMA Water Quality Statistics.  

2.3.4.1 Total Dissolved Solids 

Sources of high TDS water in the Oxnard Subbasin include seawater and brines migrating via 

faults or upwelling from older geologic formations (see Section 2.3.3). Additionally, in the UAS, 

improperly abandoned wells in the semi-perched aquifer and high chloride brines in fine-grained 

lagoonal deposits in the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers, can contribute to high concentrations of TDS 

in the groundwater (Izbicki 1996). The water quality objective for TDS is 1,200 mg/L in the 

Forebay and confined aquifers, and 3,000 mg/L in the unconfined aquifers (LARWQCB 2013). 

The 2007 FCGMA BMO for TDS is 1,200 mg/L for the Forebay (FCGMA 2007). UAS wells with 

concentrations of TDS greater than 1,200 mg/L are found throughout the Oxnard Subbasin. 

Upper Aquifer System 

Concentration of TDS in groundwater in the UAS ranged from 652 mg/L to 49,600 mg/L between 

2011 and 2015 (Figure 2-37a, Upper Aquifer System – Most Recent Total Dissolved Solids [mg/L] 

Measured 2011–2015, and Figure 2-37b, Upper Aquifer System, Forebay Area – Most Recent 

Total Dissolved Solids [mg/L] Measured 2011–2015). Water with TDS concentrations greater than 

35,000 mg/L is considered brine. Both the highest and lowest concentrations of TDS were 

measured adjacent to the coast in Wells 01N22W27R05S and 01N22W27C02S, respectively 

(Figure 2-37a). The highest concentrations of TDS are found in coastal wells in areas known to be 

impacted by seawater intrusion (e.g., Well 01S21W08L04S) and release of connate brines from 

clay layers (e.g., Well 01N22W27R05S). The concentration of TDS in Well 01N22W27R05S has 

been increasing since 2013, while the concentration of TDS in Well 01S21W08L04S has remained 

stable over the last 5 years.  

In the Forebay, Wells 02N22W23B02S and 02N22W23C05S have been used as BMO wells for 

TDS. In 2015, the concentration of TDS measured in a sample collected from Well 

02N22W23B02S was 1,230 mg/L, and the concentration of TDS measured in a sample collected 

from Well 02N22W23C05S was 1,070 mg/L. The concentration of TDS in each of these wells has 

been increasing over the past 5 years (FCGMA 2016).  

Lower Aquifer System 

In general, TDS concentrations in the LAS are higher in the southern Oxnard Subbasin than in the 

northern part of the Subbasin (Figure 2-38, Lower Aquifer System – Most Recent Total Dissolved 

Solids [mg/L] Measured 2011–2015). Concentration of TDS in groundwater in the LAS ranged 

from 392 mg/L to 37,200 mg/L between 2011 and 2015 (Figure 2-38). The highest concentration 

was measured in Well 01N21W32Q03S, which is in the southern Oxnard Subbasin, inland from 
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the coast, and is screened within the GCA (Figure 2-38). The higher concentration of TDS in this 

area likely resulted from upward migration of brines in deeper formations. This migration may 

have been induced or exacerbated by lowered groundwater elevations from groundwater 

production in the LAS, although the concentration of TDS in this well has increased steadily since 

1995, even during periods when groundwater elevations were 40 to 100 feet higher than they were 

in 2015 (Izbicki 1991; Izbicki et al. 2005; UWCD 2016a).  

The lowest concentration of TDS was measured in Well 01N22W35E03S, screened in the FCA 

south of Port Hueneme (Figure 2-38). The concentration of TDS in this well was 392 mg/L in 2015. 

TDS concentrations in this well have remained relatively stable over the last 5 years, neither 

increasing nor decreasing with the onset of the 2011 drought.  

2.3.4.2 Chloride 

Sources of water high in chloride in the Oxnard Subbasin include modern seawater, groundwater 

from the semi-perched aquifer, connate water from fine-grained lagoonal deposits in the Oxnard 

and Mugu formations, and brines migrating via faults or upwelling from older geologic formations 

(see Section 2.3.3). The UAS has a long history of seawater intrusion, with groundwater elevations 

below sea level measured as early as the 1930s (see Section 2.3.3; UWCD 2016a). Seawater 

intrusion affects a smaller area of the LAS than the UAS, and is more pronounced near Point Mugu 

than near Port Hueneme (UWCD 2016a). Brine migration along faults and from deeper geologic 

formations also affects the chloride concentration in the LAS (Izbicki 1991).  

The water quality objective for chloride is 150 mg/L in the Forebay and confined aquifers, and 

500 mg/L in the unconfined aquifers (LARWQCB 2013). The BMO for chloride is 150 mg/L for 

the UAS and LAS.  

Upper Aquifer System 

Concentration of chloride in groundwater in the UAS ranged from 23 mg/L to 20,700 mg/L 

between 2011 and 2015 (Figure 2-39a, Upper Aquifer System – Most Recent Chloride [mg/L] 

Measured 2011–2015, and Figure 2-39b, Upper Aquifer System, Forebay Area – Most Recent 

Chloride [mg/L] Measured 2011–2015). Chloride concentrations in the UAS are higher near the 

coast, from Point Hueneme south to Point Mugu, than inland or north of Port Hueneme (Figure 

2-39a). The lowest concentration of chloride was measured in Well 01N22W11C02S in the central 

Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-39a). This well was only sampled one other time, in 1952, and the 

concentration of chloride measured at that time was 83 mg/L. Between 2011 and 2015, the 

concentration of chloride was less than 150 mg/L in the Forebay (Figure 2-39b). 

The highest concentration of chloride (20,700 mg/L) was measured in Well 01N22W27R05S, 

adjacent to the coast south of Port Hueneme (Figure 2-39a). Groundwater from this well also had 



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-36 

the highest concentration of TDS. The concentration of chloride in this well has been increasing 

since 2013. The concentration of chloride in Well 01S21W08L04S, a BMO well near Point Mugu, 

was 17,500 mg/L in 2015. The concentration of chloride in this well has been stable over the last 

5 years (FCGMA 2016). Of the nine BMO wells with chloride concentration objectives in the 

UAS, three have had increasing chloride concentrations over the past 5 years (Wells 

01N22W20J07S, 01N22W20J08S, and 01S22W01H03S), although all of the BMO wells have had 

water levels below their targets as a result of the drought.  

Lower Aquifer System 

In general, chloride concentrations in the LAS are higher in the southern Oxnard Subbasin than 

they are elsewhere in the Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-40, Lower Aquifer System – Most Recent 

Chloride [mg/L] Measured 2011–2015). In the Forebay, the concentration of chloride in 

groundwater is less than 100 mg/L, while concentrations of chloride south of Port Hueneme exceed 

500 mg/L (Figure 2-40).  

Concentration of chloride in groundwater in the LAS ranged from 33 mg/L to 14,300 mg/L 

between 2011 and 2015 (Figure 2-40). The lowest concentration of chloride was measured in Well 

01N23W01C02S on the coast, north of Port Hueneme (Figure 2-40). The concentration of chloride 

in this well has remained stable since it was first measured in 1990.  

The highest concentration of chloride was measured in Well 01N21W32Q03S, in the southern 

Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-40). In this well, the concentration of chloride has increased since it 

was first measured in 1991. At that time the concentration of chloride in the well was 340 mg/L. 

BMO Well 01S21W08L03S is also located in the southern Oxnard Subbasin, in the vicinity of 

Point Mugu. This is the only BMO well in the LAS that has had increasing concentrations of 

chloride over the past 5 years despite all of the BMO wells having water levels below their targets 

(FCGMA 2016).  

2.3.4.3 Nitrate  

Nitrate concentrations above WQOs and BMOs are present in the Forebay of the Oxnard Subbasin 

(UWCD 2008). These concentrations are likely a legacy of historical septic discharges and 

agricultural fertilizer application practices.6 Historical discharges have resulted in concentrations 

that impact beneficial uses and users of the Oxnard Subbasin. In particular, not all municipal users 

of groundwater in this area have the ability to blend groundwater with nitrate exceeding the federal 

maximum contaminant level for nitrate as NO3 of 45 mg/L.  

                                                 
6  Ventura County extended sewer lines into this area in the years between 2000 and 2011 to address additional 

discharges of nitrate.  
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Historical nitrate concentrations in the Forebay are most impacted by the quantity of surface water 

available for spreading from the Santa Clara River. The river water has lower concentrations of 

nitrate than the groundwater. Therefore, during periods when Santa Clara River water is used to 

recharge the Subbasin, groundwater concentrations of nitrate decrease. Conversely, during periods 

of drought, groundwater concentrations of nitrate in the Forebay tend to increase.  

The BMO for nitrate is 22.5 mg/L in the Forebay (FCGMA 2007). The WQO for nitrate as NO3 is 

45 mg/L for the entire Oxnard Subbasin (LARWQCB 2013).  

Upper Aquifer System 

Between 2011 and 2015, concentrations of nitrate as NO3 in groundwater in the UAS ranged from 

below the detection limit to 240 mg/L (Figure 2-41a, Upper Aquifer System – Most Recent Nitrate 

[mg/L as Nitrate] Measured 2011–2015, and Figure 2-37B). The highest concentration was 

measured in Well 02N22W26C01S in the Forebay (Figure 2-41b, Upper Aquifer System, Forebay 

Area – Most Recent Nitrate [mg/L as Nitrate] Measured 2011–2015). However, the concentration 

of nitrate measured in a sample collected from the same well in 2011 was only 4.9 mg/L. Similarly, 

nitrate concentrations in Wells 02N22W23B02 and 02N33W23C05S, which are both BMO wells, 

increased between 2011 and 2016. The concentration of nitrate in Well 02N22W23B02 was 4.1 

mg/L in 2011 and was as high as 127 mg/L in 2015. The concentration of nitrate in Well 

02N22W23C05 was 2.8 mg/L in 2011 and was as high as 31.9 mg/L in 2015.  

Outside of the Forebay, the concentration of nitrate in the groundwater decreases rapidly and is 

not correlated with recharge from the spreading basins. In general, nitrate as NO3 concentrations 

are highest in the southern Forebay and northeastern Oxnard Subbasin. The lowest concentrations 

are found in the southern Oxnard Subbasin, with the concentration of nitrate below the detection 

limit in the majority of the wells in the southern Subbasin (Figure 2-41a).  

Lower Aquifer System 

Concentrations of nitrate as NO3 in groundwater in the LAS are lower than they are in the UAS. 

Between 2011 and 2015, the concentration of nitrate as NO3 in wells screened in the LAS ranged 

from below the detection limit to 57 mg/L. The highest concentration was measured in Well 

02N21W19A03S, in the northeastern Oxnard Subbasin. The concentration of nitrate in this well 

may be influenced by downward migration of water and is not representative of general nitrate 

concentrations within the LAS. The next-highest concentration of nitrate was measured in Well 

01N22W23R02. The concentration of nitrate in the well was 22.1 mg/L (Figure 2-42, Lower 

Aquifer System – Most Recent Nitrate [mg/L as Nitrate] Measured 2011–2015). The majority 

of the wells in the LAS have nitrate as NO3 concentrations below the detection limit. In the 

Forebay, the concentration of nitrate as NO3 is lower in the LAS than it is in the UAS (Figures 

2-41b and 2-42). 
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2.3.4.4 Sulfate 

Sources of sulfate in the Oxnard Subbasin include mineral dissolution in groundwater and seawater 

intrusion. The majority of the wells in the Oxnard Subbasin have sulfate concentrations below 600 

mg/L. Similar to nitrate, wells in the Forebay tend to have higher concentrations of sulfate than wells 

farther south, with the notable exception of Wells 01N22W27R05S and 01S21W08L04S (Figure 

2-43a, Upper Aquifer System – Most Recent Sulfate [mg/L] Measured 2011–2015). The water 

quality objective for sulfate is 600 mg/L in the Forebay and confined aquifers, and 1,000 mg/L in 

the unconfined aquifers (LARWQCB 2013).  

Upper Aquifer System 

Concentrations of sulfate in the UAS ranged from 100 mg/L to 5,740 mg/L between 2011 and 2015 

(Figure 2-43a and Figure 2-43b, Upper Aquifer System, Forebay Area – Most Recent Sulfate [mg/L] 

Measured 2011–2015). High concentrations of sulfate near the coast are generally indicative of 

seawater intrusion. The highest concentration was measured in Well 01N22W27R05S, which also 

had the highest concentration of chloride and TDS. The concentrations of each of these constituents 

has increased since 2013. The lowest concentration was measured in Well 01N22W36K09S in the 

southern Oxnard Subbasin.  

Lower Aquifer System 

Concentrations of sulfate in the LAS ranged from below the detection limit to 2,030 mg/L between 

2011 and 2015 (Figure 2-44, Lower Aquifer System – Most Recent Sulfate [mg/L] Measured 2011–

2015). High concentrations of sulfate near the coast are generally indicative of seawater intrusion. 

The highest concentration was measured in Well 01N21W32Q03S, which also had the highest 

concentration of chloride and TDS. Only four wells in the LAS had concentrations of sulfate that 

exceeded 600 mg/L. These wells are distributed throughout the Oxnard Subbasin and do not follow 

a clear geographic pattern. Similar to nitrate, LAS wells in the Forebay have lower concentrations 

of sulfate than UAS wells in the Forebay (Figure 2-44).  

2.3.4.5 Boron 

Sources of boron in the Oxnard Subbasin include seawater intrusion in coastal areas and release 

of anthropogenic (introduced by human activities) boron from past septic tank uses. The WQO for 

boron in the Oxnard Subbasin is 1 mg/L (LARWQCB 2013). 

Upper Aquifer System 

Concentrations of boron in the UAS ranged from 0.05 mg/L to 5.9 mg/L between 2011 and 2015 

(Figure 2-45a, Upper Aquifer System – Most Recent Boron [mg/L] Measured 2011–2015, and 
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Figure 2-45b, Upper Aquifer System, Forebay Area – Most Recent Boron [mg/L] Measured 2011–

2015). The highest concentration was measured in Well 01N22W27R05S, which also had the 

highest concentrations of sulfate, chloride, and TDS. The lowest concentration was measured in 

Well 02N22W24A01S, in the northeastern Oxnard Subbasin (Figure 2-45a). Only seven wells in 

the UAS had boron concentrations greater than 1 mg/L between 2011 and 2015. 

Lower Aquifer System 

Concentrations of boron in the LAS ranged from 0.3 mg/L to 2.2 mg/L between 2011 and 2015 

(Figure 2-46, Lower Aquifer System – Most Recent Boron [mg/L] Measured 2011–2015). The 

highest concentration was measured in Well 01N21W32Q03S, which also had the highest 

concentrations of sulfate, chloride, and TDS. Only five wells in the LAS had boron concentrations 

greater than 1 mg/L between 2011 and 2015.  

2.3.4.6 Map of Oil and Gas Deposits 

In the database maintained by the County of Ventura (2016), five oil fields entirely or partially fall 

within the Oxnard Subbasin: Montalvo, W.; Oxnard; El Rio; Santa Clara Avenue; and Saticoy 

(Figure 2-47, Oil Fields in the Vicinity of FCGMA Groundwater Basins). Petroleum extraction in 

the FCGMA basins occurs below the deepest freshwater aquifer (Hopkins 2013). While no 

evidence of impacts of petroleum extraction on beneficial use of groundwater in the FCGMA 

basins has been identified, there are limited available data. Few wells exist in deep aquifers near 

oil fields that could be monitored for potential impact. However, trace amounts of organic 

compounds have been found in deeper wells in southeastern Pleasant Valley (Izbicki et al. 2005), 

and there have been anecdotal reports of trace petroleum hydrocarbons observed in irrigation wells 

near some oil fields. 

2.3.4.7 Maps of Locations of Impacted Surface Water, Soil, and Groundwater  

Impacted surface water, soil, and groundwater have been documented in the Oxnard Subbasin, 

although these impairments tend to be limited to the semi-perched aquifer. This uppermost unit in 

the Oxnard Subbasin is underlain by a clay cap layer that limits the vertical migration of impaired 

water to the underlying UAS. 

Impaired surface waters (i.e., 303(d) Listed Reaches) that overlie the Oxnard Subbasin include 

approximately 3 miles of the Santa Clara River, the Revolon Slough, Calleguas Creek, and a 

number of lined drains serving agricultural areas south of the City of Oxnard (Figure 2-48, 

Impaired Surface Waters in the Vicinity of FCGMA Groundwater Basins; SWRCB 2004). The 

names of the reaches used by the State Water Resources Control Board, and the impairments listed 

for each, are included in tabulated form in Appendix I, Oxnard 303(d) List Reaches.  
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Locations of impacted soil and groundwater were assessed on a basin-wide scale by reviewing 

information available on the SWRCB GeoTracker website and the California Department of Toxic 

Substances Control EnviroStor website. Cases that were closed by the supervisory agency were 

not considered.  

Of the 290 open cases located within the boundaries of the Oxnard Subbasin and Pleasant Valley, 

groundwater was impacted in 77. Dudek reviewed and catalogued the constituents of concern 

(COCs) present on site in these 77 cases (Figure 2-49, Constituents of Concern at Open 

GeoTracker Cases with Impacted Groundwater within FCGMA Groundwater Basin Boundaries). 

Case details are included in Appendix J, GeoTracker Open Sites. 

Of the 71 open cases in the Oxnard Plain in which groundwater is, or is potentially, impacted, the 

following COCs were identified as present at the following number of sites (Figure 2-49; Appendix J): 

 Chlorinated volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including COCs marked as solvents, 

VOCs, and chlorinated hydrocarbons, were present at 34 sites. 

 Gasoline and diesel, including COCs marked TPH and petroleum, were present at 32 sites. 

 Metals were present at 27 sites. 

 Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) were present at 23 sites. 

 Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and/or xylenes (BTEX) were present at 18 sites. 

 Pesticides were present at 12 sites. 

 Methyl tert-butyl ethylene (MTBE) and/or tert-butyl alcohol (TBA) were present at seven sites. 

 Two sites listed other COCs. 

Many of these sites are located on land administered by the U.S. military (Figure 2-49). Outside 

of military bases, these sites tend to occur within the city limits of the Cities of Oxnard, Port 

Hueneme, and Camarillo.  

The risk that contamination in the shallow groundwater of the Oxnard Subbasin would reach the 

UAS is somewhat mitigated by the presence of a confining layer that separates the semi-perched 

aquifer from the water-bearing units of the UAS throughout much of the Oxnard Plain (Turner and 

Mukae 1975). However, the vertical gradient is directed downward from the semi-perched aquifer 

to the underlying Oxnard Aquifer, indicating the potential for groundwater movement from the 

semi-perched aquifer to the Oxnard Aquifer. 

Based on a review of open GeoTracker and EnviroStor cases with impacted groundwater, it does 

not appear that existing groundwater contamination in the semi-perched aquifer poses a substantial 

threat to beneficial use of groundwater in the UAS and the LAS. Based on a review of the files 
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available on GeoTracker for each of the cases in the Oxnard Subbasin that fell outside the bounds 

of a military base, it appears that in none of the cases were any liable parties required to investigate 

deeper than 50 feet below ground surface (bgs), indicating that impacts to groundwater in the UAS 

were not a concern for regulatory agencies.  

2.3.5 Subsidence 

Inelastic, or irrecoverable, land subsidence (subsidence) can be a concern in areas of active 

groundwater extraction, including the Oxnard Subbasin. Active causes of land subsidence in the 

Oxnard Subbasin include tectonic forces, petroleum reservoir compaction, and clay compaction 

(Hanson et al. 2003). Significant water level declines in the FCGMA groundwater basins since the 

early 1900s suggest that fluid extraction, rather than tectonic activity, is the major cause of land 

subsidence (Hanson et al. 2003). Subsidence resulting from any of these sources can cause 

increased flood risk, well casing collapse, and a permanent reduction in the specific storage of the 

aquifer (Hanson et al. 2003).  

Direct measurement of subsidence within the Oxnard Subbasin is limited. Elevation data from 

USGS benchmark (BM) E548 in the southern part of the Oxnard Plain indicate subsidence of about 

1.6 feet (0.49 meters) during the period from 1939 to 1960, and an additional 1 foot (0.31 meters) 

of subsidence from 1960 to 1978 (Hanson et al. 2003). The average rate of subsidence for these 

two periods was similar, averaging approximately 0.07 feet (0.02 meters) per year from 1939 to 

1960, and approximately 0.06 feet (0.02 meters) per year from 1960 to 1978 (Hanson et al. 2003). 

In contrast, elevation data from USGS BM Z901, located approximately 2.6 miles southeast of BM 

E548, indicate subsidence of approximately 0.3 feet (0.10 meters) between 1960 and 1978. The 

average rate of subsidence at BM E548 was 0.02 feet (0.01 meters) per year for this period. The rate 

of subsidence at BM Z901 decreased to approximately 0.01 feet per year from 1978 to 1992. Data are 

not available for BM E548 after 1978. The amount of subsidence measured at both BM E548 and BM 

Z901is the cumulative subsidence from all possible sources, including groundwater pumping, tectonic 

activity, and petroleum reservoir compaction.  

In addition to direct measurement of subsidence in the southern part of the Oxnard Plain, potential 

subsidence was modeled for the entire Oxnard Plain for different future water production scenarios 

(Hanson et al. 2003). The scenarios included consideration of proposed water projects and 

ordinances for the FCGMA Basins. The model results suggest that areas within the Oxnard Plain 

may experience an additional 0.1 to 1 feet of subsidence by 2040 (Hanson et al. 2003). DWR 

classified the Subbasin as an area that has a medium to high potential for future subsidence. The 

amount of future subsidence will depend on whether future water levels decline below previous 

low levels and remain there for a considerable amount of time (Hanson et al. 2003). Maintaining 

water levels above the previous low water levels will limit the risk of future subsidence.  
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From March 2015 to June 2016, the Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL) analyzed interferometric 

synthetic aperture radar (InSAR) data from the European Space Agency’s satellite-borne Sentinel-

1A and NASA’s airborne UAVSAR, along with similar previous studies from 2006 to 2015, to 

examine subsidence in areas of California. The study included the south-central coast of California 

in Ventura and Oxnard (Farr et al. 2017). The map generated from this study for this area of the 

south-central coast of California (Farr et al. 2017, Figure 23) showed less than 1 foot of subsidence 

for the Oxnard Subbasin. 

2.3.6 Groundwater–Surface Water Connections 

The Santa Clara River, Calleguas Creek, Revolon Slough, Mugu Lagoon, Ormond Beach, and 

McGrath Lake have all been identified as surface water bodies that may have a connection to the 

semi-perched aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin (see Section 2.3.7, Groundwater-Dependent 

Ecosystems). However, groundwater elevation data for the semi-perched aquifer in the Oxnard 

Subbasin are extremely limited, with no monitoring sites near enough to surface water bodies to 

establish the extent of the connection between these surface water bodies and underlying 

groundwater (Figure 2-50, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Semi-Perched Aquifer, March 

2–29, 2015, and Figure 2-51, Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Semi-Perched Aquifer, 

October 2–29, 2015).The spatial extents of gaining, losing, and dry reaches in the Santa Clara 

River are seasonally variable (UWCD 2014, 2018).  

The best available estimates for groundwater–surface water connections comes from the UWCD 

numerical model, which simulates the leakage from major surface water bodies in the Oxnard 

Subbasin using data from stream gauges and estimated aquifer properties (Appendix C). The 

UWCD model reports stream leakage from the Santa Clara River and Calleguas Creek into the 

underlying semi-perched aquifer. Numbers from the model represent net stream leakage and do 

not necessarily indicate direct connection between surface water bodies and groundwater in the 

semi-perched aquifer.  

The UWCD model calculated stream percolation for water years from 1986 to 2015 (Table 2-5). 

The Santa Clara River had net recharge to groundwater in 26 of 30 water years, with an average 

net recharge to groundwater of approximately 5,700 AFY. The recharge to groundwater primarily 

occurs in the vicinity of the Forebay, where Santa Clara River water percolates into the UAS. 

Downstream of the Forebay, some reaches of the Santa Clara River are typically gaining in most 

years, generally from the semi-perched aquifer. Net groundwater discharge to the Santa Clara 

River was identified as occurring during 1999, 2002, 2006, and 2013. Calleguas Creek exhibited 

net recharge to groundwater in all years modeled, with an average net recharge to groundwater of 

approximately 3,450 AFY.  
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2.3.7 Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems 

Six potential GDE units, defined by dominant surface hydrologic features, were identified in the 

Oxnard Subbasin (Appendix C, UWCD Model Report; TNC 2017 [see Appendix K of this GSP]; 

Figure 2-52, Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems for the Oxnard Subbasin). The potential GDE 

units were identified using the statewide potential GDE map (Appendix K). Of the six potential 

GDE units identified, the Lower Santa Clara River, McGrath Lake, Ormond Beach, and Mugu 

Lagoon units were validated using groundwater elevations measured in wells within or adjacent to 

the unit to confirm the potential hydrologic connection to groundwater in the semi-perched aquifer, 

as described in The Nature Conservancy’s GDE Guidance Framework (Appendix K). Insufficient 

well data are available to confirm the depth to groundwater in the Revolon Slough unit or the 

Lower Calleguas Creek unit. Therefore, in the discussion below, these units remain as potential 

GDEs. Groundwater elevation in the vicinity of these units will be required in order to confirm 

whether or not the habitat is supported by groundwater (see Section 4.6.5, Shallow Groundwater 

Monitoring near Surface Water Bodies and GDEs).  

Lower Santa Clara River GDE  

The lower Santa Clara River GDE (located downstream of Highway 101 and upstream of the 

estuary) comprises approximately 750 acres of aquatic habitat, in-channel wetland, and a range of 

willow–cottonwood riparian forest (Figure 2-53, Lower Santa Clara River Groundwater-

Dependent Ecosystems; Appendix K, The Nature Conservancy GDE Tech Memo). The GDE is 

located in the floodplain of the lower Santa Clara River, which undergoes substantial 

transformations in vegetation composition and distribution due to the dynamic nature of the river 

flows during winter. The lower Santa Clara River GDE supports habitat for several state- and 

federally listed species (Table 2-6).  

Flow in the lower Santa Clara River downstream of Highway 101 has historically been perennial 

(SFEI 2011; City of Ventura 2016). The source of the perennial flow in this region is groundwater 

from the semi-perched aquifer, which is separated from the underlying UAS by a clay cap that 

limits groundwater migration and allows differences in groundwater elevation between the semi-

perched aquifer and the Oxnard Aquifer. In the spring of 2015, groundwater elevations in the 

Oxnard Aquifer were below sea level (Figure 2-7). 

Groundwater from the semi-perched aquifer provides the dry summer baseflow, if it exists, and a 

quarter of the winter flow (City of Ventura 2011). Groundwater flow direction between the semi-

perched aquifer and the lower Santa Clara River, its estuary, and nearby McGrath Lake, depends 

on tidal conditions, river stage, and recharge rates due to agricultural irrigation (City of Ventura 

2016). Groundwater levels from wells in the vicinity of the lower Santa Clara River GDE generally 

range between 7 and 11 feet bgs (Figure 2-53). The groundwater depths are within the range 
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considered necessary for juvenile establishment (<10 feet) and mature vegetation growth (<20 

feet) (City of Ventura 2016). 

McGrath Lake GDE  

The McGrath Lake GDE includes a coastal freshwater back-dune lake, arroyo willow riparian 

forest, freshwater emergent marsh, and saline emergent marsh (Figure 2-54, McGrath Lake 

Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems). The McGrath Lake GDE supports critical habitat for 

several state- and federally listed endangered species as well as many special-status bird species 

(Table 2-6).  

McGrath Lake is formed by shallow groundwater that remains perched above a clay layer in the 

semi-perched aquifer (ESA 2003). McGrath Lake operational water surface elevations are 

maintained between 2.7 and 3.6 feet msl (City of Ventura 2011). Groundwater flows toward the 

Santa Clara River during open-mouth conditions and towards McGrath Lake when the Santa Clara 

River Estuary fills following mouth closure (City of Ventura 2011). As measured since 2009, 

depths to groundwater around the McGrath Lake GDE range from ground surface to 10 feet bgs, 

depending on the well (Appendix K).  

Ormond Beach GDE  

The Ormond Beach GDE, which includes isolated patches of southern coastal salt marsh and 

coastal freshwater/brackish marsh that have been drained, filled, and degraded by past industrial 

and agricultural use, is part of a larger 1,500-acre coastal dune–marsh system of dunes, lakes, 

lagoons, and saltwater and freshwater marshes (WRA 2007; CCC 2017; Figure 2-55, Ormond 

Beach Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems). The Ormond Beach GDE supports habitat for state- 

and federally listed species as well as 27 special-status plant species and 42 special-status 

wildlife species (Table 2-6).  

The Ormond Beach GDE is hydrologically connected to the semi-perched aquifer. Shallow 

groundwater elevations are influenced by rainfall, tidal events, and the surface water elevations of 

the agricultural drains and flood control channels. Depth to groundwater ranges from ground 

surface to 15 feet bgs (Appendix K).  

Mugu Lagoon GDE  

Mugu Lagoon GDE is the largest salt marsh estuary in Southern California (USFWS 2016a). The 

GDE provides habitat for several state- and federally listed species (Table 2-6; Figure 2-56, Mugu 

Lagoon Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems).  
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The estimated groundwater depth in the Mugu Lagoon GDE varies between ground surface and 

6 feet bgs (Appendix K). Estimated depths to groundwater in the GDE, are based on interpolation 

of water elevation data from representative wells at Naval Base Ventura County Point Mugu to 

reference point locations within the Mugu Lagoon GDE. Mugu Lagoon receives groundwater 

discharge from the semi-perched aquifer along with freshwater from Calleguas Creek, the drainage 

ditches, primarily Oxnard Drainage Ditch No. 2, and salt water from tidal fluctuations.  

Lower Calleguas Creek Potential GDE  

The lower Calleguas Creek potential GDE includes aquatic habitat and mulefat and willow riparian 

forest. This potential GDE may support native special-status species (Table 2-6).  

The Lower Calleguas Creek potential GDE overlies the semi-perched aquifer. The channel has 

been separated from the adjacent floodplain since the 1960s by a riprap and earthen levee 

countersunk about 3 feet below the surrounding grade. Thus, Calleguas Creek is a losing reach in 

the Oxnard Plain. Lower Calleguas Creek maintains a perennial streamflow due to a combination 

of wastewater effluent and pumped tile drain discharge from adjacent agricultural fields, with the 

addition of natural precipitation and stormwater runoff during winter months. The degree of 

groundwater recharge and/or discharge has not been studied and groundwater elevation data are 

not available for this area. Groundwater elevations at semi-perched aquifer monitoring wells 

(located approximately 1 mile to the southwest at Naval Base Ventura County Point Mugu) 

indicate typical groundwater elevations range from −1 to 6 feet msl. Extrapolated depths to 

groundwater at the downstream end of the Calleguas Creek GDE, at approximately 12 feet msl, 

are between 6 to 13 feet bgs. The extrapolated groundwater depths indicate the potential for the 

riparian vegetation to access shallow groundwater. Additional data need to be collected within the 

boundaries of the Calleguas Creek potential GDE in order to determine whether or not the riparian 

vegetation is accessing shallow groundwater.  

Revolon Slough Potential GDE  

The Revolon Slough potential GDE comprises aquatic habitat and willow riparian forest. This 

potential GDE may support native special-status species (Table 2-6). The riparian habitat within this 

potential GDE is considered “de minimis” because of its poor quality and limited extent adjacent to 

the waterway. Streamflow in lower Revolon Slough is considered to be a combination of agricultural 

return flow and precipitation and stormwater runoff. The degree of groundwater recharge and/or 

discharge has not been studied and groundwater elevation data are not available for this area. 

Groundwater elevations at semi-perched aquifer monitoring wells located approximately 1 mile to 

the southwest at Naval Base Ventura County Point Mugu indicate typical groundwater elevations 

range from −1 to 6 feet msl. Extrapolated depths to groundwater at the downstream end of the 

Revolon Slough potential GDE would be between 9 and 16 feet bgs. The extrapolated groundwater 
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depths indicate the potential for the riparian vegetation to access shallow groundwater. Additional 

data need to be collected within the boundaries of the Revolon Slough potential GDE in order to 

determine whether or not the riparian vegetation is accessing shallow groundwater. 

2.3.8 Potential Recharge Areas 

To evaluate potential future recharge areas within the Oxnard Subbasin, soil types were obtained 

from the Web Soil Survey, available online at https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/ (USDA 2019). 

Soil Ksat rates (saturated hydraulic conductivity rates) for soils of 92 micrometers per second or 

greater were plotted. Figure 2-57, Oxnard Potential Recharge Areas, shows the results of this 

evaluation and areas with the most favorable soil recharge rates. The most favorable areas are near 

the current UWCD spreading grounds, along the Santa Clara River, in sands along the northern 

coastal areas, and in loamy sands, which may represent old Santa Clara River drainages.  

2.4 WATER BUDGET  

This section presents the current, historical, and simulated future water budget analysis for the 

Oxnard Subbasin. This water budget analysis has been completed in accordance with the DWR 

GSP Regulations. The historical water budget has been prepared for the 31-year period from the 

beginning of calendar year 1985 through 2015 (the current year for the Sustainable Groundwater 

Management Act [SGMA]) and is described in units of AF or AFY. The five commonly recognized 

aquifer units in the Oxnard Subbasin are the Oxnard, Mugu, Hueneme, Fox Canyon, and Grimes 

Canyon Aquifers (DWR 1965, 2006; Turner 1975). As described in Section 2.2, Hydrogeologic 

Conceptual Model, these aquifers are grouped into a UAS and an LAS, with the Oxnard and Mugu 

Aquifers composing the UAS and the Hueneme, Fox Canyon, and Grimes Canyon Aquifers 

composing the LAS. The UAS primarily comprises recent to upper Pleistocene age alluvial 

deposits of the Santa Clara River system. 

UWCD (2018; Appendix C) developed the “Ventura Regional Groundwater Flow Model 

(VRGWFM),” a MODFLOW numerical groundwater flow model, for the Oxnard Subbasin, the 

Mound Basin, the western part of the LPVB, and the PVB. Details of the UWCD modeling effort 

are included in Appendix C. The groundwater budget analysis for the Oxnard Subbasin is based 

on the DWR Bulletin 118 basin boundary for the Oxnard Subbasin, and does not incorporate the 

remainder of the model domain. As with all groundwater flow models, the UWCD model has 

undergone several revisions and will continue to be revised as additional data are collected and the 

understanding of the hydrogeologic interactions in the model domain improves. This GSP uses the 

version of the model finalized in June 2018, which was developed to support the GSP process. 

This version of the model was used for the current and historical water budget analysis as well as 

for the future projected groundwater scenarios discussed in Section 2.4.5, Projected Future Water 

Budget and Sustainable Yield. 
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2.4.1 Sources of Water  

Aquifer systems in the Oxnard Subbasin receive water from several sources. Native sources consist 

predominantly of rainfall infiltration within the Oxnard Subbasin and along its margins (mountain-

front recharge), and subsurface inflows from the adjacent basins.  

Water sources consist predominantly of streambed seepage from Calleguas Creek where it enters 

the Oxnard Subbasin from the adjoining PVB; streambed seepage from the Santa Clara River; 

artificial recharge by the UWCD; deep percolation of a portion of the irrigation water that is 

applied to agricultural, residential, and commercial lands, and to public open spaces; leakage from 

water distribution systems; septic system return flows; and wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) 

percolation ponds. Two small community WWTPs are located adjacent to the Santa Clara River 

in the Oxnard Subbasin. The Saticoy and the Montalvo WWTPs discharge treated effluent to 

percolation ponds. 

Water supplies for the Oxnard Subbasin consist of locally pumped potable and nonpotable 

groundwater; imported water provided by UWCD (nonpotable) and Calleguas Municipal Water 

District (CMWD) (potable); nonpotable surface water provided by UWCD from its Freeman 

Diversion on the Santa Clara River and delivered to agricultural users in the Oxnard Subbasin via 

the PTP and to agricultural users in the Oxnard Subbasin and PVB via the Pleasant Valley Pipeline 

(PVP); the Oxnard Subbasin portion of a nonpotable water supplied provided by the Camrosa 

Water District (CWD) to the Pleasant Valley County Water District (PVCWD) from a diversion 

on Conejo Creek; and fully advanced treated recycled water produced by the City of Oxnard (the 

Groundwater Recovery Enhancement and Treatment (GREAT) Program) that began to be 

delivered to PVCWD and a few other agricultural users in early 2016. 

The predominant municipal water suppliers in the Oxnard Subbasin are the City of Oxnard, the 

Port Hueneme Water Agency, the City of Ventura, and the Naval Base Ventura County. Water 

supplies for these municipal users include deliveries by UWCD via the Oxnard–Hueneme Pipeline, 

which obtains its water exclusively from wells located at the El Rio Spreading Grounds and along 

Rose Avenue. These municipal users may also receive imported water supplied by the CMWD. 

The City of Oxnard has wells within the Oxnard Subbasin. The City of Ventura also has wells in 

the Oxnard Subbasin, but uses water in their service areas inside and outside of the Oxnard 

Subbasin. Figure 1-8 shows a map of water purveyors with service areas within the Oxnard Subbasin.  

In addition to groundwater pumping, agricultural water supplies are provided by UWCD via its 

PTP and PVP. The PTP services users in the Oxnard Subbasin, and the PVP services users in both 

the Oxnard Subbasin and the PVB. UWCD’s water source for the PTP and PVP consists primarily 

of surface water obtained at the Freeman Diversion, which may include State Water Project water 

from Lake Piru. Groundwater is also extracted at five LAS wells located along the PTP pipeline 
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in many years and is included in the water supplied by the PTP. Occasionally, temporarily stored 

recharge water is pumped from shallow wells at UWCD’s Saticoy Spreading Grounds and 

included in water supplied by the PVP.7 

2.4.1.1 Surface Water  

Figure 2-58, Oxnard Subbasin Stream Gauges and Water Infrastructure, shows the locations of 

streams and primary drainage systems in and around the Oxnard Subbasin, as well as water 

infrastructure locations including WWTP ponds, stream gauge stations, and the two diversion 

structures (Freeman and Conejo Creek Diversions) that provide a portion of the water supply for 

the Oxnard Subbasin. 

Santa Clara River 

The Santa Clara River interacts with the groundwater system in the Oxnard Subbasin. Reaches of 

the Santa Clara River in the Oxnard Subbasin range from perennial to intermittent to ephemeral 

(Appendix C). The river flows through the adjoining Santa Paula Basin into the Oxnard Subbasin 

in the Forebay area, and then out of the Oxnard Subbasin to the Mound Basin. Climatic and 

geologic characteristics of the Santa Clara River watershed result in an intermittent flow regime; 

however, flows can increase rapidly in response to high-intensity rainfall with the potential for 

severe flooding. During winter months, storm events may cause periods of continuous surface flow 

to the Pacific Ocean in the Santa Clara River.  

Santa Clara River Recharge 

The UWCD groundwater model used the MODFLOW STR stream package to simulate stream 

flow recharge. The stream flow discharge and percolation for the Santa Clara River were estimated 

using this stream package and the results are provided in Table 2-7a (for the semi-perched aquifer) 

Table 2-7b (for the UAS), and Table 2-7c (for the LAS). Except for 1998, 1999, and 2006, 

following the high rains in 1998 and 2005, the net effect of surface-water/groundwater interaction 

along the Santa Clara River was recharge to the UAS and the semi-perched aquifer in the Oxnard 

Subbasin (Appendix C). During these years, the net effect of surface-water/groundwater 

interaction was discharge from the UAS to the Santa Clara River. From 1985 to 2015, the average 

estimated recharge from the Santa Clara River to the semi-perched aquifer was 661 AFY, and the 

average estimated recharge to the UAS was 4,848 AFY (Tables 2-7a and 2-7b). These numbers do 

not include diversions from the Santa Clara River by the UWCD for artificial recharge at their 

spreading grounds or for direct use, which are discussed below. 

                                                 
7  UWCD extracts limited amounts of temporarily stored water from shallow wells at its Saticoy Spreading Grounds 

to the PVP during periods of mounding, as authorized by FCGMA Resolution 2011-02. 
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Santa Clara River Diversions and Recharge 

Table 2-8 summarizes the historical diversions of Santa Clara River water by UWCD and 

deliveries to both the Oxnard Subbasin and the PVB. On average, UWCD diverted 62,467 AFY 

from the Santa Clara River between 1985 and 2015, although diversion volumes, which depend 

on local climatic conditions, are highly variable (Table 2-8). These diversions may include State 

Water Project water held at Lake Piru and then delivered to the UWCD via the Santa Clara River. 

UWCD diverts surface water from the Santa Clara River in the Santa Paula Basin, just upstream 

of the Oxnard Forebay. The majority of this water, on average, is used for groundwater recharge 

in its spreading basins within the Oxnard Forebay (Table 2-8). Additionally, the water is used as 

supply for the PTP that services agricultural water users on the Oxnard Plain and as supply for the 

PVP agricultural water supply line that services agricultural water users in both the PVB and the 

Oxnard Subbasin. During drought periods, the relative percentage of diverted water used to 

recharge groundwater in the spreading basins declines, and the relative percentage of groundwater 

delivered through the PTP increases.  

Table 2-9 provides the amounts of diverted water recharged by the UWCD in the three UWCD 

recharge grounds. Approximately 93% of the diverted water is recharged in the El Rio and Saticoy 

Spreading Grounds, on average, and the remaining 7% is recharged in the Noble Spreading 

Grounds (Table 2-9). Figure 2-59, Freeman Diversion and Uses in the Oxnard Subbasin, shows 

the amounts of diverted water by UWCD, and Figure 2-60, UWCD Groundwater Recharge, shows 

the annual recharge by UWCD. As shown in Table 2-10, the UWCD supply delivered in the PTP 

supply line is a mixture of surface water, and groundwater pumped by UWCD from their PTP 

wellfield, which pumps from the LAS, and less frequently, from their Saticoy wellfield.  

Recharge from the UWCD groundwater recharge spreading grounds is included with recharge in 

Table 2-7a and Table 2-7b, but identified individually in Table 2-11. Of the total average annual 

recharge shown in Table 2-11 (73,669 AFY), UWCD groundwater recharge accounts for 48,306 

AFY, or 65.6%. Recharge related to the PTP/PV system averaged 3,319 AFY from 1985 to 2015 

as shown in Table 2-11, this is 4.5% of the total recharge. Of the average 62,467 AFY diverted 

from the Santa Clara River (Table 2-8), the average of 48,306 AFY (Table 2-11) recharged to the 

UWCD spreading grounds constitutes 77%. 

The water delivered in the Oxnard–Hueneme Pipeline consists of groundwater pumped from the 

UAS and LAS near the El Rio Spreading Grounds. As shown in Table 2-10, deliveries from the 

Oxnard–Hueneme Pipeline are primarily used for municipal purposes, but small volumes are 

occasionally used for agricultural water supply along Hueneme Road on the southern part of the 

Oxnard Subbasin. 
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Calleguas Creek 

Calleguas Creek enters the Oxnard Subbasin almost 2 miles upstream of its confluence with 

Revolon Slough and discharges to the Pacific Ocean at Mugu Lagoon. This reach of Calleguas 

Creek is perennial, with flow occurring primarily as maintenance flows provided by CWD 

(6 cubic feet per second required bypass flow at its diversion on Conejo Creek), inflows from 

agricultural field tile drains, inflows from Revolon Slough, and treated wastewater discharges 

into the lower reaches of Conejo Creek from the Camarillo Water Reclamation Plant (in the 

PVB) and the Hill Canyon WWTP in the City of Thousand Oaks. Table 2-12 summarizes the 

estimated flows in Arroyo Las Posas and Conejo Creek that enter Calleguas Creek, which then 

flows into the Oxnard Subbasin.  

Table 2-12 summarizes the historical diversions of water from Conejo Creek by CWD at the 

Conejo Creek Diversion near Highway 101 that are supplied to the Oxnard Subbasin via PVCWD 

(Figure 2-58). The estimated diversions by CWD that are used in the Oxnard Subbasin are shown 

on Table 2-10. The source of water to Conejo Creek is mostly wastewater discharge from the Hill 

Canyon WWTP upstream of the Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley Basin. Table 2-10 shows only that 

portion of this water that is supplied to PVCWD and used in the Oxnard Subbasin.  

Calleguas Creek Recharge 

The UWCD (2018; Appendix C) groundwater model used the MODFLOW STR stream package to 

simulate recharge for Calleguas Creek in the Oxnard Subbasin. Calleguas Creek in the Oxnard 

Subbasin does not have hydraulic communication with the underlying UAS, but modeling indicates 

recharge to the semi-perched aquifer from 1985 to 2015 averaged 3,394 AFY (Table 2-7a).  

Beardsley Wash/Revolon Slough 

Beardsley Wash/Revolon Slough is a shallow drainage that captures shallow groundwater and 

stormwater from agricultural field tile drains and is lying at a similar elevation as the 

surrounding fields in its lower reaches where it is perennial. Consequently, it is not thought to 

be a recharge source.  

2.4.1.2 Imported Water Supplies  

Table 2-13 and Figure 2-61, Water Deliveries to the PVCWD and UWCD, show the historical 

volumes of water sold to the two water retailers (City of Oxnard and Port Hueneme Water Agency) 

that have historically purchased imported water from the CMWD. As shown in the table, sales to 

Port Hueneme Water Agency and to the City of Oxnard have occurred since 1996 and 1964, 

respectively. Sales have averaged approximately 1,564 AFY (from 1996 to 2015) and 13,500 AFY 

(from 1985 to 2015) to the Port Hueneme Water Agency and to the City of Oxnard, respectively.  
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As discussed in Section 2.4.1.1, Surface Water, the UWCD-diverted surface water from the Santa 

Clara River may include State Water Project water used for groundwater recharge in UWCD 

spreading basins or water directly delivered to water users by either the PVP or the PTP. 

Percolation of Outdoor Irrigation (Urban Return Flows) 

In the UWCD (2018; Appendix C) model, an assumed amount of M&I delivered water (5%) is 

estimated as groundwater recharge. This water is included as recharged water in Tables 2-7a and 

2-7b and the total is provided in Table 2-11 by sources. Of the total annual recharge shown in 

Table 2-11 (73,669 AFY), percolation of applied water accounts for 928 AFY, or 1.3%. 

2.4.1.3 Recycled Water Supplies  

Two small community WWTPs are located adjacent to the Santa Clara River in the Oxnard 

Subbasin (Figure 2-58). The Saticoy WWTP and the Montalvo WWTP discharge treated effluent 

to percolation ponds. According the UWCD (Appendix C, p. 47), the average annual volumes of 

effluent discharged to the percolation ponds are approximately 80 and 200 AF, respectively, based 

on reports provided by California’s State Water Resources Control Board online database, 

GeoTracker (http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/). The Saticoy WWTP is within the Oxnard 

Forebay, where percolating water can directly recharge the UAS. The Montalvo WWTP is farther 

downstream, in an area of the Oxnard Subbasin where percolating water recharges the semi-

perched aquifer, which is not used for water supply. According to UWCD (Appendix C), the 

Montalvo WWTP ceased operating in 2016, subsequent to the model calibration period.  

Recycled water by the City of Oxnard began to be provided to PVCWD and other agricultural users 

in early 2016. Wastewater effluent generated by the City of Oxnard historically has been treated at 

the Oxnard WWTP and discharged directly to the Pacific Ocean. However, the first phase of the 

GREAT Program’s Advanced Water Purification Facility (AWPF) was completed in 2015, which 

provides this supply to PVCWD and other growers on the southern part of the Oxnard Subbasin.  

Recycled Water Recharge 

Recharge from the Saticoy and Montalvo WWTPs is simulated in the UWCD model using the 

recharge package. The monthly percolation volumes reported in the state’s GeoTracker system 

were added to other areal recharge rates specified for the model grid cells corresponding to the 

WWTP percolation-pond sites (Appendix C, p. 83).  

2.4.1.4 Percolation of Precipitation  

Much of the rain that falls in the Oxnard Subbasin quickly returns to the atmosphere via 

evaporation, or runs off to creeks, storm drains, and ultimately the ocean; the remainder percolates 

into the soil where it is subject to evapotranspiration (ET), soil absorption, or for plant use. 
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However, some precipitation can percolate into the soil and downward past the plant root zone and 

reach an underlying aquifer. This recharge process is referred to as deep infiltration (or percolation) 

of precipitation.  

Deep percolation of precipitation depends on many factors, including: precipitation rate and 

duration, evaporation rate, ambient temperature, texture and slope of land surface, soil type and 

texture, antecedent soil moisture, vegetation cover, seasonal plant activity, and others is highly 

variable over time and location (Appendix C). Thus estimates of the percolation of precipitation is 

subject to substantial uncertainty.  

UWCD downloaded monthly precipitation data for 180 rainfall gauge stations across the model 

domain from the Ventura County Watershed Protection District (http://www.vcwatershed.net/

hydrodata/) (Appendix C, p. 80). UWCD used the Kriging method of geostatistical analysis to generate 

monthly precipitation distributions across model area, and the areal recharge from deep infiltration of 

precipitation was input to the model using the recharge package and was calculated as follows:  

 If monthly precipitation is less than 0.75 inches, the precipitation is lost to evapotranspiration. 

 If monthly precipitation is 0.75 to 1 inch, then recharge is assigned from 0% to 10% of 

precipitation (on a sliding scale). 

 If monthly precipitation is 1 to 3 inches, then recharge is assigned from 10% to 30% 

of precipitation. 

 If monthly precipitation is greater than 3 inches, then recharge is assigned as 30% of precipitation. 

 Urban (non-agricultural) land use, including residential, commercial, and industrial areas: 

5% of the total water precipitation. 

 Undeveloped land: 10% of the total water precipitation. 

Precipitation Recharge  

Recharge from the percolation of precipitation is include with recharge in Tables 2-7a and 2-7b, 

but identified individually in Table 2-11. Of the total annual recharge shown in Table 2-11 (73,669 

AFY), percolation of precipitation accounts for 8,947 AFY, or 12.1%.  

2.4.1.5 Basin Groundwater Subsurface Inflow and Outflow  

UWCD (Appendix C) provided model monthly groundwater inflows and outflows between the 

Oxnard Subbasin and the Pleasant Valley, Mound, west Las Posas Valley, and Santa Paula Basins, 

and unincorporated areas, as well as for three coastal segments adjacent to the Pacific Ocean. These 

inflows and outflows were combined to generate the annual estimates used for the groundwater 

budget. Additionally Table 2-7b shows the subsurface flows between the UAS and the semi-

perched aquifer as well as the UAS and the LAS.  

http://www.vcwatershed.net/hydrodata/
http://www.vcwatershed.net/hydrodata/
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2.4.1.6 Mountain-Front Recharge  

UWCD (Appendix C) used the MODFLOW WEL package to input mountain-front recharge 

specified flux amounts into model grid cells adjacent to each small drainage system (sub-

watershed) along the margins of the model area, and to the base of elevated bedrock or mountains 

areas. In the Oxnard Subbasin, mountain-front recharge was applied at the base of the volcanic 

outcrops adjacent to the southwest side of the CWD Water Reclamation Plant shown on Figure 

2-58, and along the Santa Monica Mountains. Recharge rates were calculated from monthly 

precipitation rates for the area receiving the precipitation. The monthly mountain-front-recharge 

rate inputs to the model followed the precipitation/recharge-percentage relationship used for 

agricultural return flows (Section 2.4.1.9, Percolation of Agricultural Irrigation Water 

[Agricultural Return Flows]). For the Oxnard Subbasin, mountain-front recharge from and to the 

volcanic outcrops and the Santa Monica Mountains (Unincorporated Areas) are shown in Tables 

2-7a and 2-7b.  

2.4.1.7 Septic Systems Recharge  

The number and location of septic systems in the Oxnard Subbasin were estimated by DBS&A 

(2017) based on the Ventura County septic database. If septic systems were present within any 

parcel within a tract, it was assumed that all parcels in the tract contained septic systems. The 

number of septic systems in the Forebay decreased beginning in 2011 due to a County of Ventura 

program to phase out septic systems in the area. It was estimated that the number of systems in the 

Forebay decreased from 1,823 in 1985 to 485 in 2015 (DBS&A 2017).  

Household water use and annual disposal was estimated to decrease from 0.21 AFY per household 

for 1985 to 1997, 0.20 AFY per household for 1988 to 2010, and 0.16 AFY per household from 

1998 to 2015 based on DeOreo and Meyer (2012, as cited in DBS&A 2017). The resulting 

estimated percolation from all septic systems was estimated to decrease from 382 AFY in 1985 to 

75 AFY in 2015 (DBS&A 2017). These values are small compared to known recharge values 

(UWCD spreading) and other estimated recharge values (Santa Clara River recharge; agricultural 

and municipal return flows).  

The UWCD groundwater model assumed that septic system recharge was widespread and small 

relative to other recharge sources and incorporated septic system return flows implicitly as a 

component of agricultural and municipal return flows. 

2.4.1.8 Distribution Systems Leakage 

Distribution system losses from leakage of water-supply pipelines, sewer lines, and storm drains 

are included with M&I return flows in the UWCD model.  
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2.4.1.9 Percolation of Agricultural Irrigation Water (Agricultural Return Flows) 

Groundwater pumping is discussed in Section 2.4.2.1; only recharge from agricultural return flow 

is discussed in this section. The UWCD groundwater model used the following water sources that 

were applied to irrigated land and assumed an agricultural return flow of 14%: 

 Extracted groundwater from wells for agricultural use 

 Groundwater and surface water delivered by the PVCWD pipeline 

 Surface water diverted from Conejo Creek to PVCWD 

If the precipitation is more than 1 inch per month, the agricultural return flow ratio is compared 

with precipitation recharge ratio. If the precipitation recharge ratio is larger than 14%, the 

agricultural return flow is replaced by the precipitation recharge ratio. 

Agricultural Recharge 

Recharge from the agricultural return flow is included with recharge in Tables 2-7a and 2-7b, and 

identified individually in Table 2-11. Of the total annual recharge shown in Table 2-11 (73,669 

AFY), agricultural return flow accounts for 12,169 AFY, or 16.5%. 

2.4.2 Sources of Water Discharge 
Sources of groundwater discharge predominantly include groundwater pumping, tile drain 

discharges, and evapotranspiration. However, depending on groundwater levels (as noted in 

Section 2.4.1.1), groundwater/surface interactions can also discharge groundwater to surface 

water, which can then either be lost from the Subbasin or recharge elsewhere in the Subbasin. 

Likewise, groundwater pumped and used for agricultural, M&I, and domestic purposes can 

produce return flows (Section 2.4.1.2, Imported Water Supplies; Section 2.4.1.7, Septic Systems 

Recharge; Section 2.4.1.8, Distribution Systems Leakage; and Section 2.4.1.9). Subsurface 

groundwater flows (interbasin flows) can discharge groundwater from the Oxnard Subbasin to the 

adjacent groundwater basins, unincorporated areas, and the Pacific Ocean (Section 2.4.1.5, Basin 

Groundwater Subsurface Inflow and Outflow).  

2.4.2.1 Groundwater Pumping  

Table 2-14 shows the amount of groundwater pumped for agricultural, M&I, and domestic uses 

by aquifer systems from the UWCD model results. UWCD modeled groundwater withdrawals 

using the multi-node well (MNW2) package. The extraction amounts in Table 2-14 were combined 

with well types from the FCGMA well database to distinguish the amounts extracted by type. 

Figure 2-62, Groundwater Pumping, shows the amounts of agricultural, M&I, domestic, and total 

groundwater pumped from the Oxnard Subbasin. Groundwater pumping is also shown in the 

Oxnard Subbasin groundwater budget in Tables 2-7a through 2-7c.  
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Available data indicate that during the calendar year 2015, a total of 80,814 AF (Table 2-14) of 

groundwater was extracted from the Oxnard Subbasin, of which, about 69% was for agricultural 

use (55,973 AF), 30% was for M&I use (24,648 AF), and about 0.2% was for domestic use (193 

AF). For the Oxnard Subbasin, the FCGMA groundwater pumping database contains 732 known 

wells, of which 403 are currently listed as active use, 217 have been destroyed, 106 are inactive, 

and 6 could not be located. An additional 13 agricultural wells are in the UWCD database outside 

the FCGMA boundary. 

Not all the groundwater produced in the Oxnard Subbasin remains in the Subbasin. Four 

agricultural users (PVCWD, Coastal Berry Co., Montalvo Water Co., Alta Mutual Water Co., and 

Guadalasca Mutual Water Co.) may export a portion of the groundwater that they pump from the 

Oxnard Subbasin to areas inside the PVB. The PVCWD uses a combination of pumped 

groundwater from the Oxnard Subbasin and the PVB, delivered UWCD water from the PVP, 

CWD-delivered water from Conejo Creek, and other sources. FCGMA groundwater pumping 

records indicate that from 1985 to 2015, approximately 41% and 59% of PVCWD’s pumped 

groundwater has come from the PVB and the Oxnard Subbasin, respectively. A geographic 

information system (GIS) calculation of the area of the PVCWD in Figure 1-8 indicates that 

approximately 56% of the PVCWD service area is in the Oxnard Subbasin, and the remaining 44% 

is in the PVB. For purposes of estimating PVCWD water deliveries, a ratio of 44% PVB and 56% 

Oxnard Subbasin area was assumed to be a reasonable basis for PVCWD water supplies between 

the two basins. As shown in Table 2-10, during some years, groundwater pumping by PVCWD in 

the Oxnard Subbasin is less than this ratio resulting in a net import from the PVB. Conversely, in 

some years, groundwater pumping in the Oxnard Subbasin is more than this ratio, resulting in a 

negative import (an export) to the adjacent PVB.  

2.4.2.2 Tile Drain Recharge Losses  

Tile drains are used beneath many agricultural lands in the Oxnard Subbasin to maintain a 

sufficiently deep groundwater table where poorly drained soils create shallow groundwater 

conditions that can negatively affect plant health and crop yields. These conditions prompted the 

installation of tile drains across most of the Oxnard Plain in the 1900s. Tile drains are present 

beneath many agricultural land parcels in the PVB as well. These drains discharge to local drainage 

ditches and then to surface water bodies Revolon Slough and Calleguas Creek. The flows in the 

tile drains are not metered.  

Tile drains were implemented in the UWCD groundwater model using MODFLOW’s drain package 

(DRN). Model grid cells with simulated tile drains in the uppermost active layer correspond with 

agricultural areas where tile drains are known or suspected to exist. The UWCD model has calculated 

losses to tile drains based on groundwater model simulated water levels and the results are provided in 

Tables 2-7a and 2-7b. Average annual loss to tile drains in the UWCD model is 10,752 AFY. 
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2.4.2.3  Evapotranspiration (ET) 

The UWCD model used the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service online “Wetlands Mapper” 

(https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.html) to indicate areas of riparian vegetation along 

stream channels. These areas, together with parts of the Santa Clara River (including its estuary), 

Revolon Slough/Beardsley Wash, McGrath Lake, Ormond Beach wetlands, and Mugu Lagoon 

wetlands were used to estimate evapotranspiration (ET) (Appendix C). ET is the discharge of 

groundwater from the saturated zone where the water table is present at very shallow depths. Such 

conditions mostly occur in the Oxnard Subbasin where the semi-perched aquifer interacts with 

surface water bodies, which is also where riparian vegetation is typically found in the Oxnard 

Subbasin. These areas are hydraulically connected to, and exchange fresh- to brackish-water with, 

the semi-perched aquifer near the coast. It should be noted that nearly all of the riparian vegetation 

that takes up groundwater in the Oxnard Subbasin occurs in land overlying the semi-perched 

aquifer, which is rarely, if ever, pumped as a source of agricultural or M&I water supply. 

Additional discussions about these areas are in Sections 2.3.6 and 2.3.7. 

UWCD (Appendix C) applied USGS estimates for ET rates from 1.1 to 5.2 feet per year to calculated 

long-term annual average groundwater discharge as ET. UWCD implemented ET using 

MODFLOW’s ET package, EVT. Model grid cells corresponding to areas of mapped wetlands with 

shallow groundwater were simulated. The maximum ET flux was 0.010 feet per day (3.65 feet per 

year) for model grid cells subject to ET over their entire area. The maximum ET flux is scaled down 

proportionally for grid cells that are only partially occupied by wetlands. The ET surface elevation was 

set at 3 feet bgs, and the ET extinction depth was set at 5 feet bgs (Appendix C, p. 84). 

According to UWCD model results, the estimated annual loss from ET is 8,328 AFY, with most 

coming from the semi-perched aquifer (8,291 AFY, a shown in Table 2-7a) and a small amount 

from the UAS (37 AFY, as shown in Table 2-7b).  

2.4.3 Current and Historical Water Budget Analysis 

2.4.3.1 Water Year Types  

Water year type is based on the percentage of the water year precipitation compared to the 30-year 

precipitation average. Types are defined in this GSP as wet (> 150% of average), above normal (> 

100% to <150% of average), below normal (> 75% to <100% of average), dry (> 50% to <75% of 

average), and critical (<50% of average). Figures 2-22 through 2-25 show the water year type from 

1986 to 2015. The water type year for 2015 is dry. 
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2.4.3.2 Historical Water Budget Analysis 

DWR has designated the Oxnard Subbasin as a high-priority basin. The DWR GSP Regulations, 

Section 354.18, Water Budget, states that, “If overdraft conditions occur, as defined in Bulletin 118, 

the water budget shall include a quantification of overdraft over a period of years during which water 

year and water supply conditions approximate average conditions.” According to the DWR Bulletin 

118, “A basin is subject to critical overdraft when continuation of present water management 

practices would probably result in significant adverse overdraft-related environmental, social, or 

economic impacts” (DWR 2006). Bulletin 118 Interim Update 2016 (October 18, 2016) lists the 

Oxnard Subbasin (Basin 4-004.02) as being in critical overdraft (DWR 2016).  

Because of Bulletin 118’s listing of the Oxnard Subbasin as being in critical overdraft, the DWR GSP 

Regulations, Section 354.18 (b)(5), requires a quantification of the overdraft over a period of years 

during which water years and water supply conditions approximated average conditions. Using the 

water year types discussed in Section 2.4.3.1, and the above normal (> 100% to <150% of average) 

and the below normal (> 75% to <100% of average) water year types to bracket water supply 

conditions approximating average conditions, the following years have near average conditions: 1988, 

1991, 1992, 1994, 1996, 1997, 2000, 2001, 2003, 2006, 2008, 2010, and 2011. 

The change in storage during these years was an increase of 6,045 AFY in the UAS and an increase 

of 1,029 AFY in the LAS (Tables 2-7b and 2-7c). However, the net seawater intrusion during these 

years was 4,189 AFY in the UAS, and 5,225 AFY in the LAS (Table 2-7c). Thus, the net change 

in groundwater storage for the UAS without seawater intrusion was an increase in 1,856 AFY in 

the UAS and the net change in storage without seawater intrusion in the LAS was a decrease of 

4,196 AFY. Total groundwater pumping during these years averaged 47,080 AFY in the UAS and 

28,893 AFY in the LAS for a total of 65,973 AFY (Tables 2-7b and 2-7c). This quantification of 

the overdraft over a period of years during which water years and water supply conditions 

approximated average conditions would indicate that the Oxnard Subbasin was in overdraft of 

about 2,340 AFY (4,196 AFY [LAS] − 1,856 AFY [UAS]). It should be noted that except for 

2011, Tables 2-7b and 2-7c show net seawater intrusion for the UAS and LAS for each of the years 

that approximated average conditions. This seawater intrusion analysis suggests that based on the 

historical pumping patterns and pumping amounts, the Oxnard Subbasin was in overdraft by about 

2,340 AFY during average water supply conditions. 

GSP regulation Section 354.18 (c)(2) requires that the historical water budget information be used 

to evaluate availability or reliability of past surface water supply deliveries and aquifer response 

to water supply and demand trends relative to water year type. Historically, the Oxnard Subbasin 

has received surface water supply deliveries directly from one main source: the Santa Clara River. 

Additionally, but to a lesser degree, Calleguas Creek, imported water delivered by the CMWD, 

and Conejo Creek water diversions have contributed surface water supplies to the Oxnard 
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Subbasin. Table 2-8 shows that the diversion of Santa Clara River from 1985 to 2015 have 

averaged 62,467 AFY, and leakage from the Santa Clara River has averaged about 5,650 AFY 

(770 AFY [see Tables 2-7a and 2-7b] + 4,989 AFY [see Table 2-7b] – 109 AFY [see Table 2-7b]). 

This indicates a total Santa Clara River supply of approximately 68,117 AFY. In comparison, 

Calleguas Creek has supplied approximately 3,394 AFY (see Table 2-7a) to the semi-perched 

aquifer, CMWD has delivered 14,543 AFY of imported water (see Table 2-13), and Conejo Creek 

diverted flows have averaged 1,159 AFY (see Table 2-10). These last three sources total 19,096 

AFY, or 22% of the total surface water deliveries (87,213 AFY) or only 28% of the total Santa 

Clara River. Tables 2-7a, 2-13, and 2-10 for Calleguas Creek, CMWD imported water, and Conejo 

Creek (starting in 2002), respectively, suggest that these sources are reliable and not significantly 

affected by the water year type. However, diversions from the Santa Clara River as shown in Table 

2-8 and on Figure 2-59 vary widely depending on climate conditions. The high diversion years of 

1993, 1998, and 2005 were wet years (Figures 2-22 and 2-59). The low diversion years of 1990, 

2013 and 2014 were critical dry years, and 2015 was a dry year (Figures 2-22 and 2-59). Diversions 

of surface water by the UWCD from the Santa Clara River are critical to the surface water supplies 

of the Oxnard Subbasin. 

2.4.3.3 Current (2015) Groundwater Conditions  

Groundwater level data presented in Section 2.3, Groundwater Conditions, and the change in 

storage estimates for the calendar year 2015 from Tables 2-7a through 2-7c indicate that the 

Oxnard Subbasin had greater groundwater outflows than inflows in 2015. The estimated 2015 

groundwater change in storage is a loss of about 38,703 AF (Tables 2-7a through 2-7c). This 

change in groundwater storage would be larger and groundwater storage declines greater if 

seawater intrusion had not replaced groundwater in the Oxnard Subbasin. Model results in Tables 

2-7a through 2-7c indicate a net seawater intrusion in 2015 of approximately 19,200 AF. There 

was a net outflow of water to the Pacific Ocean in the semi-perched aquifer of approximately 504 

AF (Table 2-7a), but a positive inflow (seawater intrusion) in the UAS of approximately 11,633 

AF (Table 2-7b) and a positive inflow in the LAS of approximately 8,081 AF (Table 2-7c).  

Tables 2-7a through 2-7c show that from 1985 to 2015, seawater intrusion has replaced freshwater 

in storage in the Oxnard Subbasin in the LAS every year, and 23 of 31 years in the UAS. Tables 

2-7a and 2-7b indicate that seawater flows both in and out of the Oxnard Subbasin in the semi-

perched aquifer and the UAS. However, groundwater generally flows out of the Subbasin from the 

semi-perched aquifer (which is not currently a usable aquifer), and seawater usually inflows to the 

UAS and LAS, which affects usable groundwater aquifers.  
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2.4.3.4 Estimates of Historical Sustainable Yield 

Historical estimates for the Oxnard Subbasin sustainable yield8 have also included the PVB. These 

historical sustainable yield estimates include the following: 

 FCGMA, 1985, Groundwater Management Plan 

 FCGMA, 2007, 2007 Update to the Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency 

Groundwater Management Plan 

 UWCD and CMWD, 2012, Preliminary Draft Yield Analysis (UWCD 2016c) 

 UWCD, 2016, Proposed Method for Estimating Sustainable Yield (UWCD 2016c) 

All of these historical estimates for the combined Oxnard Subbasin and PVB sustainable yield are 

about 65,000 AFY, but do not demonstrate that this groundwater pumping rate prevents seawater 

intrusion. The UWCD Open-File Report 2017-02 (UWCD 2017a) Scenario D estimated that 

seawater intrusion would be halted if: (1) there were no groundwater pumping in what the report 

refers to as an assumed future “seawater intrusion management area,” (2) groundwater pumping 

were reduced by about 70% in LAS in the Oxnard Plain (excluding the Forebay) and in the PVB, 

and (3) there were no reduction in UAS pumping. However, this scenario assumed that 

groundwater for irrigation in the assumed future “seawater intrusion management area” would be 

supplied by a project to be implemented in the future. The combined estimated sustainable yield 

under Scenario D was 59,900 AFY for the Oxnard Subbasin (excluding the seawater intrusion 

management area) and the PVB.  

To estimate the sustainable yield under historical conditions where no future project is implemented, 

the UWCD conducted Scenario F in Addendum Open-File Report 2017-02a (UWCD 2017b). In 

Scenario F, the assumed seawater intrusion management area was eliminated, and a uniform 

reduction in groundwater pumping was simulated to achieve sustainable yield. The scenario defined 

a sustainable yield as maintaining groundwater elevations along the coast at levels sufficiently high 

to prevent seawater intrusion and other forms of saline water intrusion. In the Port Hueneme area, 

where the UAS and LAS are believed to have direct hydraulic connection with the Pacific Ocean, 

UWCD assumed minimum thresholds9 as defined in Open File Report 2017-02. However, under 

Scenario F, UWCD assumes a minimum threshold for the LAS near Mugu Lagoon to be −20 feet 

msl instead of 18.5 feet msl, as assumed in Open File Report 2017-02. This is because the most 

recent UWCD Saline Intrusion Update report (UWCD 2016b) interpreted the source of elevated 

                                                 
8  SGMA requires that an estimate of the “sustainable yield” be made for the Oxnard Subbasin based on historical 

data. However, as used in this section the sustainable yield does not address undesirable results, which are 

discussed in Chapter 3, Sustainable Management Criteria.  
9  “Minimum threshold” used here is in reference to the Open File Report 2017-02 usage and not to the minimum 

threshold discussed in Chapter 3 of this GSP. 
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chloride concentrations in the LAS near Mugu Lagoon to be saline water yielded from marine clays 

and/or from adjacent Tertiary-age sedimentary rocks, as a result of large declines in potentiometric 

head in the LAS over the past several decades, and not a direct result of current seawater intrusion. 

Additional discussion of saline water and seawater intrusion can be found in Section 2.3.3.  

Based on the results from UWCD Scenario F (UWCD 2017b, Table 2-2), the sustainable yield 

under historical conditions with no changes from the current pumping locations (i.e., without water 

supply or infrastructure projects) for the Oxnard Subbasin would be a total of 39,000 AFY (27,000 

AFY from the Oxnard Plain and 12,000 AFY from the Oxnard Forebay area). The results from 

UWCD Scenario F (2017b, Table 2-2) would indicate a total of 10,000 AFY for the PVB. 

Evaluation of the volume of water entering and leaving the model along the Pacific coastline under 

Scenario F indicated that there is a net outflow of water from the model to the Pacific Ocean over 

the 31-year simulation period. Groundwater left the model to the ocean in the UAS, while a smaller 

amount of seawater intruded the LAS. This suggests that additional production may be possible 

from the Oxnard Subbasin by reducing groundwater pumping in the LAS and increasing it in the 

UAS. This shift in pumping may also better protect against seawater intrusion.  

2.4.4 General Uncertainties in the Water Budget  
There are several limitations and uncertainties associated with other water budget terms used for 

both the historical and future conditions due to necessary simplifying of assumptions and data 

gaps. Uncertainties about the groundwater models used are discussed in Section 2.4.5.8. Some of 

the general water budget limitations and/or uncertainties include the following: 

1. The reporting of groundwater pumping outside the boundaries of the FCGMA is limited 

and there is a possibility of underreporting of pumping within the FCGMA boundaries due 

to non-reporting, inaccurate reporting, and equipment problems. Additional future data 

collection is needed to verify the existence and extent of and to eliminate this data gap. 

However, the amount of pumping outside the FCGMA boundary is expected to be minor 

given the limited number of wells (estimated at fewer than 12). 

2. The hydrologic base period (calendar years 1985–2015, DWR’s 31-year base period) 

may not necessarily be representative of long-term average conditions. As shown on 

Figure 1-6, Long-Term Precipitation Trends in the Oxnard Plain, this was a generally 

wetter-than-average period. However, the future water budget analysis in Section 2.4.5, 

which used a model 50-year period with an average precipitation period (1939 to 1979), 

does not suggest that the historical sustainable yield estimate based on this wetter-than-

average period is too high. The combined UAS and LAS sustainable yield for the future 

water budget ranged from 30,000 AFY to 48,000 AFY (Section 2.4.5.9). The estimated 

historical sustainable yield using UWCD Scenario F (Section 2.4.3.4) of 39,000 AFY is 

within this range. The uncertainty associated with the future water budget sustainable 

yield is discussed in Section 2.4.5.8.  
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3. Conclusions regarding uncertainties in the UWCD model are discussed in Section 2.4.5.8, 

Uncertainty Analysis, and in the Dudek peer review of the UWCD model (Appendix E).  

4. Subsurface inflows and outflows across basin boundaries are not measurable. The 

groundwater level data in these areas by themselves do not provide a clear indication of 

groundwater flow directions because of the limited water level measurements and the 

variation in time between measurements. The UWCD model provides a significantly 

improved understanding of these boundary fluxes and their variability under different 

pumping and recharge conditions in the region, but checking model values with 

observations and calculating the gradient with three-point groundwater flow problems 

should be considered to verify model estimates. Attempts to estimate inflows and outflows 

across basin boundaries using well groundwater level data was attempted for this GSP, but 

data gaps and limited well locations screened in one aquifer made the results unreliable. 

5. Some semi-perched groundwater in the Oxnard Subbasin is potentially captured by tile 

drains, rather than recharging the UAS. This uncertainty could be reduced through 

installation of instrumentation and measurement of discharges from the tile drains. 

6. Currently, aquifer-specific water level maps are not reliable to estimate aquifer change in 

groundwater storage due to the limited number and distribution of aquifer-specific water 

wells. Dedicated monitoring wells could installed and equipped with water-level 

measuring data loggers in all of the aquifers. This would help decrease uncertainty in 

estimates of future changes in groundwater storage by enabling use of aquifer-specific 

water-level maps to check groundwater model change in storage calculations.  

2.4.5 Projected Future Water Budget and Sustainable Yield 

Several model scenarios were developed in accordance with SGMA guidelines to assess the future 

sustainable yield of the Oxnard Subbasin. Each future scenario covered a 50-year time frame, from 

2020 to 2069. In this GSP, the period from 2020 to 2039 is referred to as the implementation 

period, and the period from 2040 to 2069 is referred to as the sustaining period. The sustainable 

yield was determined from the model scenarios that did not result in a net flux of seawater into 

either the UAS or the LAS in Oxnard Subbasin, within the level of the model uncertainty, during 

the 30-year sustaining period (Figure 2-63, Coastal Flux from the UWCD Model Scenarios).  

Because the Oxnard Subbasin is hydraulically connected to the PVB and the WLPMA, the 

sustainable yield of the Oxnard Subbasin is influenced by groundwater production and projects in 

these adjacent basins. The UWCD model used to assess the sustainable yield of the Oxnard 

Subbasin includes both the PVB and the WLPMA in the model domain, and the modeling 

assumptions associated with each scenario discussed below include the assumptions made for 

these adjacent basins.  
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The model scenarios developed for Oxnard Subbasin, the PVB, and the WLPMA all included 

existing projects and the 2070 DWR climate-change factor applied to the 1930–1970 historical 

precipitation and hydrology base period. The model scenarios are the following:  

 Future Baseline Simulation (2015–2017 average production rates adjusted by surface water 

deliveries) 

 Future Baseline Simulation With Projects (2015–2017 average production rates adjusted 

by surface water deliveries; potential future projects that met the DWR conditions for 

incorporation in the GSP) 

 Reduction With Projects (35% reduction of 2015–2017 average production rates adjusted 

by surface water deliveries for the UAS and LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin, 20% reduction 

for the UAS and LAS in PVB; and 20% in the LAS in the WLPMA; potential future 

projects that met the DWR conditions for incorporation in the GSP) 

 Reduction Without Projects 1 (reduction of 2015–2017 average production rates adjusted 

by surface water deliveries by 25% in the UAS, 60% in the LAS, and 45% for wells 

screened in both aquifer systems in the Oxnard Subbasin; 25% reduction for the UAS and 

the LAS in the PVB; and 25% in the LAS in the WLPMA) 

 Reduction Without Projects 2 (reduction of 2015–2017 average production rates adjusted 

by surface water deliveries by 55% in the UAS and the LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin; 20% 

reduction for the UAS and the LAS in the PVB; and 20% in the LAS in the WLPMA) 

 Reduction Without Projects 3 (reduction of 2015–2017 average production rates adjusted 

by surface water deliveries by 55% in the UAS and the LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin; 0% 

reduction for the UAS and the LAS in the PVB; and 0% in the LAS in the WLPMA) 

Two of the model scenarios listed above, the Future Baseline Simulation With Projects Scenario 

and the Reduction With Projects Scenario, incorporated projects that were approved for inclusion 

in the GSP model scenarios by the FCGMA Board. The Board’s approval of these projects only 

indicates that they were sufficiently defined by the project proponent to be analyzed as part of the 

GSP. It does not indicate that these specific projects will necessarily be constructed or, conversely, 

that other projects will not be developed in the future. The projects included are discussed in more 

detail with the description of each scenario below.  

An initial set of four modeling simulations were conducted using the future baseline conditions 

with two 50-year average climate cycles (1930–1979 and 1940–1989), and two DWR climate-

change factors (2030 and 2070) applied to each of the 50-year periods. The 1930 to 1979 50-year 

period with the 2070 DWR climate-change factor was found to be the most conservative and was 

used for the comparison with the other modeling simulations conducted. Additional details about 

the selection of the two 50-year average climate cycles is provided in Section 2.4.5.7. 
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In addition to the initial set of four modeling simulations and the six model scenarios listed above, 

the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1 was simulated with the DWR 2030 climate-change 

factor and with a historical precipitation and hydrology base period from 1940 to 1989. These 

simulations were conducted to better understand the potential impact of precipitation patterns and 

climate-change factors on the model results. While the results of these simulations were primarily 

used as a check on the minimum threshold groundwater elevations discussed in Chapter 3, the 

predicted impact on seawater intrusion is discussed in Section 2.4.5.7.  

Over the next 5 years, as additional projects are developed the model assumptions discussed below 

will need to be altered and incorporated into the 5-year GSP evaluation. 

2.4.5.1 Future Baseline Model Simulation 

SGMA requires that the GSP include an assessment of the “future baseline” conditions. In the 

Future Baseline Scenario, in order to assess whether or not groundwater extractions from the 

Oxnard Subbasin, PVB, and WLPMA were sustainable at their current rates, the average annual 

2015–2017 production rates, adjusted by surface water deliveries, were simulated. Future surface 

water deliveries were estimated by UWCD using Santa Clara River flows for historical periods, 

the 1930–1979 climate period adjusted for future DWR climate-change factors, and estimated 

diversions based on similar historical Santa Clara River flows. UWCD also considered current 

allowable diversions, which accounts for current environmental restraints and diversion operating 

conditions, and optimization of water deliveries for the PVP and spreading basins. Additional 

details about the UWCD future model scenarios are included in Appendix L, UWCD GSP Model 

Documentation. For the Oxnard Subbasin, this rate is approximately 68,000 AFY without surface 

diversions, for the combined UAS and LAS (Table 2-15).  

Future Baseline Scenario Model Assumptions 

The Future Baseline model simulation included the following: 

 Constant pumping at the 2015–2017 average rate of approximately 68,000 AFY adjusted 

for surface water deliveries in the Oxnard Subbasin (39,000 AFY in the UAS; 29,000 AFY 

in the LAS), 13,000 AFY in the WLPMA, and approximately 14,000 AFY in the PVB 

 Starting water levels equal to the final 2015 water levels from the historical simulations  

 Precipitation and streamflow for two 50-year periods (1930–1979 and 1940–1989), with an 

average precipitation that equaled the average precipitation for the entire historical record 

 Estimates of Santa Clara River surface water available for diversion prepared by UWCD 

staff using climate-change factors provided by DWR and historical measured flow in the 

river for the 50-year periods 
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 East Las Posas Management Area outflows to Arroyo Las Posas to the PVB from the 

CMWD model 

 Projects that are currently operating in the Subbasin or currently under development  

The historical measurements of precipitation for the two 50-year periods were modified using the 

DWR 2030 and 2070 climate-change factors. Stream flows were estimated using the adjusted 

rainfall. UWCD estimated Santa Clara River flow and the volume of water diverted to direct 

delivery and spreading. Pumping was decreased where the water is delivered to account for the 

surface water delivered. Future streamflow in Conejo and Calleguas Creeks in Pleasant Valley was 

estimated by regression. 

No projects currently under development were identified in the Oxnard Subbasin, but two projects 

under development in the PVB were incorporated into the future baseline simulation because these 

projects affect inflows to the Oxnard Subbasin. The two projects in PVB are the City of 

Camarillo’s North Pleasant Valley Desalter (desalination) Project and Conejo Creek Diversion 

deliveries to Pleasant Valley County Water District. The North Pleasant Valley Desalter Project 

was simulated by dividing the total project pumping of 4,500 AFY between project extraction 

wells 02N20W19L05 and 02N20W19F04. Additionally, pumping from Well 02N21W34C01 

increased by 1,300 AFY to reflect a shift in areas of production. 

In this scenario, Conejo Creek diversions will increase deliveries to agriculture by an additional 

2,200 AFY to make the total deliveries in the PVB 4,500 AFY starting in 2020. The Conejo Creek 

Project allows CWD to increase pumping by up to 4,500 AFY based on credits for surface water 

delivered to PVCWD. However, in running the future simulations, it became apparent that the 

model area identified for production from the CWD wells was not able to extract the full amount. 

The amount of simulated CWD pumping that was achievable in the future baseline simulation was 

therefore limited to 2,816 AFY.  

It is important to remember that groundwater extractions are not the only source of water to the 

Oxnard Subbasin. Surface water deliveries vary between the model scenarios because the model 

adjusts the deliveries of Santa Clara River water based on simulated groundwater elevations in the 

Oxnard Subbasin Forebay. Therefore, the total water available to the Oxnard Subbasin in the 

Future Baseline Scenario is approximately 72,000 AFY. Additionally, although the model 

calculates the groundwater extractions and surface water deliveries with precision, the values 

reported in Table 2-15 have been rounded to the nearest 1,000 AFY to reflect the uncertainty in 

the model calculations. 
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Future Baseline Scenario Model Results 

Both the modeled flux of seawater and the particle tracks from the Future Baseline Scenario 

indicate that continuing the 2015–2017 extraction rate for the next 50 years would cause net 

seawater intrusion in both the UAS and LAS as well as ongoing inland migration of the saline 

water impact front (Figure 2-63 and Figure 2-64a through 2-64e, UWCD Model Particle Tracks, 

Future Baseline). The average annual flux of seawater into the UAS during the sustaining period 

was 4,400 AFY and the average annual flux of seawater into the LAS during the sustaining period 

was 5,300 AFY. The saline water impact front continued to migrate landward throughout the 

sustaining period, even during wetter than average climate periods. Based on these factors, the 

current areal and aquifer-system distribution of groundwater production at the extraction rates 

modeled in the Future Baseline Scenario was determined not to be sustainable. 

2.4.5.2 Future Baseline With Projects Model Simulation 

Future Baseline With Projects Scenario Model Assumptions  

Modeling of future conditions included all of the assumptions incorporated into the Future 

Baseline simulation, and also incorporated potential future projects approved for inclusion by 

the FCGMA Board. Incorporation of the potential future projects in the Future Baseline With 

Projects Scenario neither represents a commitment by FCGMA to impose pumping reductions 

in the amounts specified at the wells identified below nor a commitment to move forward with 

each project included in the future model scenarios. Assumptions about projects and project 

implementation may have changed since the modeling was conducted and will continue to 

change over the next 5 years. These changes should be incorporated into the modeling for the 5-

year GSP evaluation.  

In the Oxnard Subbasin simulated future projects included delivery of 4,600 AFY of recycled 

water to farmers in the vicinity of Hueneme Road, expansion of the GREAT Program to increase 

groundwater recharge by 4,500 AFY in the Saticoy Spreading Grounds, and a 504 AFY reduction 

of pumping through temporary fallowing. These projects are discussed in detail in Chapter 5 of 

this GSP.  

To simulate the delivery of 4,600 AFY of recycled water to farmers in the vicinity of Hueneme 

Road, pumping from wells near the coast in the pumping depression area (UWCD model 

parameter zone 4; Figure 2-65, UWCD Model Zones) was reduced uniformly and proportionally 

by 4,600 AFY. Additionally, pumping from Wells 02N22W23C05S and 02N22W23C07S in the 

Forebay was adjusted to allow the City of Oxnard to pump up to 8,000 AFY of accumulated 

credits for 2,600 AF recycled agricultural water delivered annually from the GREAT Program 

(FCGMA 2018).  
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To simulate the expansion of the GREAT Program, spreading recharge was increased by 4,500 

AFY starting in 2025. To simulate the 504 AFY reduction of pumping through fallowing, pumping 

from Wells 01N22W26K04S, 01N22W27H02S, 01N22W26M03S, 01N22W26K03S, 

01N22W26P02S, 01N22W26Q03S, and 01N22W26D05S was reduced uniformly and 

proportionally by 504 AFY. It should be noted that these wells were selected for modeling 

purposes only and use of these wells in the model simulations was not intended to represent any 

planned pumping restrictions or limitations on these wells.  

In the PVB, a proposed temporary fallowing project was simulated near the pumping depression 

(in model parameter zone 11; Figure 2-65). This project would generate a 2,407 AFY reduction in 

pumping, however, actual simulated fallowing totaled 2,234 AFY due to considerations of existing 

contracts for the delivery of surface water from the Santa Clara River. Pumping was preferentially 

reduced in wells in the LAS within the PVB to the extent possible. 

In the WLPMA, future projects included the purchase of 1,762 AFY of water to be delivered to 

the eastern portion of the WLPMA in lieu of groundwater extraction. Simulated pumping was 

reduced in Zone Mutual Water Company Wells 02N20W07R03, 02N20W07R02, 

02N20W08M01, 02N20W08E01, and 02N20W08F01, as well as Ventura County Waterworks 

District No. 19 Wells 02N20W06R01 and 02N20W08B01. The pumping reductions of 1,762 AFY 

were applied uniformly and proportionally across the wells. 

After incorporating the potential future projects, the average groundwater production rate for the 

UAS in the Oxnard Subbasin was 41,000 AFY and the average groundwater production rate for 

the LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin was 24,000 AFY for the Future Baseline With Projects Scenario. 

In the PVB, the average groundwater production rate was 4,300 AFY in the UAS and 7,600 AFY 

in the LAS. In the WLPMA, the average production rate in the LAS was 11,200 AFY. 

Because the projects that were incorporated into the Future Baseline With Projects Scenario 

included reduction of approximately 500 AFY from temporary fallowing in Oxnard, and deliveries 

of recycled water from the GREAT Program, the groundwater extractions in the LAS decreased 

by approximately 4,000 AFY, relative to the Future Baseline Scenario. At the same time, the 

groundwater extractions from the UAS increased by approximately 2,000 AFY, relative to the 

Future Baseline Scenario, in the Future Baseline With Projects Scenario (Table 2-15). 

Consequently, the effect of incorporating the projects was to shift groundwater extraction from the 

LAS to the UAS, and reduce overall groundwater extraction by approximately 2,000 AFY. The 

total water available to the Oxnard Subbasin in the Future Baseline With Projects Scenario was 

approximately 73,000 AFY, with the reduction in groundwater production being offset by the 

addition of approximately 3,000 AFY of project water. 
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Future Baseline With Projects Scenario Model Results 

Although the shift in groundwater extractions from the LAS to the UAS and reduction in the total 

extractions helped reduce the flux of seawater into the Oxnard Subbasin, overall the Future 

Baseline With Projects Scenario resulted in approximately 3,000 AFY of seawater flux into the 

UAS and 2,700 AFY into the LAS during the sustaining period (Figures 2-66a through 2-66e, 

UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Base Case with Projects). Particle tracks for the Future Baseline 

With Projects Scenario also showed net landward migration of the saline water impact front during 

the sustaining period (Figures 2-66a through 2-66e). Based on these factors, the current areal and 

aquifer-system distribution of groundwater production at the extraction rates modeled in the Future 

Baseline With Projects Scenario was determined not to be sustainable.  

2.4.5.3 Reduction With Projects Scenario 

Reduction With Projects Scenario Model Assumptions 

The Reduction With Projects Scenario included all of the assumptions incorporated into both the 

Future Baseline simulation and the Future Baseline With Projects Scenario. The Reduction With 

Projects Scenario also included a 35% reduction of 2015–2017 average production rates for the 

UAS and LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin, 20% reduction for the UAS and LAS in the PVB, and 20% 

in the LAS in the WLPMA. Groundwater production rates were reduced linearly over the 

implementation period and held constant during the sustaining period. In the Oxnard Subbasin 

UAS, the simulated groundwater production rate in model year 2020 was 40,000 AFY. The 

production rate in model year 2040 at the beginning of the sustaining period was 24,300 AFY.10 

The average production from the UAS for the sustaining period was 26,500 AFY. In the LAS, the 

simulated groundwater production rate in model year 2020 was 28,500 AFY and the simulated 

groundwater production rate in model year 2040 was 14,000 AFY. The average production rate 

from the LAS for the sustaining period was 12,800 AFY. 

Reduction With Projects Model Scenario Results 

Reducing groundwater production in the UAS and LAS, and shifting some groundwater 

extractions from the LAS to the UAS via the potential future projects in the Reduction With 

Projects Scenario, resulted in an average flux of groundwater out of the UAS into the Pacific Ocean 

of approximately 3,300 AFY during the sustaining period. In the LAS, the Reduction With Projects 

Scenario resulted in an average flux of approximately 1,200 AFY of seawater into the LAS during 

the sustaining period (Figures 2-67a through 2-67e, UWCD Particle Tracks, Reduction With 

                                                 
10  Modeled extraction rates depend on climate, surface water availability, and simulated groundwater elevations for 

each model year. The reductions implemented reflect a reduction in overall water demand for the Oxnard 

Subbasin and are not the exact percentage specified for any given year. Therefore, the extraction rate from the 

UAS in 2040 is 39% of the extraction rate in 2020 rather than the 35% specified in the model scenario description.  
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Projects Simulation). Particle tracks for the Reduction With Projects Scenario indicate that the 

location of the 2015 saline water impact front would likely migrate toward the Pacific Ocean in 

the UAS as freshwater diluted saline concentrations, while it would experience some landward 

migration in the LAS (Figures 2-67a through 2-67e). The continued landward migration of the 

saline water impact front in the LAS suggests that groundwater production in the LAS may need 

to be reduced further than it was in this model scenario, while at the same time the groundwater 

production rate in the UAS was likely lower than it needed to be, as groundwater left the aquifers 

of the UAS and entered the Pacific Ocean.  

2.4.5.4 Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1 

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1 Model Assumptions 

The Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1 included all of the assumptions incorporated into the 

Future Baseline simulation but did not include the projects that were incorporated into the Future 

Baseline With Projects and Reduction With Projects Scenarios. In the Oxnard Subbasin, the 

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1 also included a 25% reduction of 2015–2017 average 

production rates for wells screened solely in the UAS, a 60% reduction of the 2015–2017 average 

production rates for wells screened solely in the LAS, and a 45% reduction of the 2015–2017 

average production rates for wells screened in both aquifer systems. The 2015–2017 average 

pumping rate was reduced by 25% in the UAS and LAS in the PVB, and 25% in the LAS in the 

WLPMA. Groundwater production rates were reduced linearly over the implementation period 

and held constant during the sustaining period.  

In the Oxnard Subbasin UAS, the simulated groundwater production rate in model year 2020 was 

40,300 AFY. The production rate in model year 2040 at the beginning of the sustaining period was 

27,300 AFY.11 The average production from the UAS for the sustaining period was 27,200 AFY. 

In the LAS, the simulated groundwater production rate in model year 2020 was 33,100 AFY and 

the simulated groundwater production rate in model year 2040 was 13,000 AFY. The average 

production rate from the LAS for the sustaining period was 11,600 AFY. The resulting average 

combined extraction rate from the two aquifer systems was approximately 39,000 AFY for the 30-

year sustaining period (Table 2-15).  

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1 Model Results 

The fluxes in the UAS and LAS in the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1 were similar to those 

simulated in the Reduction With Projects Scenario (Figures 2-68a through 2-68e, UWCD Model 

                                                 
11  Modeled extraction rates depend on climate, surface water availability, and simulated groundwater elevations for 

each model year. The reductions implemented reflect a reduction in overall water demand for the Oxnard 

Subbasin and are not the exact percentage specified for any given year. Therefore, the extraction rate from the 

UAS in 2040 is 32% of the extraction rate in 2020 rather than the 25% specified in the model scenario description.  
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Particle Tracks, Reduction Without Projects Scenario (1) Simulation). There was an average flux 

of groundwater out of the UAS into the Pacific Ocean of approximately 2,800 AFY during the 

sustaining period in the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1. In the LAS, the Reduction Without 

Projects Scenario 1 resulted in an average flux of approximately 1,300 AFY of seawater into the 

LAS during the sustaining period. Particle tracks for this scenario indicate that the 2015 saline 

water impact front would likely migrate toward the Pacific Ocean in the UAS as freshwater diluted 

saline concentrations in the UAS, while it would migrate farther landward in the LAS than in the 

Reduction With Projects Scenario (Figures 2-68a through 2-68e). As in the Reduction With 

Projects Scenario, the continued landward migration of the saline water impact front in the LAS 

suggests that groundwater production in the LAS may need to be reduced further than it was in the 

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1, while at the same time the groundwater production rate in 

the UAS was likely lower than it needed to be, as groundwater left the aquifers of the UAS and 

entered the Pacific Ocean. 

2.4.5.5 Reduction Without Projects Scenario 2 

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 2 Model Assumptions 

The Reduction Without Projects Scenario 2 included all of the assumptions incorporated into the 

Future Baseline simulation but did not include the projects that were incorporated into the Future 

Baseline With Projects and Reduction With Projects Scenarios. In the Oxnard Subbasin, the 

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 2 also included a 55% reduction of 2015–2017 average 

production rates for the UAS and LAS. The 2015–2017 average pumping rate was reduced by 

20% in the UAS and LAS in the PVB, and 20% in the LAS in the WLPMA. Groundwater 

production rates were reduced linearly over the implementation period and held constant during 

the sustaining period.  

In the Oxnard Subbasin UAS, the simulated groundwater production rate in model year 2020 was 

40,000 AFY. The production rate in model year 2040 at the beginning of the sustaining period was 

17,600 AFY.12 The average production from the UAS for the sustaining period was 17,600 AFY. 

In the LAS, the simulated groundwater production rate in model year 2020 was 33,100 AFY and 

the simulated groundwater production rate in model year 2040 was 12,800 AFY. The average 

production rate from the LAS for the sustaining period was 11,500 AFY. The resulting average 

combined extraction rate from the two aquifer systems was approximately 29,000 AFY for the 30-

year sustaining period (Table 2-15).  

                                                 
12  Modeled extraction rates depend on climate, surface water availability, and simulated groundwater elevations for 

each model year. The reductions implemented reflect a reduction in overall water demand for the Oxnard 

Subbasin and are not the exact percentage specified for any given year. Therefore, the extraction rate from the 

UAS in 2040 is 56% of the extraction rate in 2020 rather than the 55% specified in the model scenario description.  
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Model results indicate that under this scenario the groundwater flux in the LAS between the PVB 

and the Oxnard Subbasin is mostly reversed from the above scenarios from model year 2027 to 

2055. The groundwater flow during this period (2027 to 2055) in the LAS is from the Oxnard 

Subbasin to the PVB. This increased the seawater intrusion in the LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin, 

exacerbating Oxnard Subbasin’s seawater intrusion problem.  

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 2 Model Results 

There was an average flux of groundwater out of the UAS into the Pacific Ocean of 

approximately 4,700 AFY during the sustaining period in the Reduction Without Projects 

Scenario 2 and an average flux of approximately 900 AFY of seawater into the LAS. As in the 

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1, the continued inflow of seawater into the LAS suggests 

that groundwater production in the LAS may need to be reduced further than it was in the 

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 2, while at the same time the groundwater production rate 

in the UAS was likely lower than it needed to be, as groundwater left the aquifers of the UAS 

and entered the Pacific Ocean. 

2.4.5.6 Reduction Without Projects Scenario 3 

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 3 Model Assumptions 

The Reduction Without Projects Scenario 3 included all of the assumptions incorporated into the 

Future Baseline simulation but did not include the projects that were incorporated into the Future 

Baseline With Projects and Reduction With Projects Scenarios. In the Oxnard Subbasin, the 

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 3 also included a 55% reduction of 2015–2017 average 

production rates for the UAS and LAS. The 2015–2017 average pumping rate was not reduced in 

the UAS and LAS in the PVB or in the LAS in the WLPMA. Groundwater production rates were 

reduced in the Oxnard Subbasin linearly over the implementation period and held constant during 

the sustaining period.  

In the Oxnard Subbasin UAS, the simulated groundwater production rate in model year 2020, at 

the beginning of the implementation period, was 40,000 AFY. The production rate in model year 

2040 at the beginning of the sustaining period was 18,100 AFY. The average production from the 

UAS for the sustaining period was 18,100 AFY. In the LAS, the simulated groundwater production 

rate in model year 2020 was 33,200 AFY and the simulated groundwater production rate in model 

year 2040 was 13,700 AFY. The average production rate from the LAS for the sustaining period 

was 12,300 AFY. The resulting average combined extraction rate from the two aquifer systems 

was approximately 30,000 AFY for the 30-year sustaining period (Table 2-15). 
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Reduction Without Projects Scenario 3 Model Results 

There was an average flux of groundwater out of the UAS into the Pacific Ocean of approximately 

3,700 AFY during the sustaining period in the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 3 and an 

average flux of approximately 1,400 AFY of seawater into the LAS. As in the Reduction Without 

Projects Scenarios 1 and 2, the continued inflow of seawater into the LAS suggests that 

groundwater production in the LAS may need to be reduced further than it was in the Reduction 

Without Projects Scenario 3, while at the same time the groundwater production rate in the UAS 

was likely lower than it needed to be, as groundwater left the aquifers of the UAS and entered the 

Pacific Ocean. 

Model results indicate that under this scenario the groundwater flux in the LAS between the PVB 

and the Oxnard Subbasin is reversed from model year 2027 to the end of the model period (2070). 

The groundwater flow during this period (after 2027) in the LAS is from the Oxnard Subbasin to 

the PVB. This significantly increases the seawater intrusion in the LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin 

exacerbating Oxnard Subbasin’s seawater intrusion problem. 

2.4.5.7 Alternative Climate and Rainfall Patterns  

To assess the potential impacts on model predictions from alternate climate-change assumptions and 

precipitation patterns, two additional simulations were conducted using the Reduction Without 

Projects Scenario 1. These additional simulations changed the scenario assumptions in two ways. 

First, the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1 was simulated using the DWR 2030 climate-change 

factor, rather than the more conservative 2070 climate-change factor. This revised scenario is 

referred to as the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1a. Second, the Reduction Without Projects 

Scenario 1a was simulated with the DWR 2030 climate-change factor applied to the historical 

precipitation and hydrology period from 1940 to 1989, rather than the original period from 1930 to 

1979. This revised scenario is referred to as the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1b.  

The 50-year periods from 1930 to 1979 and 1940 to 1989 were selected because they were the two 

periods from the entire historical record with the closest mean, or average, precipitation to the 

mean precipitation for the entire historical record of 14.4 inches. The mean precipitation for the 

historical period from 1930 to 1979 is also 14.4 inches and the mean precipitation from the 

historical period from 1940 to 1989 is 14.6 inches. These periods also have a similar distribution 

of precipitation years to the historical record and a similar average drought length to the average 

drought length in the historical record. The primary difference between the two periods is the 

timing of the dry periods in the records. The period from 1930 to 1979 begins with a 7-year dry 

period from 1930 to 1936 (model years 2020–2026), while the period from 1940-1989 begins with 

a 5-year wetter than average period (model years 2020–2024). The differences between these 

scenarios are discussed below. 
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Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1a 

The Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1a had approximately 2,200 AFY of freshwater flowing out 

of the UAS to the Pacific Ocean and 1,500 AFY of seawater intrusion into the LAS during the 

sustaining period. Compared to the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1, there was approximately 

600 AFY less flow out of the UAS and approximately 200 AFY more flow into the LAS from the 

Pacific Ocean (Figure 2-63). This is the result of lower water levels in the UAS and LAS under this 

scenario than the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1. The 2030 climate-change factor showed 

lower potential water levels and more seawater intrusion than the 2070 climate-change factor; 

however, the difference between the simulated fluxes in the two scenarios is within the uncertainty of 

the model predictions and is not significant compared to other uncertainties in the future simulations, 

including the actual precipitation pattern that will prevail over the period from 2020 to 2069.  

Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1b 

The Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1b had approximately 4,300 AFY of freshwater flowing out 

of the UAS to the Pacific Ocean and 760 AFY of seawater intrusion into the LAS during the sustaining 

period. Compared to the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1a, the Reduction Without Projects 

Scenario 1b had 2,100 AFY more freshwater leaving the UAS and 800 AFY less seawater intrusion in 

the LAS during the sustaining period (Figure 2-63). The reduced seawater intrusion and increased 

freshwater outflow are the result of higher simulated groundwater levels during the sustaining period 

than in the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1a. The groundwater elevations in the Reduction 

Without Projects Scenario 1b rise faster in response to the wetter than average precipitation pattern that 

occurs at the beginning of the model period (model years 2020–2024) and remain higher during the 

sustaining period (model years 2040–2069) than they do in the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 

1a. The differences in seawater intrusion and water levels between the Reduction Without Projects 

Scenarios 1a and 1b show that the model is more sensitive to actual precipitation patterns than it is to 

the predicted relative changes in climate between 2030 and 2070. The actual climate and precipitation 

patterns over the next 5 years should be used to revise the model simulations and refine the estimated 

potential for net seawater intrusion during the sustaining period.  

2.4.5.8 Uncertainty Analysis  

A review of the UWCD model was conducted to provide an independent evaluation of the model for 

use in the context of developing a GSP and to quantify the uncertainty associated with the modeling 

estimates of the sustainable yield for the basins in the model domain (Appendix E). UWCD conducted 

a local sensitivity analysis of its model prior to this review, in order to evaluate how the model input 

parameters obtained via the model calibration affect the model outputs. The peer review conducted an 

additional global sensitivity analysis that keys off of their local sensitivity analysis, and allows for a 

quantitative assessment of uncertainty in seawater flux and sustainable yield.  
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General Results 

Results of the model scenarios discussed above indicate that changes to groundwater production 

rates or to extraction locations for the Oxnard Subbasin are needed to avoid seawater intrusion in 

the LAS during the sustaining period. Understanding the uncertainties in the model predictions 

underscores the desirability of making gradual changes in production rates while additional 

monitoring and studies help to reduce these uncertainties.  

The largest potential sources of uncertainty in the model were found to be hydraulic properties, for 

a given precipitation pattern. As discussed in Section 2.4.5.7, Alternative Climate and Rainfall 

Patterns, precipitation and surface water availability are a critical input parameter for predictive 

simulations. Critical areas of hydraulic properties were constrained in the historical simulations by 

aquifer testing. In particular, the model parameters that accounted for the most variance 

(approximately 37% of total variance) in minimizing error between observed groundwater levels and 

model simulated heads throughout the model were the horizontal hydraulic conductivities assigned 

to the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers in the Forebay. The values assigned in the model were consistent 

with horizontal hydraulic conductivities determined from aquifer testing in that area. The fact that 

the most sensitive parameter assignments were well constrained by observations reduces uncertainty 

and provides good confidence in model predictions of groundwater levels overall.  

Additionally and importantly, these same zones of horizontal hydraulic conductivity accounted for 

approximately 24% of total variance in model calculations of seawater flux across the ocean 

boundary. In contrast, the conductance of the ocean general head boundaries only accounted for 

approximately 3% of the variance in seawater flux. This indicates that the movement of artificially 

recharged groundwater from the Forebay to the coast is key in seawater flux. Additionally, the 

amount of Forebay recharge that enters the WLPMA rather than moving toward the coast was 

found to affect the seawater flux more than the conductance of the general head boundaries 

representing the ocean outcrops at the model boundary.  

Stream infiltration, a parameter that was estimated based on the correlation between predicted and 

observed water levels accounted for approximately 5% of the variance in seawater flux and 

horizontal and vertical hydraulic conductivity of the aquitard separating Layer 5 (Mugu Aquifer) 

from Layer 7 (the Hueneme Aquifer) in the PVB accounted for approximately 3% of the variance 

in seawater flux. This sensitivity is associated with the flux across the basin boundary and flow 

between the UAS and the LAS. Again, these parameters in the PVB accounted for more seawater 

flux than that accounted for by the conductance of the aquifer outcrops beneath the ocean.  

Quantifying Uncertainty 

The uncertainty associated with model simulations of seawater flux was calculated by determining 

the relationship between simulated groundwater levels in wells near the coast and simulated seawater 
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flux at the ocean boundary for the six model scenarios described in Section 2.4.5. This relationship 

was established by calculating the mean errors between observed and simulated groundwater levels 

at the coastal wells and applying the relationship between simulated groundwater levels and seawater 

flux to determine what the flux would have been had the model exactly reproduced observed 

groundwater levels. This analysis was conducted for both the entire model period from 2020 to 2069 

and the sustaining period from 2040 to 2060. In general the analysis indicated that there is 

approximately 2,000 AFY uncertainty due to model error in simulated total seawater flux, though 

this varies depending on which time frame is analyzed. Alternatively, using calculated seawater flux 

from 121 realizations in a global sensitivity analysis yielded a comparable result of approximately 

3,000 AFY uncertainty in seawater flux. The global sensitivity analysis is discussed in Appendix E. 

For the sustaining period, the relationship between seawater flux and pumping gives a confidence 

interval for the sustainable yield of approximately ± 6,000 AFY for the UAS and ± 3,600 AFY for 

the LAS. For the entire model period from 2020 to 2069, the relationship between seawater flux and 

pumping gives a confidence interval for the sustainable yield of approximately ± 4,100 AFY for the 

UAS and ± 2,300 AFY for the LAS. The relationship between seawater flux and water levels will 

continue to be refined through data collection and analysis over successive 5-year periods for the 

GSP evaluations, and these uncertainty estimates are anticipated to contract accordingly. 

2.4.5.9 Estimates of Future Sustainable Yield  

The sustainable yield for Oxnard Subbasin was assessed by examining the modeled flux of seawater 

into the Subbasin over the 50-year model period and 30-year sustaining period predicted by the 

UWCD model for the Subbasin, the PVB, and the WLPMA. The sustaining period was assessed 

because SGMA recognizes that undesirable results may occur during the 20-year implementation 

period, as basins move toward sustainable groundwater management. In addition to the flux of 

seawater, particle tracks from the model runs were analyzed to evaluate the potential migration of 

the current extent of saline water impact in the UAS and the LAS. The particles were placed along 

the approximate inland extent of the zone of saline water impact in 2015. Scenarios that minimize 

the net flux of seawater into the Oxnard Subbasin and the landward migration of the saline water 

impact front over the 30-year sustaining period are sustainable for Oxnard, while those that allow 

for net seawater intrusion and landward migration of the saline water impact front are not.  

None of the model scenarios described in Section 2.4.5 successfully eliminated seawater intrusion 

in the LAS during the 50-year model period or the 30-year sustaining period, while the majority 

of the model scenarios resulted in net freshwater loss from the UAS to the Pacific Ocean. 

Therefore, none of the direct model scenarios was used to estimate the sustainable yield of the 

Oxnard Subbasin. Instead, the relationship between seawater flux and groundwater production 

from the model scenarios for both the 50-year period and the 30-year period were plotted 

graphically and the linear relationship between the seawater flux and groundwater production was 

used to predict the quantity of groundwater production that would result in no net seawater 
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intrusion over the periods in either the UAS or the LAS. This method is also discussed in Appendix 

E, Section 2.3.2.2, and the seawater flux and groundwater production plots are provided in 

Appendix E as Figures 4 and 5. In order to provide separate estimates for the two aquifer systems, 

independent relationships between groundwater production and seawater intrusion were developed 

for the UAS and LAS. It was possible to develop relationships for each aquifer within the UAS 

and LAS, but in general wells in the Oxnard Subbasin are screened in multiple aquifers in each 

aquifer system. Therefore, for management purposes, the sustainable yield estimates were 

developed for the aquifer systems rather than for independent aquifers.  

The sustainable yield of the UAS was calculated to be approximately 32,000 AFY for both the 

entire 50-year model period and the 30-year sustaining period. The uncertainty in the estimated 

sustainable yield for the UAS is lower if only the sustaining period is used. For the entire model 

period, the uncertainty in the sustainable yield is approximately ± 6,000 AFY, whereas for the 

sustainable period the uncertainty in the sustainable yield is approximately ± 4,100 AFY. 

Consequently, this analysis suggests that the sustainable yield of the UAS may be as high as 38,000 

AFY or as low as 26,000 AFY. 

The sustainable yield of the LAS was calculated to be approximately 7,000 AFY for both the 

entire 50-year model period and the 30- year sustaining period. The uncertainty in the estimated 

sustainable yield for the LAS is lower if the entire model period is used. For the entire model 

period, the uncertainty in the sustainable yield of the LAS is approximately ± 2,300 AFY, 

whereas for the sustainable period the uncertainty in the sustainable yield is approximately ± 

3,600 AFY. Consequently, this analysis suggests that the sustainable yield of the LAS may be 

as high as 10,600 AFY or as low as 3,400 AFY. 

It is anticipated that the analysis for the 5-year update to the GSP will focus on differential 

extractions on the coast and inland, particularly in the LAS. Additional modeling is recommended 

for the 5-year update process to understand how changes in pumping patterns can increase the 

overall sustainable yield of the Oxnard Subbasin. As this understanding improves, projects to 

support increases in the overall sustainable yield can be developed.  

2.5 MANAGEMENT AREAS  

In order to sustainably manage the groundwater resources of the Oxnard Subbasin, the Subbasin 

has been divided into five management areas (Figure 2-69, Oxnard Subbasin Management 

Areas). These areas are the Forebay Management Area, the West Oxnard Plain Management Area, 

the Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area, the Saline Intrusion Management Area, and 

the East Oxnard Plain Management Area (EOPMA). These areas are separated by hydrogeologic 

and water quality characteristics.  
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The Forebay Management Area is in the northeastern Oxnard Subbasin. In this area of the Subbasin, 

the semi-perched aquifer and clay cap are absent, resulting in direct communication between the 

alluvium and the underlying aquifer systems. The majority of surface water recharge to the Oxnard 

Subbasin occurs within the UWCD spreading grounds located in the Forebay Management Area.  

The West Oxnard Plain Management Area lies within the Oxnard Subbasin jurisdictional 

boundaries. The West Oxnard Plain Management Area, which includes the City of Oxnard, is 

south and west of the Forebay Management Area.  

The Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area is south and east of the West Oxnard Plain 

Management Area. The boundaries of the Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area 

include are Highway 101 to the north, North Rice Avenue and North Rose Avenue to the west, 

East Hueneme Road and Highway 1 to the south, and the Bailey Fault and the PVB to the east. 

This management area was established based on the low groundwater elevations historically 

recorded in both the UAS and the LAS in the area.  

The Saline Intrusion Management Area lies to the west of the Oxnard Pumping Depression 

Management Area, and south of the West Oxnard Plain Management Area.  The Saline 

Intrusion Management Area includes both Port Hueneme and Point Mugu, where saline 

intrusion has occurred historically and has impacted wells in both the UAS and LAS. 

The EOPMA lies to the east of the Bailey Fault and is predominantly within the jurisdiction of 

the County of Ventura. A small area on the northern boundary between the EOPMA and the 

PVB is covered by the Camrosa Water District–Oxnard Subbasin GSA (see Figure 1-2).The 

FCGMA jurisdictional boundary extends into the EOPMA along the boundary with the Oxnard 

Pumping Depression Management Area (Figure 2-69). This management area was established 

based on groundwater elevation and chloride concentration differences across the Bailey Fault, 

which acts as a barrier to groundwater flow (Turner 1975; Section 2.2.1). 

This GSP has been prepared for the entire Oxnard Subbasin and management areas defined in 

this GSP will be managed by the FCGMA. The minimum thresholds and measurable objectives 

developed in Chapter 3 are based on the data available in the Forebay Management Area, the West 

Oxnard Plain Management Area, the Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area, and the 

Saline Water Intrusion Management Area. Comparable historical data on groundwater elevation, 

storage, production, and quality are not available for the EOPMA. Therefore, the minimum 

thresholds and measurable objectives for the West Oxnard Plain and Oxnard Pumping Depression 

Management Areas, which are adjacent to the EOPMA, will be applied to age and/or depth 

equivalent hydrostratigraphic units in the EOPMA. As additional data are collected in the 

EOPMA, separate minimum thresholds and management objectives may be developed. If changes 

to the minimum thresholds and management objectives are warranted, justification will be 

provided in the 5-year GSP updates.  
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Table 2-1 

Oxnard Subbasin Stratigraphic and Hydrostratigraphic Nomenclature 

Geologic 
Period 

Geologic 
Epoch 

Mukae and Turner (1975) 
Kew (1924); Bailey 

(1951)a 
Weber and Kiessling 

(1976) Dibblee (1992a, 1992b) 
Mukae and Turner (1975); DWR 

(2006) 

Lithologic Units and Formations Hydrostratigraphy 

Quaternary Holocene Alluvium: Active stream deposits, 
sand, and gravel; stream, swamp, 
and lagunal deposits of clay, sand, 
and gravel 

Recent Alluvium: Active lagoonal, beach, river, and floodplain and 
alluvial deposits 

Oxnard Semi-
Perched 

Upper 
Aquifer 
System Upper 

Pleistocene 
Terrace deposits: 
Deformed river 
deposits 

Older Alluvium: Deformed beach, river, 
floodplain, and terrace deposits 

Oxnard 

Older Alluvium: Clays silts, 
sands, and gravels from the Santa 
Clara River 

Mugu 

Saugus 
Formation: 
Terrestrial and 
marine sand and 
gravel 

Saugus Formation: 
Terrestrial fluvial 

Saugus Formation: 
Terrestrial 

San Pedro 
Formation: Marine 
clays and sand and 
terrestrial sediment 

Hueneme  Lower 
Aquifer 
System 

Lower 
Pleistocene 

San Pedro Formation: Marine 
and nonmarine clay, sand, and 
gravel 

Las Posas Sand: 
Shallow marine sand Fox Canyon 

Santa Barbara Formation: 
Marine clay, sand, and gravel 

Santa Barbara 
Formation: Shallow 
marine sand 

Grimes Canyon 
(upper member) 

Tertiary Pliocene Pico Formation: Shale, 
sandstone, and conglomerate 

Fernando Group   Non-Freshwater Bearing 

Miocene 

Santa Margarita and Modelo 
Formations 

Modelo Formation: Marine mudstones Monterey Formation 

Topanga Formation and 
Volcanics 

Conejo Volcanics: Terrestrial and marine extrusive and intrusive 
igneous rocks 

Oligocene/ 
Eocene 

Older Rocks Sespe Formation: Sandstone and cobble conglomerate 

Note: 
a As cited in DeVecchio et al. 2012a. 
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Table 2-2 

Vertical Gradient 

Location 

Nested Group 

(First 9 Digits of SWN) 

Well 

(Penultimate 2 
Digits of SWN) 

Screen Interval Spring 2015 
Elevation 

(ft msl) 

Spring 2015 
Gradient  

(ft/ft)a 

Fall 2015 
Elevation 

(ft msl) 

Fall 2015 
Gradient 

(ft/ft)a Aquiferb Top Bottom 

Forebay 02N22W23B 09 75 95 NA — 10.41 −0.643 Oxnard 

08 135 155 −13.06 −0.057 −28.19 −0.019 Oxnard 

07 260 300 −20.72 −0.012 −30.81 −0.028 Mugu 

06 460 500 −23.2 −0.114 −36.43 −0.107 Hueneme 

05 830 870 −65.53 −0.036 −75.84 −0.039 Hueneme 

04 1,110 1,150 −75.59 −0.014 −86.77 0.032 Hueneme 

03 1,210 1,250 −77 — −83.55 — Fox 

Forebay 02N21W07L 06 135 155 8.2 −0.012 −12.07 −0.042 Mugu 

04 500 540 3.88 −0.014 −27.9 0.022 Fox 

03 640 700 1.84 — −24.59 — Fox 

North - Coastal 01N23W01C 05 120 145 1.18 −0.040 −0.92 −0.048 Oxnard 

04 630 695 −20.03 −0.009 −26.52 −0.010 Hueneme 

03 965 1,065 −23.24 −0.014 −29.95 −0.010 Hueneme 

02 1,390 1,490 −29.31 — −34.34 — Fox 

Port Hueneme 01N22W20M 06 50 70 1.27 −0.071 1.8 −0.131 Semi-
Perched 

05 150 170 −5.78 −0.004 −11.27 −0.002 Oxnard 

04 280 300 −6.26 −0.033 −11.55 −0.039 Mugu 

03 520 560 −14.6 −0.017 −21.3 −0.019 Hueneme 

02 700 740 −17.57 −0.040 −24.8 −0.048 Hueneme 

01 900 940 −25.65  −34.47  Fox 

Port Hueneme 01N22W28G 5 180 200 −7.4 −0.009 −12.4 −0.016 Oxnard 

4 255 275 −8.1 −0.030 −13.6 −0.032 Oxnard 

3 720 760 −22.3 −0.039 −28.8 −0.051 Hueneme 

2 995 1,095 −34.2 0.010 −44.2 0.019 Fox 

1 1,295 1,395 −31.3 — −38.6 — GCA 
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Table 2-2 

Vertical Gradient 

Location 

Nested Group 

(First 9 Digits of SWN) 

Well 

(Penultimate 2 
Digits of SWN) 

Screen Interval Spring 2015 
Elevation 

(ft msl) 

Spring 2015 
Gradient  

(ft/ft)a 

Fall 2015 
Elevation 

(ft msl) 

Fall 2015 
Gradient 

(ft/ft)a Aquiferb Top Bottom 

Point Mugu 01N22W36K 09 175 195 −13.07 −0.110 −24.14 −0.156 Oxnard 

08 310 330 −27.89 −0.220 −45.17 −0.561 Mugu 

07 410 450 −52.06 −0.005 −106.82 −0.019 FCA 

06 540 580 −52.71 −0.025 −109.32 −0.014 FCA 

05 680 720 −56.26 — −111.34 — GCA 

South/ Central 01N21W19L 14 18 38 11.97 −0.278 10.1 −0.331 Semi-
Perched 

13 110 130 −13.63 −0.048 −20.33 −0.096 Oxnard 

12 200 220 −17.93 −0.109 −28.96 −0.119 Oxnard 

11 300 320 −28.85 −0.390 −40.87 −0.620 Mugu 

10 394 414 −65.55 — −99.19 — FCA 

South 01N21W32Q 06 275 285 −41.21 −0.278 −65 −0.468 Oxnard 

07 180 220 −12.7 −0.356 −20.24 −0.560 Mugu 

05 330 370 −60.7 −0.021 −97.74 −0.028 Mugu 

04 600 640 −66.3 −0.047 −105.38 −0.044 FCA 

03 800 840 −75.6 0.084 −114.17 0.084 GCA 

02 930 970 −64.7 — −103.2 — GCA 

Notes: FCA = Fox Canyon Aquifer; ft/ft = feet per feet; ft msl = feet above mean sea level; GCA = Grimes Canyon Aquifer; SWN = State Well Number. 
a Negative gradients are directed downward.  
b The Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers compose the UAS, and the Hueneme, Fox, and Grimes Aquifers compose the LAS. Aquifer designations were provided by UWCD.  
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Table 2-3 

Seawater/Saline Water Historical Reports and Studies 

Title Author/Agency Date 

Sea Water Intrusion, Oxnard Plain Ventura County California Department of Water Resources October 1965 

Sea-Water Intrusion: Aquitards in the Coastal 
Ground Water Basin of Oxnard Plain, Ventura 
County 

California Department of Water Resources, 
Bulletin No. 63-4 

September 1971 

Oxnard Plain Groundwater Study State Water Resources Control Board March 1979 

Chloride Sources in a California Aquifer John A. Izbicki, U.S. Geological Survey July 1991 

A Study of Seawater Intrusion Using Direct-Current 
Soundings in the Southeastern Part of the Oxnard 
Plain, California 

U.S. Geological Survey, Open File Report 93-
524 

1993 

Use of 18O and D to Define Seawater Intrusion John A. Izbicki, U.S. Geological Survey 1996 

Simulation of Ground-Water/Surface-Water Flow in 
the Santa Clara–Calleguas Ground-Water Basin, 
Ventura County, California 

Hanson et al., U.S. Geological Survey; Water 
Resources Investigation Report 02-4136  

2003 

Mugu Seawater/Saline Water Intrusion Monitoring 
Program: AB303 Grant, Agreement No. 
4600004100 

United Water Conservation District April 2007 

2007 Update to the Fox Canyon Groundwater 
Management Agency Management Plan 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency 2007 

Oxnard Plain Time Domain Electromagnetic Study 
for Saline Intrusion 

United Water Conservation District, Open-File 
Report 2010-003 

2010 

Saline Intrusion Update, Oxnard Plain and 
Pleasant Valley Basins 

United Water Conservation District October 2016 

 

Table 2-4 

Basin Plan and FCGMA Water Quality Thresholds  

for Groundwater in the Oxnard Subbasin 

Threshold Source Sub-Area/Zone Description 

Threshold Concentration (mg/L) 

TDS Chloride Nitrate Sulfate Boron 

LARWQCB Basin Plan 
WQO 

Oxnard Forebay and Confined 
Aquifers 

1,200 150 45 600 1 

Unconfined and Perched 
Aquifers 

3,000 500 45 1,000 — 

FCGMA 2007 BMO Oxnard Forebay 1,200 — 22.5 — — 

Oxnard Plain — 150 — — — 

Sources: LARWQCB 2013; FCGMA 2007. 
Notes: BMO = Basin Management Objective; FCGMA = Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency; LARWQCB = Los Angeles Regional 
Water Quality Control Board; mg/L = milligrams per liter; TDS = total dissolved solids; WQO = Water Quality Objective. 
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Table 2-5 

Modeled Surface Water Percolation from Streams in the Oxnard Subbasin 

Water Yeara Santa Clara River Percolation (acre-feet)b Calleguas Creek Percolation (acre-feet) 

1986 8,466 4,423 

1987 115 2,586 

1988 10,402 3,572 

1989 780 3,308 

1990 943 2,140 

1991 11,306 2,357 

1992 18,255 5,290 

1993 19,821 6,274 

1994 3,303 3,468 

1995 9,085 5,846 

1996 560 3,687 

1997 3,386 3,953 

1998 3,922 6,760 

1999 −4,404 3,699 

2000 2,973 3,707 

2001 4,225 4,770 

2002 −521 3,341 

2003 10,382 3,571 

2004 3,913 1,873 

2005 17,975 6,536 

2006 −890 3,184 

2007 47 1,802 

2008 7,073 3,159 

2009 4,281 2,617 

2010 14,173 2,732 

2011 10,803 3,763 

2012 3,023 1,890 

2013 −268 968 

2014 5,821 819 

2015 1,520 1,476 

Average 5,682 3,452 

Notes: 
a Results presented are in water years, and will not match values presented in Section 2.4 text and Tables 2-7a through 2-7c, which are 

presented in calendar years. 
b Negative numbers represent discharge of groundwater to the stream. 
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Table 2-6 

Ecological Assets 

Ecological Assets Lower Santa Clara River McGrath Lake Ormond Beach Wetlands Mugu Lagoon and Wetlands Lower Calleguas Creek  Revolon Slough  

Locally important, special-
status, rare, threatened, or 
endangered plants or animals 
supported by the GDE 

 Santa Ana sucker 

 western pond turtle 

 tidewater goby 

 coast horned lizard 

 white rabbit-tobacco 

 southern riparian scrub 

 least Bell’s vireo  

(CDFW 2016) 

 steelhead 

 Belding’s savannah sparrow 

 burrowing owl 

 California least tern 

 least Bell’s vireo 

 salt marsh bird’s-beak 

 sandy beach tiger beetle 

 silvery legless lizard 

 Ventura Marsh milk-vetch  

(CDFW 2016) 

 sandy beach tiger beetle 

 brown pelican 

 western least bittern 

 white-faced ibis 

 osprey 

 white-tailed kite 

 northern harrier 

 sharp-shinned hawk 

 Cooper’s hawk 

 light-footed clapper rail 

 western snowy plover 

 long-billed curlew 

 California least tern 

 western yellow-billed cuckoo 

 burrowing owl 

 southwestern willow flycatcher 

 loggerhead shrike 

 least Bell’s vireo 

 yellow warbler 

 yellow-breasted chat 

 Belding’s savannah sparrow 

 California red-legged frog 

 southwestern pond turtle 

 silvery legless lizard 

 San Diego horned lizard 

 two-striped garter snake 

 south coast garter snake 

 Townsend’s big-eared bat  

(ESA 2003, Table 3-2) 

 Belding’s savannah sparrow 

 California least tern 

 Coulter’s goldfields 

 California brackish water snail 

 salt marsh bird’s-beak 

 tidewater goby 

 western snowy plover  

(CDFW 2016)  

 western snowy plover 

 California least tern 

 California brown pelican 

 light-footed clapper rail 

 least Bell’s vireo 

 Southern California saltmarsh shrew 

 San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit 

 double-crested cormorant 

 American bittern 

 great blue heron 

 great egret 

 snowy egret 

 black-crowned night heron 

 white-faced ibis 

 white-tailed kite 

 northern harrier 

 Cooper’s hawk 

 sharp-shinned hawk 

 merlin 

 mountain plover 

 long-billed curlew 

 western burrowing owl 

 loggerhead shrike 

 yellow warbler 

 California horned lark 

 tricolored blackbird 

 south coast garter snake 

 tiger beetle 

 sandy beach tiger beetle 

 wandering skipper 

 globose dune beetle 

 red sand-verbena 

 spiny rush 

 woolly seablite  

(WRA 2007) 

 arroyo chub 

 Belding’s savannah sparrow 

 burrowing owl 

 California brown pelican 

 California least tern 

 Coulter’s goldfields 

 estuary seablite 

 ferruginous hawk 

 globose dune beetle 

 least Bell’s vireo 

 light-footed clapper rail 

 salt marsh bird’s-beak 

 sandy beach tiger beetle 

 senile tiger beetle 

 southern coastal salt marsh 

 tidewater goby 

 wandering (=saltmarsh) skipper 

 western snowy plover  

(CDFW 2016) 

 peregrine falcon 

 arroyo chub 

 two-striped gartersnake 

 least Bell’s vireo  

(CDFW 2016) 

 arroyo chub 

(CDFW 2016)  

 least Bell’s vireo 

(Appendix K)  
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Table 2-6 

Ecological Assets 

Ecological Assets Lower Santa Clara River McGrath Lake Ormond Beach Wetlands Mugu Lagoon and Wetlands Lower Calleguas Creek  Revolon Slough  

Important or critical habitat 
provided for native species 
(USFWS 2016b) 

 southwestern willow flycatcher critical 
habitat (569 acres) 

 tidewater goby critical habitat (22 acres) 

 western snowy plover critical habitat (35 
acres) 

 steelhead critical habitat 

 Audubon California Important Bird Area 

 southwestern willow flycatcher critical 
habitat (32 acres) 

 tidewater goby critical habitat (18 acres) 

 Ventura Marsh milk-vetch critical habitat 
(78 acres) 

 Audubon California Important Bird Area 

 tidewater goby critical habitat (88 acres) 

 western snowy plover critical habitat (26 
acres) 

 Audubon California Important Bird Area 

 western snowy plover critical habitat (51 
acres) 

 Wetland of Regional Importance in the 
Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve 
Network 

 Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) and Habitat 
Areas of Particular Concern (HAPC) are 
designated for Pacific Coast groundfish 
and coastal pelagic species in the 
nearshore marine and estuarine habitats 

 Laguna Point to Latigo Point Area of 
Special Biological Significance 

 Audubon California Important Bird Area 

None None 

Portion of GDE that is a 
recognized wetland (USFWS 
2016a; Appendix K) 

1,180 acres (93%) 197 acres (71%) 207 acres (96%) 5,943 acres (93%) 6 acres (4%) 2 acres (8%) 

Protected area, locally important 
conservation or wildlife corridor 
plan areas within the GDE 

 The Nature Conservancy (160 acres) 

 City of Ventura (1.2 acres) 

 McGrath State Beach (56 acres) 

 Mandalay State Beach (29 acres) 

 Mandalay County Park (0.7 acres) 

 The Nature Conservancy (129 acres) 

 Port Hueneme Beach Park (1.3 acres) 

 Point Mugu State Park (0.1 acres) None None 

List any environmental 
beneficial uses designated in 
the RWQCB Basin Plan for the 
surface water found in the 
groundwater basin. 

 Wildlife Habitat (WILD)  

 Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species 
(RARE) 

 Migration of Aquatic Organisms (MIGR)  

 Spawning, Reproduction, and/or Early 
Development (SPWN)  

 Wetlands (WET) 
Also REC1, REC2 

 Estuarine Habitat (EST) 

 Wildlife Habitat (WILD)  

 Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species 
(RARE)  

 Wetlands (WET) 
Also REC1, REC2 

 Estuarine Habitat (EST) 

 Wildlife Habitat (WILD)  

 Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species 
(RARE)  

 Wetlands (WET) 
Also, REC1, REC2 

 Estuarine Habitat (EST) 

 Marine Habitat (MAR)  

 Wildlife Habitat (WILD)  

 Preservation of Biological Habitats of 
Special Significance (BIOL) 

 Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species 
(RARE)  

 Migration of Aquatic Organisms (MIGR)  

 Spawning, Reproduction, and/or Early 
Development (SPWN)  

 Shellfish Harvesting (SHELL) 

 Wetlands (WET) 
Also REC1 (potential), REC2 

Reach 2: 

 WARM 

 COLD 

 Wildlife Habitat (WILD)  

 Rare, Threatened, or 
Endangered Species (RARE)  

 Wetlands (WET) 
Also REC1, REC2 

Reach 4 (Revolon Slough): 

 WARM 

 Wildlife Habitat (WILD)  

 Wetlands (WET) 
Also REC1, REC2 

Is the GDE area composed of 
>30% native vegetation? 
(Appendix K) 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Sources: CDFW 2016; GreenInfo Network 2016; USFWS 2016a, 2016b; Appendix K; WRA 2007; ESA 2003. 
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Table 2-7a 

Groundwater Recharge and Discharge in the Semi-Perched Aquifer 
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Total 
Outflow 

Change in 
Groundwater 

Storageb 

1985 0 23,081 1,525 152 0 0 843 0 2,592 28,192 −44 −2,983 −15,889 −404 −5,765 0 −374 −2,076 −266 −1,247 −29,050 857 

1986 1,133 28,960 1,720 59 0 0 632 0 4,243 36,748 −65 −6,579 −13,989 0 −8,312 0 −66 −1,789 −235 −844 −31,879 −4,869 

1987 0 24,587 1,780 16 0 0 672 0 3,097 30,153 −65 −5,886 −18,182 −407 −7,100 0 −335 −1,628 −243 −626 −34,472 4,319 

1988 1,021 23,162 1,758 0 0 0 658 0 3,236 29,836 −61 −5,715 −17,824 0 −7,138 −25 −72 −1,442 −206 −622 −33,105 3,269 

1989 0 20,613 1,641 0 0 0 667 0 3,146 26,068 −73 −4,848 −19,673 −245 −6,582 −57 −10 −1,315 −188 −451 −33,441 7,373 

1990 0 18,731 1,312 0 0 0 701 0 1,901 22,645 −141 −3,032 −22,805 −136 −5,008 −89 0 −1,076 −176 −362 −32,825 10,180 

1991 1,857 26,208 1,074 0 0 0 652 0 2,526 32,316 −128 −2,856 −23,955 0 −5,207 −107 −2 −854 −119 −470 −33,698 1,382 

1992 4,382 28,816 1,448 0 0 0 567 0 5,661 40,875 −92 −5,605 −19,636 0 −7,684 −84 −47 −773 −25 −645 −34,589 −6,285 

1993 3,165 29,069 2,161 0 8 0 552 21 6,209 41,186 −70 −8,637 −8,873 0 −9,404 −25 0 −950 0 −594 −28,553 −12,633 

1994 42 21,586 2,249 0 0 0 668 0 3,240 27,784 −89 −7,101 −6,674 0 −7,680 −5 −349 −1,219 −12 −607 −23,735 −4,048 

1995 1,563 31,175 3,070 53 105 2,351 558 0 6,037 44,912 −55 −13,095 0 0 −10,618 0 0 −1,449 −85 −609 −25,912 −19,001 

1996 521 25,153 3,281 58 0 0 650 0 4,168 33,831 −27 −12,061 −1,148 0 −9,283 0 −223 −1,592 −105 −892 −25,332 −8,498 

1997 0 26,109 3,628 69 0 0 652 0 4,050 34,508 −20 −14,177 −6,733 −187 −9,647 0 −266 −1,821 −200 −855 −33,905 −602 

1998 598 32,461 4,336 134 811 5,986 542 0 6,184 51,052 −6 −20,912 0 0 −12,445 0 0 −2,006 −257 −575 −36,199 −14,852 

1999 0 19,869 4,254 94 0 0 680 0 3,506 28,404 −10 −15,444 −3,958 −585 −9,755 0 −392 −2,008 −244 −975 −33,371 4,967 

2000 0 22,718 4,259 69 0 0 660 0 3,706 31,412 −11 −15,051 −8,528 −360 −9,840 0 −342 −2,128 −321 −836 −37,418 6,006 

2001 0 27,888 4,414 87 0 0 611 0 4,974 37,974 −8 −17,135 −3,472 −18 −10,797 0 −41 −2,073 −324 −720 −34,589 −3,385 

2002 0 19,479 4,219 60 0 0 686 0 3,562 28,007 0 −12,918 −10,775 −199 −8,925 0 −455 −1,944 −299 −779 −36,294 8,287 

2003 624 20,846 4,207 62 0 0 664 0 2,610 29,012 0 −13,054 −9,433 0 −9,096 0 −125 −1,897 −290 −755 −34,649 5,637 

2004 1,268 23,658 4,131 50 0 0 683 0 3,262 33,052 0 −11,527 −13,653 0 −8,265 0 −59 −1,791 −293 −646 −36,234 3,182 

2005 2,113 26,133 4,668 91 430 0 581 0 5,453 39,468 0 −16,632 −625 0 −10,950 0 0 −1,681 −232 −548 −30,668 −8,800 

2006 406 22,032 4,622 75 56 2,744 681 0 2,975 33,590 0 −14,711 0 0 −9,156 0 0 −1,697 −189 −794 −26,547 −7,043 

2007 0 17,401 4,673 40 0 0 726 0 1,982 24,822 0 −12,812 −9,238 −533 −7,984 0 −626 −1,809 −222 −812 −34,036 9,213 

2008 595 21,781 4,791 45 0 0 680 0 3,613 31,505 0 −13,449 −9,365 0 −8,859 0 −156 −1,812 −254 −689 −34,584 3,079 

2009 789 19,847 4,711 46 0 0 696 0 2,370 28,458 0 −12,256 −10,893 0 −8,129 0 −157 −1,685 −235 −622 −33,978 5,521 

2010 1,851 27,065 4,706 72 0 0 652 0 2,737 37,083 0 −13,439 −10,338 0 −8,689 0 −59 −1,613 −229 −655 −35,022 −2,060 

2011 1,022 20,056 4,774 85 0 0 644 0 3,648 30,229 0 −14,172 −3,689 0 −9,306 0 −10 −1,513 −177 −638 −29,506 −723 

2012 115 17,308 4,651 59 0 0 720 0 1,813 24,665 0 −11,317 −7,982 0 −7,644 0 −203 −1,498 −166 −622 −29,431 4,766 

2013 0 14,694 4,237 23 0 0 745 0 437 20,136 0 −8,415 −13,937 −234 −6,478 0 −17 −1,483 −212 −539 −31,316 11,180 

2014 809 18,636 3,467 −9 0 0 720 0 1,489 25,112 0 −6,185 −19,272 0 −5,952 −9 0 −1,358 −257 −534 −33,567 8,446 
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Table 2-7a 

Groundwater Recharge and Discharge in the Semi-Perched Aquifer 
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Outflow 

Change in 
Groundwater 

Storageb 

2015 0 13,543 2,760 −36 0 0 721 0 801 17,790 −2 −4,451 −18,043 −80 −5,322 0 0 −1,048 −177 −401 −29,524 11,734 

Maximum  4,382 32,461 4,791 152 811 5,986 843 21 6,209 51,052 0 −2,856 0 0 −5,008 0 0 −773 0 −362 −23,735 11,734 

Minimum  0 13,543 1,074 −36 0 0 542 0 437 17,790 −141 −20,912 −23,955 −585 −12,445 −107 −626 −2,128 −324 −1,247 −37,418 −19,001 

Average  770 22,989 3,372 47 45 357 663 1 3,394 31,639 −31 −10,531 −10,600 −109 −8,291 −13 −141 −1,582 −201 −676 −32,175 535 

Notes: AF = acre-feet; LPVB = Las Posas Valley Basin; PVB = Pleasant Valley Basin; UAS = Upper Aquifer System. 
a Results from these tables are in calendar years, and will not exactly match data in Table 2−5 and Sections 2.3.2 and 2.3.6, which are presented in water years. 
b A negative number indicates that water entered storage. 
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Groundwater Recharge and Discharge in the Upper Aquifer System 

Calendar 
Yeara 

Groundwater Recharge (AF) Groundwater Discharge (AF) 

Storage 
Change 

(AF) 

S
tr

ea
m

 L
ea

ka
ge

 (
S

an
ta

 

C
la

ra
 R

iv
er

 in
 O

xn
ar

d 

F
or

eb
ay

) 

V
ol

ca
ni

c 
O

ut
cr

op
s 

R
ec

ha
rg

e 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

In
flo

w
 fr

om
 P

V
B

 

U
ni

nc
or

po
ra

te
d 

A
re

as
 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

In
flo

w
 fr

om
 th

e 

S
em

i-P
er

ch
ed

 A
qu

ife
r 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

In
flo

w
 fr

om
 

S
an

ta
 P

au
la

 B
as

in
 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

In
flo

w
 fr

om
 W

es
t 

LP
V

B
 

C
oa

st
al

 F
lu

x 
no

rt
h 

to
 

C
ha

nn
el

 Is
la

nd
s 

H
or

bo
r 

C
oa

st
al

 fl
ux

 fr
om

 C
ha

nn
el

 

Is
la

nd
s 

H
ar

bo
r 

to
 A

rn
ol

d 
R

d 

S
um

 o
f C

oa
st

al
 F

lu
x 

fr
om

 

A
rn

ol
d 

R
d 

to
 P

oi
nt

 M
ug

u 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

In
flo

w
 fr

om
 th

e 

M
ou

nd
 B

as
in

 

T
ot

al
 In

flo
w

 

P
um

pi
ng

 

T
ile

 D
ra

in
s 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

O
ut

flo
w

 to
 th

e 

S
em

i-P
er

ch
ed

 A
qu

ife
r 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

O
ut

flo
w

 to
 L

A
S

 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

O
ut

flo
w

 to
 W

es
t 

LP
V

B
 

G
ro

un
dw

at
er

 D
is

ch
ar

ge
 to

 

S
tr

ea
m

s 
(S

an
ta

 C
la

ra
 R

iv
er

 

in
 O

xn
ar

d 
F

or
eb

ay
) 

 E
va

po
tr

an
sp

ira
tio

n 
 

U
ni

nc
or

po
ra

te
d 

A
re

as
 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

O
ut

flo
w

 to
 th

e 

S
an

ta
 P

au
la

 B
as

in
 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

O
ut

flo
w

 to
 P

V
B

 

C
oa

st
al

 F
lu

x 
no

rt
h 

to
 

C
ha

nn
el

 Is
la

nd
s 

H
ar

bo
r 

C
oa

st
al

 fl
ux

 fr
om

 C
ha

nn
el

 

Is
la

nd
s 

H
ar

bo
r 

to
 A

rn
ol

d 
R

d 

S
ub

su
rf

ac
e 

O
ut

flo
w

 to
 

M
ou

nd
 B

as
in

 

T
ot

al
 O

ut
flo

w
 

C
ha

ng
e 

in
 G

ro
un

dw
at

er
 

S
to

ra
ge

b  
 

1985 737 5 36,262 0 430 15,889 0 963 742 1,415 2,408 3,014 61,865 −71,157 −356 0 −21,581 0 0 0 0 −1,020 −1,551 0 0 0 −95,665 33,800 

1986 6,880 17 63,061 0 0 13,989 0 0 1,254 1,454 2,316 2,227 91,198 −64,234 0 0 −20,735 −2,629 0 0 −52 −968 −613 0 0 0 −89,230 −1,968 

1987 1,271 8 35,362 0 431 18,182 0 0 3,076 2,312 3,128 4,181 67,951 −67,347 0 0 −23,240 −137 0 0 0 −744 −15 0 0 0 −91,483 23,532 

1988 9,147 8 42,938 142 136 17,824 2,145 0 3,434 2,458 3,150 1,233 82,614 −63,663 0 0 −24,847 −2,053 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −90,563 7,949 

1989 530 2 19,007 588 412 19,673 0 0 5,376 2,977 3,402 3,046 55,012 −61,443 0 0 −26,103 −778 0 0 0 −524 0 0 0 0 −88,848 33,835 

1990 1,095 2 11,112 1,153 397 22,805 544 0 7,476 3,914 4,095 2,259 54,853 −57,820 0 0 −30,731 −109 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −88,661 33,807 

1991 10,696 15 42,247 956 0 23,955 2,244 0 7,221 3,974 4,092 463 95,863 −49,646 0 0 −27,671 −2,705 0 0 −9 0 0 0 0 0 −80,031 −15,832 

1992 16,092 22 104,442 0 0 19,636 3,089 0 4,412 2,769 3,084 0 153,544 −45,853 0 0 −24,091 −7,151 0 0 −592 0 −73 0 0 −4,193 −81,953 −71,591 

1993 13,448 19 97,426 0 0 8,873 2,372 0 287 1,145 2,051 0 125,620 −47,504 0 0 −25,390 −8,460 0 0 −194 0 −2,107 0 0 −5,603 −89,259 −36,360 

1994 2,931 6 52,967 0 394 6,674 837 0 221 857 1,768 0 66,656 −49,868 0 0 −24,598 −4,155 0 0 0 0 −1,808 0 0 −422 −80,853 14,197 

1995 8,600 25 102,350 0 0 0 1,039 0 0 133 1,212 0 113,359 −39,520 −292 −2,351 −24,364 −7,649 0 −127 −384 0 −1,346 −1,750 0 −4,568 −82,352 −31,008 
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Table 2-7b 

Groundwater Recharge and Discharge in the Upper Aquifer System 
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1996 2,598 15 56,775 0 128 1,148 310 0 0 0 960 0 61,935 −35,068 −734 0 −22,583 −4,454 0 −119 0 0 −1,375 −2,233 −202 −401 −67,168 5,233 

1997 2,300 14 54,861 0 221 6,733 0 0 0 181 1,231 1,123 66,666 −52,122 −532 0 −23,393 −3,560 0 −30 0 −387 −407 −1,139 0 0 −81,568 14,902 

1998 0 26 122,199 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 509 0 122,734 −43,078 −967 −5,986 −21,766 −8,501 −663 −420 −625 −4,282 −67 −2,733 −589 −1,247 −90,925 −31,809 

1999 0 5 37,762 0 529 3,958 0 0 0 0 639 1,413 44,305 −48,269 −1,180 0 −18,830 −1,847 −2,309 −131 0 −1,162 −106 −2,688 −590 0 −77,113 32,807 

2000 3,677 9 54,044 1,084 0 8,528 0 0 0 90 1,047 749 69,228 −45,561 −454 0 −20,784 −2,743 0 0 −38 −500 0 −852 0 0 −70,931 1,704 

2001 3,944 19 77,935 1,233 0 3,472 0 0 0 9 949 0 87,561 −42,551 −457 0 −20,746 −4,589 0 0 −69 −1,091 0 −1,447 0 −2,070 −73,019 −14,543 

2002 3,129 7 22,151 1,150 432 10,775 1,237 0 0 427 1,191 861 41,360 −44,571 −191 0 −21,202 −1,420 0 0 0 0 0 −319 0 0 −67,703 26,344 

2003 7,334 10 36,230 1,803 120 9,433 3,016 0 156 476 1,098 0 59,677 −47,327 0 0 −18,335 −2,591 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −342 −68,596 8,919 

2004 9,742 15 25,471 2,485 149 13,653 3,421 0 1,766 1,170 1,513 86 59,471 −46,670 0 0 −19,410 −2,397 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −68,477 9,006 

2005 8,009 18 121,368 1,757 0 625 0 0 0 219 937 0 132,932 −41,034 −222 0 −23,873 −10,233 0 −86 −615 −1,174 0 −1,101 0 −5,909 −84,247 −48,685 

2006 0 10 82,755 1,283 72 0 0 0 0 0 665 0 84,785 −42,858 −1,041 −2,744 −22,640 −6,474 −1,416 −244 0 −3,135 0 −2,273 −301 −3,285 −86,411 1,626 

2007 1,031 3 31,445 2,419 404 9,238 0 0 0 107 901 828 46,376 −54,564 −430 0 −18,531 −1,122 0 0 0 −683 0 −786 0 0 −76,116 29,740 

2008 6,446 11 58,687 3,135 0 9,365 0 0 71 537 1,138 0 79,389 −51,775 −5 0 −21,473 −4,242 0 0 −52 −25 0 0 0 −405 −77,978 −1,412 

2009 7,141 7 24,406 3,515 283 10,893 2,661 0 960 815 1,174 259 52,114 −51,431 0 0 −18,696 −1,734 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −71,861 19,748 

2010 12,155 20 48,796 3,938 32 10,338 3,016 0 834 785 1,134 0 81,048 −44,145 0 0 −17,864 −3,033 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1,365 −66,407 −14,641 

2011 5,847 8 73,711 3,049 0 3,689 0 0 0 301 930 0 87,535 −41,608 0 0 −20,530 −6,136 0 0 −216 −244 0 −758 0 −2,941 −72,434 −15,101 

2012 2,878 4 22,461 3,162 348 7,982 1,122 0 0 401 1,067 905 40,330 −43,460 0 0 −19,728 −2,338 0 0 0 0 0 −278 0 0 −65,803 25,472 

2013 0 0 4,132 3,767 342 13,937 0 0 2,121 1,383 1,803 2,546 30,032 −44,900 0 0 −20,628 −1,388 0 0 0 −27 0 0 0 0 −66,943 36,911 

2014 6,504 6 4,860 4,552 229 19,272 2,448 0 4,573 2,641 2,793 2,205 50,084 −43,012 0 0 −24,557 −1,603 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −69,172 19,089 

2015 506 1 3,843 4,639 186 18,043 357 0 5,641 3,037 2,955 2,145 41,354 −42,177 0 0 −21,886 −1,304 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −65,367 24,013 

Maximum  16,092 26 122,199 4,639 529 23,955 3,421 963 7,476 3,974 4,095 4,181 153,544 −35,068 0 0 −17,864 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −65,367 36,911 

Minimum  0 0 3,843 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 509 0 30,032 −71,157 −1,180 −5,986 −30,731 −10,233 −2,309 −420 −625 −4,282 −2,107 −2,733 −590 −5,909 −95,665 −71,591 

Average  4,989 11 50,680 1,478 183 10,600 963 31 1,601 1,161 1,785 953 74,434 −49,169 −221 −357 −22,284 −3,469 −142 −37 −92 −515 −305 −592 −54 −1,056 −78,295 3,861 

Notes: AF = acre-feet; LAS = Lower Aquifer System; LPVB = Las Posas Valley Basin; PVB = Pleasant Valley Basin. 
a  Results from these tables are in calendar years, and will not exactly match data in Table 2-5 and Sections 2.3.2 and 2.3.6, which are presented in water years. 
b  A negative number indicates that water entered storage. 
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Table 2-7c 

Groundwater Recharge and Discharge in the Lower Aquifer System 

Calendar 
Yeara 

Groundwater Recharge (AF) Groundwater Discharge (AF) Storage Change (AF) 

Subsurface 
Inflow from 

PVB 

Subsurface 
Inflow from 

the UAS 
Unincorporated 

Areas 

Subsurface 
Inflow from 
Santa Paula 

Basin 

Subsurface 
Inflow from 
West LPVB 

Coastal Flux 
north to 
Channel 

Islands Harbor 

Coastal flux from 
Channel Islands 
Harbor to Arnold 

Road 

Sum of Coastal 
Flux from 

Arnold Road to 
Point Mugu 

Subsurface 
Inflow from 
the Mound 

Basin 
Total 
Inflow Pumping 

Subsurface 
Outflow to 

West LPVB 

Subsurface 
Outflow to 

Santa Paula 
Basin 

Subsurface 
Outflow to 

PVB 
Total 

Outflow 
Change in 

Groundwater Storage b 

1985 0 21,581 81 0 292 2,954 1,763 1,016 2,014 29,702 −34,579 0 −123 −100 −34,802 5,100 

1986 285 20,735 162 0 0 2,900 1,689 899 2,482 29,151 −28,475 −292 −162 0 −28,929 −223 

1987 1,146 23,240 71 0 1,091 4,005 2,176 1,185 2,687 35,601 −38,471 0 −1 0 −38,473 2,872 

1988 710 24,847 109 0 470 4,187 2,203 1,183 2,272 35,981 −37,023 0 −53 0 −37,076 1,094 

1989 43 26,103 77 6 1,569 4,989 2,386 1,210 3,279 39,663 −44,754 0 0 0 −44,754 5,091 

1990 1,027 30,731 93 130 1,838 6,233 2,890 1,450 3,174 47,566 −51,926 0 0 0 −51,926 4,359 

1991 0 27,671 132 133 911 5,865 2,811 1,392 2,356 41,272 −37,084 0 0 −491 −37,575 −3,698 

1992 0 24,091 223 120 0 4,288 2,198 1,070 1,033 33,023 −23,641 −1,474 0 −1,073 −26,188 −6,835 

1993 0 25,390 217 63 0 2,764 1,733 964 1,829 32,960 −25,392 −2,170 0 −1,205 −28,767 −4,192 

1994 0 24,598 121 48 0 2,964 1,763 952 1,937 32,383 −32,806 −719 0 −263 −33,789 1,406 

1995 0 24,364 161 57 0 2,126 1,476 848 2,150 31,184 −24,584 −1,393 0 −235 −26,212 −4,972 

1996 0 22,583 125 16 0 1,763 1,351 772 2,031 28,642 −27,440 −866 0 −117 −28,423 −220 

1997 167 23,393 118 0 0 2,273 1,604 885 2,679 31,120 −32,248 −557 −28 0 −32,832 1,712 

1998 109 21,766 194 0 0 1,114 1,130 656 3,186 28,156 −21,883 −2,093 −13 0 −23,989 −4,167 

1999 116 18,830 89 0 0 977 1,132 742 1,285 23,171 −26,844 −834 −77 0 −27,755 4,584 

2000 546 20,784 90 0 0 1,814 1,392 886 1,856 27,368 −27,819 −450 −27 0 −28,295 927 

2001 1,030 20,746 118 0 0 1,784 1,388 882 1,361 27,310 −23,661 −620 −2 0 −24,282 −3,028 

2002 913 21,202 63 14 470 2,483 1,631 875 1,961 29,612 −33,324 0 0 0 −33,324 3,712 

2003 210 18,335 61 59 36 2,124 1,444 814 1,906 24,989 −24,017 0 0 0 −24,017 −972 

2004 353 19,410 59 39 529 3,060 1,796 888 1,917 28,052 −30,513 0 0 0 −30,513 2,461 

2005 819 23,873 211 0 0 1,959 1,426 733 2,961 31,983 −25,225 −1,799 −9 0 −27,033 −4,950 

2006 1,430 22,640 120 0 0 1,436 1,284 696 2,672 30,278 −28,316 −999 −83 0 −29,398 −880 

2007 1,266 18,531 57 0 0 1,565 1,299 705 2,349 25,772 −27,854 −55 −108 0 −28,016 2,244 

2008 1,608 21,473 133 0 195 2,139 1,482 751 2,862 30,643 −30,891 0 −41 0 −30,933 290 

2009 1,657 18,696 67 8 772 2,338 1,538 715 2,727 28,519 −30,458 0 0 0 −30,458 1,940 

2010 1,162 17,864 103 126 0 2,171 1,402 660 2,719 26,208 −23,680 −136 0 0 −23,816 −2,393 

2011 1,618 20,530 143 21 0 1,785 1,359 699 2,725 28,881 −26,984 −1,115 0 0 −28,099 −782 

2012 1,431 19,728 71 9 463 2,032 1,405 666 2,864 28,670 −31,169 0 0 0 −31,169 2,500 

2013 1,499 20,628 56 0 1,061 3,111 1,853 857 2,921 31,986 −39,159 0 −1 0 −39,160 7,175 

2014 1,346 24,557 63 109 1,681 4,593 2,441 1,060 3,150 39,000 −39,905 0 0 0 −39,905 905 

2015 1,420 21,886 86 113 1,264 4,690 2,343 1,038 2,838 35,679 −38,635 0 0 0 −38,635 2,956 

Maximum  1,657 30,731 223 133 1,838 6,233 2,890 1,450 3,279 47,566 −21,883 0 0 0 −23,816 7,175 

Minimum  0 17,864 56 0 0 977 1,130 656 1,033 23,171 −51,926 −2,170 −162 −1,205 −51,926 −6,835 

Average  707 22,284 112 35 408 2,854 1,735 908 2,393 31,436 −31,250 −502 −24 −112 −31,888 452 

Notes: AF = acre-feet; LPVB = Las Posas Valley Basin; PVB = Pleasant Valley Basin; UAS = Upper Aquifer System.  
a Results from these tables are in calendar years, and will not exactly match data in Table 2-5 and Sections 2.3.2 and 2.3.6, which are presented in water years. 
b A negative number indicates that water entered storage. 
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Table 2-8 

UWCD Diversions and Usage of Santa Clara River Water (AF) 

Calendar Year 
Freeman 
Diversion 

Recharge in Oxnard 
Forebay Spreading 

Grounds 

PTP Supply Line 
Deliveries (To Oxnard 

Subbasin Only) 

PVP Supply Line Deliveries to 
Oxnard Subbasin and Pleasant 

Valley Basina 

1985 42,802 33,837 0 8,738 

1986 69,805 59,810 35 9,851 

1987 37,638 32,825 2,492 4,560 

1988 49,128 40,571 3,709 6,922 

1989 24,123 16,920 6,653 5,702 

1990 9,553 8,892 9,762 319 

1991 44,646 39,289 7,827 1,674 

1992 118,151 101,421 7,622 9,320 

1993 117,937 94,241 8,462 15,294 

1994 71,238 50,588 9,005 12,336 

1995 121,235 98,952 8,616 14,014 

1996 70,280 54,047 9,513 9,356 

1997 71,115 52,006 9,631 11,375 

1998 142,279 118,672 7,681 16,064 

1999 56,401 35,816 9,017 12,856 

2000 71,868 51,793 9,155 11,682 

2001 97,061 75,176 6,223 15,635 

2002 31,144 20,209 8,632 6,055 

2003 47,630 34,111 7,464 6,311 

2004 34,160 23,166 8,389 5,245 

2005 138,246 118,629 6,470 13,047 

2006 101,592 80,554 8,125 12,495 

2007 46,430 29,703 8,806 9,908 

2008 71,933 56,433 9,639 11,333 

2009 40,872 22,438 9,180 14,589 

2010 64,005 46,228 7,177 11,555 

2011 92,119 71,959 8,700 12,672 

2012 37,036 20,816 8,129 10,182 

2013 8,941 2,686 8,691 3,230 

2014 4,501 2,900 6,644 199 

2015 2,607 2,516 5,476 0 

Maximum  142,279 118,672 9,762 16,064 

Minimum  2,607 2,516 0 0 

Average  62,467 48,297 7,320 9,114 

Note: 
a For water supplied by the UWCD PVP to PVCWD, 56% is used in the Oxnard Subbasin and 44% in the Pleasant Valley Basin; only the 

56% used in the Oxnard Subbasin is shown in this table. 
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Table 2-9 

United Water Conservation District Water (AF) 

Calendar Year 
Recharge to 

Saticoy 
Recharge to 

Noble 
Recharge to 

El Rio Total Recharge 

1985 19,909 0 13,928 33,837 

1986 43,407 0 16,403 59,810 

1987 16,152 0 16,673 32,825 

1988 21,496 0 19,075 40,571 

1989 9,729 0 7,192 16,920 

1990 3,308 0 5,584 8,892 

1991 23,306 0 15,982 39,289 

1992 55,606 0 45,815 101,421 

1993 45,064 0 49,177 94,241 

1994 17,982 0 32,606 50,588 

1995 35,419 10,657 52,876 98,952 

1996 25,608 3,806 24,633 54,047 

1997 22,323 4,412 25,271 52,006 

1998 56,935 18,710 43,027 118,672 

1999 16,539 1,285 17,992 35,816 

2000 28,620 0 23,173 51,793 

2001 26,918 8,824 39,434 75,176 

2002 5,291 32 14,886 20,209 

2003 7,158 44 26,909 34,111 

2004 8,105 0 15,061 23,166 

2005 46,872 19,490 52,267 118,629 

2006 29,005 10,709 40,840 80,554 

2007 11,404 99 18,200 29,703 

2008 28,631 8,562 19,240 56,433 

2009 9,215 0 13,223 22,438 

2010 15,108 995 30,125 46,228 

2011 23,435 10,679 37,845 71,959 

2012 3,985 538 16,293 20,816 

2013 34 263 2,389 2,686 

2014 387 578 1,935 2,900 

2015 1,231 0 1,285 2,516 

Maximum  56,935 19,490 52,876 118,672 

Minimum  34 0 1,285 2,516 

Average  21,232 3,216 23,850 48,297  
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Table 2-10 

Summary of Water Deliveries  

Calendar 
Year 

PVCWD (AF)a United Water Conservation District (AF) 

Total UWCD 
and PVCWD 

Water 
Deliveries in 

Oxnard 
Subbasin (AF) 

Conejo Creek 
Flows Delivered 

by CWD for 
Agricultureb 

Pumped 
Groundwater 
from Oxnard 

Subbasin Basin 

Total 
PVCWD 
Water 

Delivered 

PTP (Oxnard Subbasin Only) O-H Supply Line (Oxnard Subbasin Only) PVP (Oxnard Subbasin and Pleasant Valley Basin)c 

PTP 
Wells 1–5 

(LAS) 

Saticoy 
Wells 
(UAS) 

Total PTP 
Groundwater 

Pumpage 

Total PTP 
Surface 
Water 

Total PTP 
Water 

Municipal 
Deliveries 

Agriculture 
Deliveries 

Total O-H 
Water 

Diversions of Santa 
Clara River Water Used 
in the Oxnard Subbasin 

for Agriculture 

Recharged Spreading 
Water Pumped and 
Used in the Oxnard 

Subbasin for Agriculture 
(Saticoy Wells)d 

Total PVP 
Water 

1985 0 −170 −170 0 0 0 0 0 13,901 0 13,901 4,893 0 4,893 18,624 

1986 0 −282 −282 0 0 0 35 35 14,096 0 14,096 5,517 0 5,517 19,366 

1987 0 −231 −231 2,321 0 2,321 171 2,492 15,364 0 15,364 2,554 0 2,554 20,179 

1988 0 387 387 2,184 0 2,184 1,525 3,709 15,513 0 15,513 3,876 0 3,876 23,486 

1989 0 121 121 5,301 0 5,301 1,352 6,653 14,494 0 14,494 3,193 0 3,193 24,462 

1990 0 273 273 9,506 0 9,506 256 9,762 14,757 0 14,757 179 0 179 24,971 

1991 0 708 708 5,042 0 5,042 2,785 7,827 12,644 0 12,644 938 0 938 22,117 

1992 0 −604 −604 989 0 989 6,633 7,622 12,669 0 12,669 5,219 0 5,219 24,906 

1993 0 −197 −197 825 0 825 7,637 8,462 14,977 0 14,977 8,565 0 8,565 31,807 

1994 0 −369 −369 1,564 0 1,564 7,441 9,005 13,092 0 13,092 6,908 0 6,908 28,635 

1995 0 −308 −308 1,128 0 1,128 7,488 8,616 8,664 0 8,664 7,848 0 7,848 24,820 

1996 0 −1,007 −1,007 3,264 0 3,264 6,249 9,513 6,881 0 6,881 5,239 0 5,239 20,627 

1997 0 −425 −425 2,389 0 2,389 7,242 9,631 17,776 0 17,776 6,370 0 6,370 33,351 

1998 0 107 107 511 0 511 7,170 7,681 16,784 0 16,784 8,996 0 8,996 33,567 

1999 0 −119 −119 2,142 0 2,142 6,875 9,017 17,671 0 17,671 7,200 0 7,200 33,769 

2000 0 −376 −376 1,341 0 1,341 7,814 9,155 14,043 79 14,122 6,542 0 6,542 29,442 

2001 0 −484 −484 423 0 423 5,800 6,223 13,337 0 13,337 8,756 0 8,756 27,832 

2002 1,468 −145 1,323 4,120 0 4,120 4,512 8,632 14,132 786 14,918 3,391 0 3,391 28,264 

2003 3,364 −298 3,066 758 0 758 6,706 7,464 16,759 0 16,759 3,534 0 3,534 30,823 

2004 2,995 −767 2,228 2,682 0 2,682 5,276 7,958 11,644 431 12,075 2,937 0 2,937 25,197 

2005 3,115 −1,051 2,064 59 0 59 6,411 6,470 9,796 0 9,796 7,307 0 7,307 25,636 

2006 3,607 2 3,609 105 0 105 8,020 8,125 9,906 0 9,906 6,997 0 6,997 28,637 

2007 3,382 −41 3,342 898 696 1,594 7,211 8,806 22,763 0 22,763 5,245 303 5,548 40,459 

2008 2,718 −213 2,505 2,936 1,452 4,388 5,251 9,639 17,304 51 17,356 5,534 813 6,347 35,846 

2009 2,239 −218 2,021 2,995 685 3,680 5,500 9,180 18,160 68 18,228 7,179 990 8,170 37,598 

2010 2,733 77 2,810 512 382 894 6,283 7,177 15,709 19 15,727 6,260 211 6,471 32,185 

2011 3,598 164 3,762 817 254 1,071 7,629 8,700 10,747 0 10,747 6,826 271 7,096 30,305 

2012 2,415 −5 2,410 929 1,031 1,960 6,169 8,129 14,210 0 14,210 5,389 313 5,702 30,451 

2013 1,822 101 1,923 4,647 349 4,996 2,696 7,692 12,854 998 13,852 1,737 72 1,809 25,276 
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Table 2-10 

Summary of Water Deliveries  

Calendar 
Year 

PVCWD (AF)a United Water Conservation District (AF) 

Total UWCD 
and PVCWD 

Water 
Deliveries in 

Oxnard 
Subbasin (AF) 

Conejo Creek 
Flows Delivered 

by CWD for 
Agricultureb 

Pumped 
Groundwater 
from Oxnard 

Subbasin Basin 

Total 
PVCWD 
Water 

Delivered 

PTP (Oxnard Subbasin Only) O-H Supply Line (Oxnard Subbasin Only) PVP (Oxnard Subbasin and Pleasant Valley Basin)c 

PTP 
Wells 1–5 

(LAS) 

Saticoy 
Wells 
(UAS) 

Total PTP 
Groundwater 

Pumpage 

Total PTP 
Surface 
Water 

Total PTP 
Water 

Municipal 
Deliveries 

Agriculture 
Deliveries 

Total O-H 
Water 

Diversions of Santa 
Clara River Water Used 
in the Oxnard Subbasin 

for Agriculture 

Recharged Spreading 
Water Pumped and 
Used in the Oxnard 

Subbasin for Agriculture 
(Saticoy Wells)d 

Total PVP 
Water 

2014 1,151 −287 864 7,027 0 7,027 22 7,049 10,773 0 10,773 112 0 112 18,798 

2015 1,319 −876 443 5,476 0 5,476 0 5,476 10,920 0 10,920 0 0 0 16,839 

Maximum  3,607 708 3,762 9,506 1,452 9,506 8,020 9,762 22,763 998 22,763 16,064 990 8,996 40,459 

Minimum  0 −1,051 −1,007 0 0 0 0 0 6,881 0 6,881 0 0 0 16,839 

Average  1,159 −211 948 2,351 156 2,508 4,779 7,287 13,947 78 14,025 9,113 96 5,104 27,364 

Notes: AF = acre-feet; CWD = Camrosa Water District; LAS = Lower Aquifer System; O-H = Oxnard–Hueneme; PTP = Pumping Trough Pipeline; PVCWD = Pleasant Valley County Water District; PVP = Pleasant Valley Pipeline; UAS = Upper Aquifer System; UWCD = United Water Conservation District. 
a Negative value indicates groundwater pumped in the Oxnard Subbasin and used in Pleasant Valley. 
b For water supplied by Camrosa Water District to PVCWD, 56% is used in the Oxnard Subbasin and 44% in the Pleasant Valley Basin; only the 56% used in the Oxnard Subbasin is shown in this table. 
c For water supplied via the UWCD PVP to PVCWD, 56% is used in the Oxnard Subbasin and 44% in the PVB; only the 56% used in the Oxnard Subbasin is shown in this table. 
d UWCD extracts limited amounts of temporarily stored water from shallow wells at its Saticoy Spreading Grounds to the PVP during periods of mounding, as authorized by FCGMA Resolution 2011-02. 
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Table 2-11 

Recharge by Type (AF) 

Calendar 
Year 

UWCD 
Spreading Precipitation 

Pumped 
Groundwater 

Applied Water 
(M&I and 

Domestic) 
PTP/PVP 
System Total Recharge 

1985 33,837 4,937 18,562 753 1,254 59,343 

1986 59,810 14,048 16,017 747 1,399 92,021 

1987 32,825 7,149 17,878 744 1,353 59,949 

1988 40,579 6,096 16,719 771 1,934 66,100 

1989 16,920 2,130 17,158 869 2,542 39,620 

1990 8,904 1,502 16,449 939 2,051 29,844 

1991 39,289 11,869 14,044 745 2,510 68,455 

1992 101,421 15,752 11,886 863 3,336 133,258 

1993 94,241 15,461 11,778 784 4,230 126,494 

1994 50,588 6,173 12,936 853 4,003 74,553 

1995 98,952 19,121 10,501 874 4,075 133,525 

1996 54,047 12,566 10,908 635 3,771 81,928 

1997 52,261 10,592 13,396 725 3,995 80,970 

1998 118,672 21,656 9,555 755 4,022 154,660 

1999 35,816 4,927 11,928 846 4,114 57,631 

2000 51,793 8,733 11,216 1,113 3,906 76,762 

2001 75,176 15,715 10,105 1,079 3,748 105,823 

2002 20,209 5,728 11,440 1,116 3,137 41,630 

2003 34,111 8,670 9,949 1,003 3,343 57,076 

2004 23,166 10,322 10,642 1,342 3,658 49,129 

2005 118,629 14,794 8,733 1,292 4,053 147,501 

2006 80,554 8,575 9,855 1,239 4,564 104,786 

2007 29,703 2,704 11,588 779 4,072 48,846 

2008 56,433 7,548 10,761 1,036 4,689 80,468 

2009 22,438 6,057 10,135 932 4,690 44,252 

2010 46,228 16,086 8,695 954 3,899 75,861 

2011 71,959 6,759 9,425 1,079 4,544 93,767 

2012 20,816 3,695 10,640 975 3,643 39,768 

2013 2,686 735 11,663 1,044 2,698 18,825 

2014 2,900 6,182 11,404 1,011 1,999 23,496 

2015 2,516 1,064 11,278 857 1,671 17,386 

Maximum  118,672 21,656 18,562 1,342 4,690 154,660 
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Table 2-11 

Recharge by Type (AF) 

Calendar 
Year 

UWCD 
Spreading Precipitation 

Pumped 
Groundwater 

Applied Water 
(M&I and 

Domestic) 
PTP/PVP 
System Total Recharge 

Minimum  2,516 735 8,695 635 1,254 17,386 

Average  48,306a 8,947 12,169 928 3,319 73,669 

Notes: AF = acre-feet; M&I = municipal and industrial; PTP = Pumping Trough Pipeline; PVP = Pleasant Valley Pipeline; UWCD = United Water 
Conservation District. 
a The difference between 48,306 AFY in this table and 48,279 AFY in Table 2-9 is caused by how UWCD tracks monthly spreading. The 

UWCD hydrologist entered a negative number in some of the monthly records to reconcile their percolation total. So for the following 3 
months, Table 2-7 has: 

 August 1988 recharge to Saticoy is −8 acre-feet. 

 April 1990 recharge to Saticoy is −11.34 acre-feet. 

 September 1997 recharge to Saticoy is −255.06 acre-feet. 
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Table 2-12 

Stream Flows in Arroyo Las Posas and Conejo Creek, and Conejo Creek Diversion 

and Deliveries to the Pleasant Valley County Water District (AF) 

Calendar 
Year 

Arroyo Las Posas Flows 
Measured at Stream Gauge 806 

until 1997 and 806A to 2005 

Conejo Creek Flows Measured 
at Stream Gauge 800 until 

2011 and 800A to 2012 

Conejo Creek Water 
Delivered by CWD 

for Agriculture (AF)a 

Conejo Creek Flows 
Delivered by CWD for 

Agriculture In PVCWDb 

Conejo Creek 
Flows Delivered 
by CWD for M&I 

Total CWD 
Conejo Creek 

Flows Diversions 

1985 1,174 14,265 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1986 11,707 25,621 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1987 3,487 16,851 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1988 3,256 16,922 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1989 840 14,785 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1990 1,068 12,608 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1991 9,715 20,227 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1992 26,792 44,305 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1993 27,749 52,306 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1994 2,956 16,195 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1995 26,984 45,909 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1996 9,919 22,862 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1997 10,742 22,905 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1998 47,361 49,704 2,450 0 0 2,450 

1999 923 16,479 2,450 0 0 2,450 

2000 4,884 18,000 2,450 0 0 2,450 

2001 18,819 28,092 2,450 0 0 2,450 

2002 3,003 16,744 2,450 2,621 0 5,071 

2003 12,973 21,592 1,249 6,008 256 7,513 

2004 13,757 23,522 1,345 5,348 276 6,969 

2005 54,549 46,396 1,639 5,562 336 7,537 

2006 NA 23,175 1,457 6,441 298 8,196 
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Table 2-12 

Stream Flows in Arroyo Las Posas and Conejo Creek, and Conejo Creek Diversion 

and Deliveries to the Pleasant Valley County Water District (AF) 

Calendar 
Year 

Arroyo Las Posas Flows 
Measured at Stream Gauge 806 

until 1997 and 806A to 2005 

Conejo Creek Flows Measured 
at Stream Gauge 800 until 

2011 and 800A to 2012 

Conejo Creek Water 
Delivered by CWD 

for Agriculture (AF)a 

Conejo Creek Flows 
Delivered by CWD for 

Agriculture In PVCWDb 

Conejo Creek 
Flows Delivered 
by CWD for M&I 

Total CWD 
Conejo Creek 

Flows Diversions 

2007 NA 17,048 3,288 6,040 674 10,002 

2008 NA 25,254 2,895 4,854 358 8,107 

2009 NA 19,099 3,225 3,998 673 7,896 

2010 NA 20,293 2,554 4,880 594 8,028 

2011 NA 17,518 2,359 6,425 533 9,317 

2012 NA 7,612 2,603 4,312 653 7,568 

2013 NA NA 2,999 3,253 754 7,006 

2014 NA NA 2,858 2,055 854 5,767 

2015 NA NA 2,555 2,355 794 5,704 

Maximum  54,549 52,306 3,288 6,441 854 10,002 

Minimum  840 7,612 1,249 0 0 2,450 

Average  13,936 24,153 2,423 2,069 227 4,720 

Notes: AF = acre-feet; CWD = Camrosa Water District; M&I = municipal and industrial; NA = not applicable; PVCWD = Pleasant Valley County Water District. 
a 2,450 AFY between 1985 and 2002 accounts for riparian water rights holders' use of Conejo Creek water prior to development of CWD's Diversion Facility and non-potable surface water system. 

Between 2003 and 2006, deliveries are less than previous assumptions as not all riparian customers had connected to the CWD non-potable system. It is fair to assume the difference between 
those volumes and 2,450 were still applied to land. 

b For water supplied by CWD to PVCWD, 56% is used in the Oxnard Subbasin and 44% in the PVB. 
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Table 2-13 

Sales and Usage of Imported Water Supplied by the Calleguas Municipal Water District (AF)  

Calendar Year 
Delivered and Used by the City 

of Oxnard for M&I 
Delivered and Used by Port 

Hueneme Water Agency for M&I 
Total Imported  
Water Supplied 

1985 14,094 0 14,094 

1986 14,023 0 14,023 

1987 14,422 0 14,422 

1988 14,565 0 14,565 

1989 15,026 0 15,026 

1990 16,853 0 16,853 

1991 12,705 0 12,705 

1992 15,576 0 15,576 

1993 14,799 0 14,799 

1994 11,441 0 11,441 

1995 14,513 0 14,513 

1996 12,392 64 12,456 

1997 13,615 641 14,256 

1998 12,675 2,234 14,909 

1999 14,721 2,615 17,336 

2000 14,487 2,935 17,422 

2001 13,201 1,731 14,932 

2002 13,591 3,054 16,645 

2003 12,858 1,072 13,930 

2004 13,742 1,595 15,337 

2005 12,447 1,590 14,037 

2006 11,994 2,067 14,061 

2007 14,008 2,221 16,229 

2008 15,150 1,197 16,347 

2009 10,431 1,278 11,709 

2010 11,238 838 12,076 

2011 11,506 1,072 12,578 

2012 13,474 1,047 14,521 

2013 15,331 2,011 17,342 

2014 13,550 1,483 15,033 

2015 11,116 556 11,672 

Maximuma 16,853 3,054 17,422 

Minimuma 10,431 64 11,441 

Averagea 13,534 1,565 14,543 

Notes: AF = acre-feet; M&I = municipal and industrial. 
a Maximum, minimum, and average values are calculated for the period over which water deliveries occurred.  
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Table 2-14 

Oxnard Subbasin Groundwater Used 

Calendar 
Year 

Agricultural Pumpage (AF) M&I Pumpage (AF) Domestic Pumpage (AF) Totals (AF) 

Pumpage 
(UAS) 

Pumpage 
(LAS) 

Pumpage 
(Semi-Perched) 

Total 
Agricultural 

Pumpage 
(UAS) 

Pumpage 
(LAS) 

Pumpage 
(Semi-Perched) Total M&I 

Pumpage 
(UAS) 

Pumpage 
(LAS) 

Pumpage 
(Semi-Perched) 

Total 
Domestic 

Pumpage 
(UAS) Pumpage (LAS) 

Pumpage  
(Semi-Perched) Total Pumpage 

1985 42,652 27,990 26 70,669 23,578 5,996 15 29,589 4,926 593 3 5,522 71,157 34,579 44 105,780 

1986 36,285 23,167 37 59,489 24,196 5,038 24 29,258 3,752 270 4 4,026 64,234 28,475 65 92,773 

1987 39,028 33,285 38 72,350 25,198 5,004 24 30,226 3,122 182 3 3,307 67,347 38,471 65 105,883 

1988 34,505 31,938 33 66,476 26,475 4,574 25 31,074 2,683 511 3 3,196 63,663 37,023 61 100,746 

1989 34,238 35,435 41 69,713 24,548 8,521 29 33,098 2,657 798 3 3,458 61,443 44,754 73 106,269 

1990 34,082 42,137 83 76,302 23,000 9,780 56 32,837 738 8 2 748 57,820 51,926 141 109,887 

1991 25,830 30,008 67 55,905 19,682 7,068 51 26,801 4,134 7 11 4,152 49,646 37,084 128 86,858 

1992 24,076 20,070 48 44,194 21,286 3,562 43 24,892 491 9 1 501 45,853 23,641 92 69,587 

1993 23,621 19,757 35 43,413 23,294 5,626 34 28,954 589 8 1 598 47,504 25,392 70 72,966 

1994 26,820 23,981 48 50,849 22,505 8,818 40 31,363 544 7 1 552 49,868 32,806 89 82,764 

1995 21,580 17,759 30 39,369 17,335 6,818 24 24,177 605 7 1 613 39,520 24,584 55 64,159 

1996 21,642 22,211 17 43,870 12,866 5,221 10 18,096 560 8 0 568 35,068 27,440 27 62,535 

1997 25,190 25,725 10 50,925 26,612 6,515 10 33,138 320 8 0 327 52,122 32,248 20 84,390 

1998 20,263 15,279 3 35,545 22,611 6,597 3 29,211 204 7 0 211 43,078 21,883 6 64,966 

1999 23,082 23,765 5 46,852 24,871 3,073 5 27,949 316 5 0 322 48,269 26,844 10 75,123 

2000 21,982 21,027 5 43,014 23,380 6,788 6 30,174 199 4 0 203 45,561 27,819 11 73,390 

2001 19,046 17,194 4 36,244 23,292 6,460 5 29,757 212 6 0 219 42,551 23,661 8 66,220 

2002 20,837 24,502 0 45,338 23,555 8,819 0 32,374 179 3 0 182 44,571 33,324 0 77,895 

2003 17,772 17,645 0 35,417 29,374 6,368 0 35,742 182 4 0 186 47,327 24,017 0 71,345 

2004 19,299 21,732 0 41,031 27,091 8,775 0 35,866 280 6 0 286 46,670 30,513 0 77,183 

2005 16,464 15,140 0 31,604 24,213 10,080 0 34,292 357 5 0 362 41,034 25,225 0 66,258 

2006 18,290 16,268 0 34,558 24,405 12,044 0 36,449 163 4 0 168 42,858 28,316 0 71,174 

2007 24,110 20,802 0 44,912 30,289 7,047 0 37,336 165 5 0 170 54,564 27,854 0 82,418 

2008 23,618 22,853 0 46,471 27,999 8,034 0 36,033 159 5 0 163 51,775 30,891 0 82,667 

2009 20,027 22,784 0 42,811 31,272 7,670 0 38,942 132 5 0 137 51,431 30,458 0 81,890 

2010 17,056 16,767 0 33,822 26,963 6,890 0 33,853 126 23 0 150 44,145 23,680 0 67,825 

2011 18,648 18,253 0 36,901 22,832 8,725 0 31,558 128 6 0 134 41,608 26,984 0 68,592 

2012 20,914 22,376 0 43,290 22,415 8,790 0 31,205 131 3 0 134 43,460 31,169 0 74,629 

2013 22,514 29,341 0 51,855 22,202 9,816 0 32,018 184 2 0 186 44,900 39,159 0 84,059 

2014 22,536 32,236 0 54,772 20,224 7,667 0 27,891 252 2 0 254 43,012 39,905 0 82,917 

2015 23,102 32,870 1 55,973 18,884 5,762 1 24,648 191 3 0 193 42,177 38,635 2 80,814 

Maximum  42,652 42,137 83 76,302 31,272 12,044 56 38,942 4,926 798 11 5,522 71,157 51,926 141 109,887 

Minimum  16,464 15,140 0 31,604 12,866 3,073 0 18,096 126 2 0 134 35,068 21,883 0 62,535 

Average  24,487 24,010 17 48,514 23,756 7,160 13 30,929 925 81 1 1,007 49,169 31,250 31 80,450 

Notes: AF = acre-feet; LAS = Lower Aquifer System; M&I = municipal and industrial; UAS = Upper Aquifer System. 
Pumping amounts are from the UWCD model and usage type is from the FCGMA well database. 
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Table 2-15 

Modeled 2040–2069 Groundwater Extraction Rates and Surface Water Deliveries  

for the Oxnard Subbasin 

Model Scenario 

Upper Aquifer System 
Groundwater Extractions  

(AFY) 

Lower Aquifer System 
Groundwater Extractions 

(AFY) 

Total Groundwater 
Extractions 

(AFY) 

Future Baseline 39,000 29,000 68,000 

Future Baseline With 
Projects 

41,000 25,000 66,000 

Reduction With Projects 27,000 13,000 40,000 

Reduction Without Projects 
Scenario 1 

27,000 12,000 39,000 

Reduction Without Projects 
Scenario 2 

18,000 12,000 30,000 

Reduction Without Projects 
Scenario 3 

18,000 12,000 30,000 

Notes: AFY = acre-feet per year. 

  



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-108 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK  



P a c i f i c  O c e a n

?232

?126

?118

?34

?1

£¤101

Ventura

Oxnard

Port Hueneme

Camarillo

S a n t a  M o n i c a  M o u n t a i n s

Pleasant Va
lle

y Rd

Oxnard
Blvd

Oxnard Blvd

5th St

Hueneme Rd

Central Ave

O
xn

ar
d

Bl
vd

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

5th St 5th
St

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

Oxnard

Ave

O
xn

ar
d

B
lv

d

Lew
is

R
d

Oxnard
Forebay

Area

Oxnard Plain
Pressure Area

Ag
ge

n 
R

d

Pr
ic

e 
R

d

Camari l lo Hi ll s

Da
te:

 4/
4/

20
19

  -
  L

as
t s

av
ed

 by
: n

tuc
ke

r  
-  

Pa
th:

 Z
:\H

yd
ro

\P
ro

jec
ts\

Fo
x_

Ca
ny

on
_G

MA
\M

XD
\F

IN
AL

_M
XD

\O
XN

AR
D\

CH
_2

_F
IG

UR
ES

\F
igu

re
 2-

1.
mx

d

n 0 1 2 3 4 5
Miles

£¤101

?118

?34

?1

?126

?23
?232

SOURCE: CGS 2002; DWR 2016; Cal-Atlas 2016; FCGMA 2016

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

FIGURE 2-1
Oxnard Subbasin Vicinity Map

Legend
Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Historical FCGMA Forebay Area
Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Transverse Ranges Geomorphic Province



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-110 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



M

F

M
F M

F

F

M

F

M
F M

F

M

F

A

A'

B

B'

Camarillo Fault

Spanish H
ills Fault

W
right R

oad Fault

Berylwood

La Loma Fault

Oak Ridge Fault

Springville Fault Zone

Fox Canyon Fau

So
m

is
 F

au
lt

(Montalvo Anticline

Springville Anticline

Long Canyon Anticline

Camarillo
Hills Anticline

Long Canyon Syncline

Las Posas Syncline

Ba
ile

y 
Fa

ul
t

McGrath Fault

P a c i f i c  O c e a n

Ventura

Oxnard

Port Hueneme

Camarillo

Call

eguas Creek

Revolon
Slough

Santa Clara River

?232

?126

?118

?34

?1

£¤101

S a n t a  M o n i c a  M o u n t a i n s

PLEASANT VALLEY BASIN

LAS POSAS BASIN

OXNARD SUBBASIN

FOREBAY AREA

PLAIN PRESSURE AREA

Pleasant Valley Rd

Oxnard
Blvd

Oxnard Blvd

5th St

Hueneme Rd

Central Ave

O
xn

ar
d 

B
lv

d

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

5th St 5th
St

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

Oxnard

Ave

Le
wis 

Rd
Ag

ge
n

R
d

Camari l lo Hi ll s

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; FCGMA; surficial geology after California Geological Survey; 
folds after Dibblee 1992a and 1992b, Devecchio 2012a, Turner 1975; 
faults after DeVecchio et al. 2012a

Da
te:

 3/
27

/20
19

  -
  L

as
t s

av
ed

 by
: n

tuc
ke

r  
-  

Pa
th

: Z
:\H

yd
ro

\P
ro

jec
ts\

Fo
x_

Ca
ny

on
_G

MA
\M

XD
\F

IN
AL

_M
XD

\O
XN

AR
D\

CH
_2

_F
IG

UR
ES

\F
igu

re
 2

-2
.m

xd

FIGURE 2-2 
Geology of the Oxnard Subbbasin

Fox Canyon Groundwater
Management Agency Boundary
(FCGMA 2016)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Historical FCGMA Forebay Area

Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Faults (Dashed Where Inferred)

F Anticline

M Syncline

Geologic Units
Recent Alluvium: Wash

Recent Alluvium

Older Alluvium

Saugus Formation

Las Posas Sand: Sand Pedro and
Santa Barbara Formations

Pico Formation

Conejo Volcanics

n 0 52.5
Miles

Ventura Fault
Country Club Fault



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-112 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK



DRAFT Cross Section A-A’
FIGURE 2-3

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: Turner 1975; Based on Plates 9A and 9B (Cross Section C-C’).
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Cross Section B-B’
FIGURE 2-4

SOURCE: Turner 1975; Based on Plates 7A and 7B (Cross Section A-A’).
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FIGURE 2-5
Upper Aquifer System 2015 Extraction (acre-feet) in Oxnard and Pleasant Valley

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range
(East-West)
Faults (Dashed Where Inferred)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins and
Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay
2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 44 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 149 AF

!( >10 - 100; 3,867 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 27,400 AF

!( >1000; 11,766 AF

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J
Well screened in multiple aquifers in the
UAS

< Well screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in undetermined aquifer(s)
Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual 
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend
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FIGURE 2-6
Lower Aquifer System 2015 Extraction (acre-feet) in Oxnard and Pleasant Valley

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range
(East-West)
Faults (Dashed Where Inferred)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins and
Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay
2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF total

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF total

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H
Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the
LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in undetermined aquifer(s)
Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual 
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend
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FIGURE 2-7
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Oxnard Aquifer, March 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer
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FIGURE 2-8
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Oxnard Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

FIGURE 2-9A 
Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Oxnard Aquifer - Oxnard Plain 
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

FIGURE 2-9B 
Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Oxnard Aquifer - Forebay Area
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; Ventura County; UWCD; CMWD
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FIGURE 2-10
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Mugu Aquifer, March 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; Ventura County; UWCD; CMWD
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FIGURE 2-11
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Mugu Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Mugu Aquifer
FIGURE 2-12
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FIGURE 2-13
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Hueneme Aquifer, March 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin
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FIGURE 2-14
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Hueneme Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Hueneme Aquifer
FIGURE 2-15
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FIGURE 2-16
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Fox Canyon Aquifer, March 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer
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FIGURE 2-17
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Fox Canyon Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Fox Canyon Aquifer
FIGURE 2-18
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FIGURE 2-19
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer, March 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer
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FIGURE 2-20
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer
FIGURE 2-21
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

Oxnard Subbasin Annual Change in Storage
FIGURE 2-22
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in the basin included in the UWCD numerical groundwater model.
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

Oxnard Subbasin Cumulative Change in Storage
FIGURE 2-23
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

Oxnard Subbasin Annual Change in Storage Without Coastal Flux
FIGURE 2-24
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

Oxnard Subbasin Cumulative Change in Storage Without Coastal Flux
FIGURE 2-25
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FIGURE 2-26 
Approximate 2015 North-South Saline Water Intrusion Extent

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

SOURCE: Cross Section: Turner 1975; Based on Plates 7A and 7B (Cross Section A-A’)

                  Interpreted Seawater Inrusion Extent: United Water Conservation District Open File Report, October 2016

Lower Aquifer System: Hueneme AquiferClay Marker Bed / Low Permeability Sediments

Lower Aquifer System: Fox Canyon Shallow (“Semi-Perched”) Aquifer

Lower Aquifer System: Grimes Canyon Aquifer

Upper Aquifer System: Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

FIGURE 2-27 
Semi-Perched Aquifer Coastal Chloride Concentrations, Fall 2015

Source: UWCD 2016
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

FIGURE 2-28 

Oxnard Aquifer Coastal Chloride Concentrations, Fall 2015
Source: UWCD 2016
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

FIGURE 2-29 

Mugu Aquifer Coastal Chloride Concentrations, Fall 2015
Source: UWCD 2016
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

FIGURE 2-30 

Hueneme Aquifer Coastal Chloride Concentrations, Fall 2015
Source: UWCD 2016
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

FIGURE 2-31 

Fox Canyon Aquifer Coastal Chloride Concentrations, Fall 2015
Source: UWCD 2016

44
99

46

36
35

35

49

3743

205

943

1,430

5,140

1,790

£1

Port 
Hueneme

Mugu Canyon

Hueneme Road

Well Location, showing well identification 
and chloride concentration (mg/l)

2016 Interpreted Saline Water Intrusion Inland Extent

Highways

Roads, arterials
2010 TDEM Interpreted Water Quality

Saline

Brackish

Slightly brackish 

Bathymetry

CM2-870

A2-940
A1-930

CM4-1095

CM5-470

CM6-400

SCE-414

GP1-740

DP-450

Q2-640

CM5-940

GP1-460

DP-580

CM6-550

Ü0 1 20.5 Miles



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-172 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 

FIGURE 2-32 

Grimes Canyon Aquifer Coastal Chloride Concentrations, Fall 2015
Source: UWCD 2016
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Groundwater Flux along the Coast in the Upper Aquifer System
FIGURE 2-33



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-176 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

1/
1/

19
85

1/
1/

19
86

1/
1/

19
87

1/
1/

19
88

1/
1/

19
89

1/
1/

19
90

1/
1/

19
91

1/
1/

19
92

1/
1/

19
93

1/
1/

19
94

1/
1/

19
95

1/
1/

19
96

1/
1/

19
97

1/
1/

19
98

1/
1/

19
99

1/
1/

20
00

1/
1/

20
01

1/
1/

20
02

1/
1/

20
03

1/
1/

20
04

1/
1/

20
05

1/
1/

20
06

1/
1/

20
07

1/
1/

20
08

1/
1/

20
09

1/
1/

20
10

1/
1/

20
11

1/
1/

20
12

1/
1/

20
13

1/
1/

20
14

1/
1/

20
15

M
on

th
ly 

Co
as

ta
l F

lu
x 

Vo
lu

m
e 

(A
cr

e-
fe

et
)

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

Groundwater Flux along the Coast in the Lower Aquifer System
FIGURE 2-34
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

Selected Historical Records of Water Elevation and Chloride Concentration
FIGURE 2-35
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FIGURE 2-36
Locations of Selected Coastal Wells with Historical Measurements of Chloride Concentration and Water Elevation

Notes: 
1) Single well labels consist of an italicized 
abbreviated State Well Number (SWN). 
SWNs are based on Township and Range 
in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation 
shown on the map, concatenate the 
Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well 
labeled "20E01" located in Township 01N 
(T01N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
01N22W20E01S.
2) Labels for nested well sets indicate the 
range of the last two digits in the SWNs 
completed in each set. Example: The SWNs 
completed in the nested set labeled 
"01H01-04," located in Township 01S (T01S) 
and Range 22W (R22W) are 01S22W01H01S, 
01S22W01H02S, 01S22W01H03S, and 
01S22W01H04S. 
3) Aquifer designation information for 
individual wells was provided by FCGMA, 
CMWD and UWCD. 
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(see notes)
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FIGURE 2-37A
Upper Aquifer System - Most Recent Total Dissolved Solids (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels
Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)
Las Posas Valley (4-008)
Pleasant Valley (4-006)
Oxnard (4-004.02)
Oxnard Forebay

TDS concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
") 290 - 500
") >500 - 750
") >750 - 1000
") >1000 - 1200
") >1200 - 2500

") >2500 - 49,800

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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FIGURE 2-37B
Upper Aquifer System, Forebay Area - Most Recent Total Dissolved Solids (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay
Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

TDS concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
") 290 - 500
") >500 - 750
") >750 - 1000
") >1000 - 1200

") >1200 - 2500

") >2500 - 49,800

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix C.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect. "NM" signifies not measured.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well. A
 solid gray well symbol has no data between 2011 and 2015.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

") Not Measured (NM)
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FIGURE 2-38
Lower Aquifer System - Most Recent Total Dissolved Solids (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Major Rivers/Stream Channels
Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)
Las Posas Valley (4-008)
Pleasant Valley (4-006)
Oxnard (4-004.02)
Oxnard Forebay

TDS concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
!( 290 - 500
!( >500 - 750
!( >750 - 1000
!( >1000 - 1200
!( >1200 - 2500

!( >2500 - 49,800

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer
+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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FIGURE 2-39A
Upper Aquifer System - Most Recent Chloride (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay

Chloride concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
") 23 - 100

") 101 - 150

") 151 - 200

") 201 - 500

") 501 - 1000

") 1001 - 22500

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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FIGURE 2-39B
Upper Aquifer System, Forebay Area - Most Recent Chloride (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay
Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

Chloride concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
") 23 - 100
") 101 - 150
") 151 - 200
") 201 - 500

") 501 - 1000

") 1001 - 22500

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix C.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect. "NM" signifies not measured.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well. A
 solid gray well symbol has no data between 2011 and 2015.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

") Not Measured (NM)
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FIGURE 2-40
Lower Aquifer System - Most Recent Chloride (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay
Chloride concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015

!( 23 - 100
!( 101 - 150

!( 151 - 200

!( 201 - 500

!( 501 - 1000

!( 1001 - 22500

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend
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15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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FIGURE 2-41A
Upper Aquifer System - Most Recent Nitrate (mg/L as Nitrate) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay
Nitrate concentration (mg/L as Nitrate), 2011-
2015

") 0 - 10

") >10 - 22.5

") >22.5 - 45

") >45 - 90

") >90 - 528

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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FIGURE 2-41B
Upper Aquifer System, Forebay Area - Most Recent Nitrate (mg/L as Nitrate) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay

Aquifer designation

) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

Nitrate concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
") 0 - 10

") >10 - 22.5

") >22.5 - 45

") >45 - 90

") >90 - 528

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix C.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect. "NM" signifies not measured.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well. A
 solid gray well symbol has no data between 2011 and 2015.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

") Not Measured (NM)
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FIGURE 2-42
Lower Aquifer System - Most Recent Nitrate (mg/L as Nitrate) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay
Nitrate concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015

!( 0 - 10

!( >10 - 22.5

!( >22.5 - 45

!( >45 - 90

!( >90 - 528

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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FIGURE 2-43A
Upper Aquifer System - Most Recent Sulfate (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay

Sulfate concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
") 29 - 300

") 301 - 600

") 601 - 1000

") 1001 - 5740

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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FIGURE 2-43B
Upper Aquifer System, Forebay Area - Most Recent Sulfate (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay

Aquifer designation

) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

Sulfate concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
") 29 - 300

") 301 - 600

") 601 - 1000

") 1001 - 5740

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix C.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect. "NM" signifies not measured.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well. A
 solid gray well symbol has no data between 2011 and 2015.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

") Not Measured (NM)
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FIGURE 2-44
Lower Aquifer System - Most Recent Sulfate (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay

Sulfate concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
!( 29 - 300

!( 301 - 600

!( 601 - 1000

!( 1001 - 5740

Aquifer designation

* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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FIGURE 2-45A
Upper Aquifer System - Most Recent Boron (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay

Boron concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
") 0 - 0.2

") >0.2 - 0.5

") >0.5 - 1.0

") >1.0 - 2.0

") >2.0 - 6.0

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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FIGURE 2-45B
Upper Aquifer System, Forebay Area - Most Recent Boron (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay

Aquifer designation

) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

Boron concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
") 0 - 0.2

") >0.2 - 0.5

") >0.5 - 1.0

") >1.0 - 2.0

") >2.0 - 6.0

Legend

10.5
15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix C.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect. "NM" signifies not measured.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well. A
 solid gray well symbol has no data between 2011 and 2015.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

") Not Measured (NM)
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FIGURE 2-46
Lower Aquifer System - Most Recent Boron (mg/L) Measured 2011-2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins
and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Oxnard Forebay

Boron concentration (mg/L), 2011-2015
!( 0 - 0.2

!( >0.2 - 0.5

!( >0.5 - 1.0

!( >1.0 - 2.0

!( >2.0 - 6.0

Aquifer designation

* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated State Well Number 
(SWN) and a concentration value beneath it.The concentration is the 
most recent concentration measured in water quality samples
collected at that well in the five years from 2011-2015. For a 
complete water quality record for each well, see Appendix X.
2) "ND" signifies non-detect.
3) SWNs are based on Township and Range in the Public Land 
Survey System. To construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map,concatenate the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the 
letter "S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
4) The shape of each well symbol correspondsto the aquifer(s) in
which it is screened (see above).
5) The color of each well symbol corresponds to the most recent 
concentration measured in a water quality sample from that well.
6) All concentrations are in mg/L.
7) Aquifer designation information for individual wells was provided by 
FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD.  

Legend
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15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Concentration (mg/L)
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Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency Boundary
(FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels
Oil Fields (Ventura County)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins and Subbasin
(DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

FIGURE 2-47
Oil Fields in the Vicinity of FCGMA Groundwater Basins
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Major Rivers/Stream Channels

Impaired Surface Waters - 303(d) Listed Reaches

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater Basins and Subbasin
(DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

FIGURE 2-48
Impaired Surface Waters in the Vicinity of FCGMA Groundwater Basins
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FIGURE 2-49 
Constituents of Concern at Open Geo racker Cases with Impacted Groundwater within FCGMA Groundwater Basin Boundaries

MTBE and TBA

Pesticides

BTEX

J PCBs
J

Metals

J Gasoline and Diesel

J Chlorinated VOCs

Other COCs

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)
Major Rivers/Stream Channels
Federal Lands

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Constituents of Concern identified in
groundwater at open GeoTracker cases
as of May 2017

77

Number labels correspond to the "Map ID" 
column in . Additional  
information for each site can be found in 

.
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FIGURE 2-50
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Semi-Perched Aquifer, March 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

_̂ Semi-perched monitoring wells

_̂ Shallow Wells from Geotracker (UWCD 2017)
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FIGURE 2-51
Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Semi-Perched Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (Ventura County 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an italicized abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN) and a groundwater
elevation beneath it. SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) "NM" indicates no water level measurement was 
collected within the specified time window. 
3) Groundwater elevations not used to create 
contours are shown in parentheses. 
4) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
5) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation 
(feet amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where
approximate; queried where inferred.

Legend

-14.7

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

Groundwater elevation feet AMSL

_ Semi-perched monitoring wells

_̂ Shallow Wells from Geotracker (UWCD 2017)
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; Santa Barbara County; FCGMA; Esri
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; Santa Barbara County; FCGMA; Esri
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Freeman Diversion and Uses in the Oxnard Subbasin
FIGURE 2-59
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FIGURE 2-60 
UWCD Groundwater Recharge
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Water Deliveries to the PVCWD and UWCD
FIGURE 2-61
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Groundwater Pumping
FIGURE 2-62
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Figure 2-64a 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Oxnard Aquifer, 

LegendLegend

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)
Oxnard Plain (4-04. 02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 44 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 149 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 3,867 AF total

!( >100 - 1000; 27,400 AF total

!( >1000; 11,766 AF total

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Well screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

< Well screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-64b  
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Mugu Aquifer, 

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4- 04.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 44 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 149 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 3,867 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 27,400 AF

!( >1000; 11,766 AF

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Well screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

< Well screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-64c 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Hueneme Aquifer, 

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF total

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF total

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-252 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



!H !H

!H

!H

!H

!H

!<

!H!H

!H

!H

GF!H

!H!H

!H

!H
!H

!H

$+

!H

!H

GF

!H

!<!<

!H

!H!(

!<

!<

!H

!<
!H!<!<

!<

!H !H!H!(

!H!(

!H
!(

!H#*

!H
!<!H

!H
!H
!H!H

!<

!H

!<

!HGF

!H
!< !H

!H!(

!H !H

!H

!H!H

!H

!H

!H!H

!H
!H

!H

!<

!H

!<

GFGFGF
!<!H

!<

!H

GF

GF

#*
GF

?1

P a c i f i c  O c e a n

Port Hueneme

Sa nt a  M o n i c a
M o u n ta i n s

Ba
ile

y 
Fa

ul
t

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

Pleasant Valley Rd

Le
wis 

Rd

Hueneme Rd

Revo l on Slough

Cal legua
sC

re
ek

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; Ventura County; UWCD; CMWD
1930-1979 Climate Period; 2070 Climate Change Factor

Da
te:

 4
/18

/20
19

  -
  L

as
t s

av
ed

 by
: d

ritt
er

  -
  P

ath
: Z

:\H
yd

ro
\P

ro
jec

ts\
Fo

x_
Ca

ny
on

_G
MA

\M
XD

\W
OR

KI
NG

\U
pp

er
 F

ox
 S

W
I P

ar
tic

le 
Tr

ac
ks

.m
xd

0 21
Milesn

Figure 2-64d 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Upper Fox Canyon Aquifer, 

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4-0 6)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-64e 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Basal Fox Canyon Aquifer, 

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-66a 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Oxnard Aquifer, With Projects

LegendLegend

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)
Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 44 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 149 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 3,867 AF total

!( >100 - 1000; 27,400 AF total

!( >1000; 11,766 AF total

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Well screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

< Well screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-66b  
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Mugu Aquifer, With Projects

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4-0 6)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 44 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 149 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 3,867 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 27,400 AF

!( >1000; 11,766 AF

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Well screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

< Well screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-66c 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Hueneme Aquifer, 

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF total

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF total

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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FIGURE 2-66d 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Upper Fox Canyon Aquifer,  with Projects

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-266 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



!H !H

!H

!H

!H

!H

!<

!H!H

!H

!H

GF!H

!H!H

!H

!H
!H

!H

$+

!H

!H

GF

!H

!<!<

!H

!H!(

!<

!<

!H

!<
!H!<!<

!<

!H !H!H!(

!H!(

!H
!(

!H#*

!H
!<!H

!H
!H
!H!H

!<

!H

!<

!HGF

!H
!< !H

!H!(

!H !H

!H

!H!H

!H

!H

!H!H

!H
!H

!H

!<

!H

!<

GFGFGF
!<!H

!<

!H

GF

GF

#*
GF

?1

P a c i f i c  O c e a n

Port Hueneme

Sa nt a  M o n i c a
M o u n ta i n s

Ba
ile

y 
Fa

ul
t

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

Pleasant Valley Rd

Le
wis 

Rd

Hueneme Rd

Rev o l on Slough

Cal leguas
Cr

ee
k

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; Ventura County; UWCD; CMWD
1930-1979 Climate Period; 2070 Climate Change Factor

Da
te:

 4
/18

/20
19

  -
  L

as
t s

av
ed

 by
: d

ritt
er

  -
  P

ath
: Z

:\H
yd

ro
\P

ro
jec

ts\
Fo

x_
Ca

ny
on

_G
MA

\M
XD

\W
OR

KI
NG

\B
as

al 
Fo

x S
W

I P
ar

tic
le 

Tr
ac

ks
.m

xd

0 21
Milesn

Figure 2-66e 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Basal Fox Canyon Aquifer,  with Projects

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4-0 6)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-67a
 UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Oxnard Aquifer, Projects Simulation - 2 , 00 AFY Groundwater Production in the UAS

LegendLegend

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4- 04.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 44 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 149 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 3,867 AF total

!( >100 - 1000; 27,400 AF total

!( >1000; 11,766 AF total

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Well screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

< Well screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-270 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



!<

GF
"J

"J

"J
GF "J

"J

"J !<!<
"J!("J

!<
"J

!<

"J

"J"J

!<
!<!<

!<

!<

")"J

!<

"J
"J

!<

GF
"J

!<

"J

"J

"J

"J
"J
"J

"J

"J

"J

"J

"J

"J

"J

"J"J

"J

"J

"J

!<

!<

"J

"J
")GFGFGF

XW

"J

"J

!<

!<

"J

"J

"J

GF
"J

GF

")

"J"J

"J

"J
GF

?1

P a c i f i c  O c e a n

Ba
ile

y 
Fa

ul
t

Le
w

is
 R

d

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

Pleasant Valley Rd

Hueneme Rd

Rev o l on Slough

Cal leguas
Cr

e e
k

Sa nt a  M o n i c a
M o u n ta i n s

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; Ventura County; UWCD; CMWD
Climate Period 1930-1979; Climate Change Factor 2070

Da
te:

 4
/18

/20
19

  -
  L

as
t s

av
ed

 by
: d

ritt
er

  -
  P

ath
: Z

:\H
yd

ro
\P

ro
jec

ts\
Fo

x_
Ca

ny
on

_G
MA

\M
XD

\W
OR

KI
NG

\M
ug

u S
W

I P
ar

tic
le 

Tr
ac

ks
.m

xd

0 21
Milesn

Figure 2-67b  
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Mugu Aquifer, 

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4-06)

Oxnard Plain (4-04.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 44 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 149 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 3,867 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 27,400 AF

!( >1000; 11,766 AF

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Well screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

< Well screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-67c 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Hueneme Aquifer, 

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4-0 6)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF total

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF total

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-67d 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Upper Fox Canyon Aquifer, 

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-67e 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Basal Fox Canyon Aquifer, 

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4-0 6)

Oxnard Plain (4- 04.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-68a 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Oxnard Aquifer, Simulation - 27, 00 AFY Groundwater Production in the UAS

LegendLegend

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 44 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 149 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 3,867 AF total

!( >100 - 1000; 27,400 AF total

!( >1000; 11,766 AF total

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Well screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

< Well screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-68b 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Mugu Aquifer,  Projects Simulation - 27, 00 AFY Groundwater Production in the UAS

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4-06)

Oxnard Plain (4-04.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 44 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 149 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 3,867 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 27,400 AF

!( >1000; 11,766 AF

Aquifer designation
) Well screened in the Oxnard aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu aquifer

J Well screened in multiple aquifers in the UAS

< Well screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-68c 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Hueneme Aquifer, Simulation - 1 , 00 AFY Groundwater Production in the LAS

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF total

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF total

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF total

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF total

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)



 2 – BASIN SETTING 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin  9837 

December 2019  2-284 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



!H !H

!H

!H

!H

!H

!<

!H!H

!H

!H

GF!H

!H!H

!H

!H
!H

!H

$+

!H

!H

GF

!H

!<!<

!H

!H!(

!<

!<

!H

!<
!H!<!<

!<

!H !H!H!(

!H!(

!H
!(

!H#*

!H
!<!H

!H
!H
!H!H

!<

!H

!<

!HGF

!H
!< !H

!H!(

!H !H

!H

!H!H

!H

!H

!H!H

!H
!H

!H

!<

!H

!<

GFGFGF
!<!H

!<

!H

GF

GF

#*
GF

?1

P a c i f i c  O c e a n

Port Hueneme

Sa nt a  M o n i c a
M o u n ta i n s

Ba
ile

y 
Fa

ul
t

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

Pleasant Valley Rd

Le
wis 

Rd

Hueneme Rd

Revo l on Slough

Cal legua
sC

re
ek

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; Ventura County; UWCD; CMWD
1930-1979 Climate Period; 2070 Climate Change Factor

Da
te:

 4
/18

/20
19

  -
  L

as
t s

av
ed

 by
: d

ritt
er

  -
  P

ath
: Z

:\H
yd

ro
\P

ro
jec

ts\
Fo

x_
Ca

ny
on

_G
MA

\M
XD

\W
OR

KI
NG

\U
pp

er
 F

ox
 S

W
I P

ar
tic

le 
Tr

ac
ks

.m
xd

0 21
Milesn

Figure 2-68d 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Upper Fox Canyon Aquifer, Simulation - 1 , 00 AFY Groundwater Production in the AS

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4-0 4.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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Figure 2-68e 
UWCD Model Particle Tracks, Basal Fox Canyon Aquifer, Simulation - 1 , 00 AFY Groundwater Production in the LAS

Notes: 
1) The shape of each well symbol corresponds
to the aquifer(s) in which it is screened (see above).
2) The color of each well symbol corresponds to
to the pumping in the well for calendar year 2015
3) Aquifer designation information for individual
wells was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Jurisdiction (FCGMA 2016)

Pleasant Valley (4- 06)

Oxnard Plain (4- 04.02)

2015 Extraction (acre-feet)
!( 0 - 2; 19.4 AF

!( >2 - 10; 85.5 AF

!( >10 - 100; 1,706 AF

!( >100 - 1000; 38,516 AF

!( >1000; 26,141 total

Aquifer designation
* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

H Wells screened in multiple aquifers in the LAS

< Wells screened in both the UAS and LAS

F Well screened in unknown aquifer(s)

Fall 2015 Extent of Seawater Intrusion

Legend
UWCD Model Particle Tracks
(Green 2020-2039; Red 2040-2069)
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CHAPTER 3 
SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT CRITERIA 

3.1 INTRODUCTION TO SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT CRITERIA 

In the Oxnard Subbasin, significant and unreasonable seawater intrusion is the primary undesirable 

result that occurs when groundwater production exceeds the sustainable yield. This undesirable 

result can occur even if groundwater production from the Subbasin as a whole is less than the 

freshwater recharge to the Subbasin, as seawater intrusion is closely related to groundwater 

production from coastal wells. Infrastructure projects and management actions undertaken in the 

Oxnard Subbasin have at times limited and even reversed the progress of seawater intrusion (see 

Section 2.3.3, Seawater Intrusion). However, groundwater elevations declined in all aquifers in the 

Subbasin in response to the statewide drought that began in 2011. These groundwater elevation 

declines exacerbated the impacts of seawater intrusion in the Subbasin.  

On October 28, 2015, after several consecutive years of drought, the Fox Canyon Groundwater 

Management Agency (FCGMA) Board of Directors (Board) adopted planning goals for the 

Oxnard Subbasin, as well as the other basins within its jurisdiction. These goals are as follows:  

 Control saline water impact front at its current position. 

 Do not allow groundwater quality to further degrade without mitigation. 

 No net subsidence due to groundwater withdrawal. 

 Promote water levels that mitigate or minimize undesirable results (including pumping 

trough depressions, surface water connectivity, and chronic lowering of water levels). 

These goals guide the definition of undesirable results, minimum thresholds, and measurable 

objectives in the subsequent sections. 

Groundwater elevations are the primary metrics by which progress toward meeting the 

sustainability goal in the Oxnard Subbasin will be measured. Sustainable management of the 

Oxnard Subbasin does not necessarily mean, however, that springtime high groundwater levels in 

the Subbasin remain the same year after year. Rather, sustainability can be achieved over cycles 

of drought and recovery, so long as the impacts to the Subbasin that may occur during periods of 

drawdown are not significant or unreasonable. Thus, year over year, groundwater levels may 

decline during a drought, but sustainable management will result in groundwater levels—and, by 

extension, chloride concentrations and land surface elevations—returning to pre-drought levels in 

the wet years after a drought.  
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3.2 SUSTAINABILITY GOAL 

The primary sustainability goal in the Oxnard Subbasin is to increase groundwater elevations 

inland of the Pacific coast in the aquifers that compose the Upper Aquifer System (UAS) and the 

Lower Aquifer System (LAS) to elevations that will prevent the long-term, or climatic cycle net 

(net), landward migration of the 2015 saline water impact front (see Section 3.3.3); prevent net 

seawater intrusion in the UAS; and prevent net seawater intrusion in the LAS.  

The use of net landward migration, and net seawater intrusion in the sustainability goal reflects 

that climatic cycles influence groundwater elevations over multi-year periods and requires that 

assessment of seawater impacts to the Subbasin be tied to a time period over which net impacts 

are measured. This Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) assesses net impacts to the Oxnard 

Subbasin over both a 50-year period beginning in 2020, and a 30-year period beginning in 2040. 

Undesirable results may occur in the Subbasin between 2020 and 2039, as progress is made toward 

sustainable management. By 2040, however, management of the Subbasin should achieve the 

sustainability goal. The 30-year period from 2040 through 2069 is referred to as the sustaining 

period in this GSP, as it is the period on which the evaluation of sustainability is based.  

In order to achieve the sustainability goal, groundwater production will need to be reduced relative 

to historical groundwater production rates. At the same time, groundwater production inland from 

the coast may be allowed to increase as infrastructure is developed to convey inland production to 

agricultural users on the coast. During the first 5 years following GSP adoption, it is anticipated 

that the combined groundwater production from both the UAS and the LAS will begin to be 

reduced toward the estimated sustainable yield, accounting for the uncertainty assessed in the 

model water budget and sustainable yield predictions (Section 2.4, Water Budget).  

Proposed reductions in groundwater production must take into account the potential economic 

disruption to the agricultural industry in the Subbasin, the interference with municipal water supply 

planning and rate setting, and the uncertainty in the estimated sustainable yield of the Subbasin. 

The estimated sustainable yield of the Subbasin is 42,000 acre-feet per year (AFY) with an 

uncertainty estimate of ±9,000 AFY (see Section 2.4.4, General Uncertainties in the Water 

Budget). The average 2015 groundwater production rate was 69,000 AFY. The difference between 

the upper estimate of the sustainable yield, 51,000 AFY, and the 2015 production rate is 18,000 

AFY. If production is reduced linearly between 2020 and 2040, the estimated groundwater 

production reduction necessary throughout the geographic extent of the Oxnard Subbasin is 

approximately 900 AFY. However, the sustainability goal allows for operational flexibility, as 

groundwater production patterns are anticipated to change during the 20-year GSP implementation 

period from 2020 through 2039. Progress toward the sustainability goal will be evaluated 

throughout the 20-year implementation period. 
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The following sections describe the undesirable results that have occurred and may occur within the 

Subbasin, the minimum thresholds developed to avoid undesirable results, and the measurable 

objectives that account for the need to continue groundwater production during drought cycles and 

the associated interim milestones to help gauge progress toward sustainability over the next 20 years. 

3.3 UNDESIRABLE RESULTS 
Under the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA), undesirable results occur when 

the effects caused by groundwater conditions occurring throughout the Subbasin cause significant 

and unreasonable impacts to any of the six sustainability indicators. These sustainability indicators 

are as follows:  

 Chronic lowering of groundwater levels 

 Reduction of groundwater storage 

 Seawater intrusion 

 Degraded water quality 

 Land subsidence  

 Depletions of interconnected surface water 

The definition of what constitutes a significant and unreasonable impact for each sustainability 

indicator is determined by the Groundwater Sustainability Agency, which is FCGMA in the 

Oxnard Subbasin, using the processes and criteria set forth in the GSP. Each of the sustainability 

indicators is discussed in this section in the context of undesirable results.  

3.3.1 Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels 
Chronic lowering of groundwater levels resulting in a significant and unreasonable depletion of 

supply is an undesirable result applicable to the Oxnard Subbasin. Seawater intrusion occurs in the 

Subbasin as groundwater levels fall below threshold elevations that maintain sufficient hydrostatic 

pressure to keep seawater from moving landward. The threshold groundwater elevations differ 

between the aquifers of the UAS and the LAS, as well as with geographic location in the Subbasin. 

Groundwater elevation declines can also induce release of connate water brines, reduce the 

quantity of freshwater in storage, and cause land subsidence in the Subbasin. 

The primary cause of groundwater conditions in the Subbasin that would lead to chronic lowering 

of groundwater levels is groundwater production in excess of natural and artificial recharge. 

Groundwater production from the Subbasin may result in significant and unreasonable lowering 

of groundwater levels if the groundwater levels were lowered to an elevation at which they allow 

net seawater intrusion in the UAS and LAS over climate cycles of drought and recovery. 

Historically, this condition has occurred within the Oxnard Subbasin. 
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In the past, groundwater levels in the UAS have declined during periods of drought and recovered 

during wet periods (Section 2.3.1, Groundwater Elevation Data). In fact, flowing artesian 

conditions were observed in UAS wells after multiple-year periods of above-average precipitation 

(UWCD 2016; Appendix C, UWCD Model Report, to this GSP). Groundwater levels in the LAS 

have also declined during drought and risen during wet periods, although the water levels in many 

wells in the LAS have remained below sea level since the 1980s (Section 2.3.1). One factor that 

contributed to the recovery of water levels following periods of drought was the amount of surface 

water that was diverted from the Santa Clara River and infiltrated through spreading basins to 

recharge the aquifers. Surface-water flows are available during wetter-than-average precipitation 

periods. These surface-water diversions and spreading are controlled by the United Water 

Conservation District (UWCD), which anticipates maintaining the historical volume of water 

diverted from the Santa Clara River over the next 50 years (UWCD 2018). 

In addition to surface-water spreading, seawater intrusion into the aquifers of the Oxnard Subbasin 

has also sustained groundwater levels. Unlike surface-water spreading, seawater intrusion sustains 

groundwater levels at the expense of freshwater storage in the Subbasin (Section 2.3.3). Water 

levels in the aquifers of the LAS have remained below sea level even during drought recovery 

periods, thereby continuing to allow migration of seawater into the Subbasin near the Mugu and 

Hueneme Submarine Canyons (Section 2.3, Groundwater Conditions). Continued seawater 

intrusion has reduced the amount of freshwater in storage in the Subbasin. 

Based on the sustainability goals for the Oxnard Subbasin, the criterion used to define undesirable 

results for chronic lowering of groundwater levels is landward migration of the 2015 saline water 

impact front during the sustaining period from 2040 through 2069. It is expected that there will be 

some landward migration of this front between 2020 and 2040 as the FCGMA Board and 

stakeholders in the Subbasin undertake the necessary projects and management actions toward 

achieving sustainability in 2040. The minimum thresholds metric against which chronic lowering 

of groundwater levels will be measured is groundwater levels that were selected to prevent net 

landward migration of the 2015 saline water impact front, and net seawater intrusion over the 30-

year sustaining period from 2040 through 2069. These groundwater elevations are higher than 

previous historical low water levels, many of which were measured in the fall of 2015 (Table 3-1; 

Figures 3-1 through 3-5, Minimum Thresholds and Groundwater Elevation Contours).  

In order to effectively manage the groundwater resources of the Oxnard Subbasin, the Subbasin has 

been divided into five management areas (see Section 2.5, Management Areas; Figure 2-69, Oxnard 

Subbasin Management Areas). These areas are defined by differences in their hydrogeologic 

properties, groundwater quality, or historical groundwater elevations. Groundwater elevations within 

each management area will be used to determine whether significant and unreasonable chronic 

lowering of groundwater levels is occurring. All of the management areas except the East Oxnard 

Plain Management Area (EOPMA) have wells in which water levels can be monitored by aquifer. 
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Until a monitoring well is installed in the EOPMA, the water level thresholds set for the wells closest 

to the EOPMA are presumed to be protective for the EOPMA, which has considerably less 

groundwater production than the adjoining management areas. This presumption will be revisited as 

groundwater elevation data are collected from the EOPMA.  

Chronic lowering of groundwater levels in the Oxnard Subbasin has the potential to impact the 

beneficial uses and users of groundwater in the Subbasin by (1) exacerbating seawater intrusion in 

the Subbasin, (2) reducing the volume of freshwater in storage, (3) potentially causing land 

subsidence, (4) impacting areas of interconnected surface water and groundwater, and (5) causing 

groundwater levels to drop below current well screens.  

3.3.2 Reduction of Groundwater Storage 
Significant and unreasonable reduction of groundwater storage is an undesirable result that applies 

to the Oxnard Subbasin. Seawater intrusion occurs in the Subbasin as groundwater levels fall 

below threshold levels that maintain sufficient hydrostatic pressure to keep seawater from moving 

landward. The threshold groundwater levels differ between the UAS and the LAS, and differ with 

geographic location in the Subbasin.  

The primary cause of groundwater conditions in the Subbasin that would lead to reduction in 

groundwater storage is groundwater production in excess of recharge over a cycle of drought and 

recovery. Groundwater production from the Subbasin may result in a significant and unreasonable 

reduction of groundwater in storage if the volume of water produced from the Subbasin exceeds 

the volume of freshwater recharging the Subbasin over cycles of drought and recovery. Changes 

in groundwater in storage can be tracked using groundwater elevations and would become 

significant and unreasonable if groundwater levels were lowered to an elevation below which they 

allow landward migration of the 2015 saline water impact front over cycles of drought and 

recovery, which would cause a long-term decline in groundwater storage. 

Numerical groundwater model simulations indicate that there has been approximately 101,000 

acre-feet (AF) of storage loss in the Oxnard Subbasin over the 31 years from 1985 to 2015 (Section 

2.3.2, Estimated Change in Storage; Appendix C). The model results also indicate that between 

1985 and 2015, approximately 380,000 AF of seawater intruded into the UAS and LAS under the 

Oxnard Subbasin. The replacement of freshwater with seawater is a reduction in freshwater storage 

and is an undesirable result that has already occurred within the Subbasin.  

Based on the sustainability goals for the Oxnard Subbasin, the criterion used to define undesirable 

results for reduction in groundwater storage is landward migration of the 2015 saline water impact 

front after 2040. The minimum thresholds metric against which reduction of groundwater storage 

will be measured is water levels that were selected to prevent net landward migration of the 2015 

saline water impact front, and net seawater intrusion after 2040. These groundwater elevations are 

higher than previous historical low water levels (Table 3-1). 



3 – SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT CRITERIA 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 3-6 

Groundwater elevations within each management area of the Oxnard Subbasin will be used to 

determine whether significant and unreasonable reduction of groundwater in storage is occurring. 

All of the management areas except the EOPMA have wells in which water levels can be 

monitored by aquifer. Until a monitoring well is installed in the EOPMA, the water level thresholds 

set for the wells closest to the EOPMA are presumed to be protective for the EOPMA, which has 

considerably less groundwater production than the adjoining management areas. This presumption 

will be revisited as groundwater elevation data are collected from the EOPMA.  

Reduction of groundwater storage in the Oxnard Subbasin has the potential to impact the beneficial 

uses and users of groundwater in the Subbasin by limiting the volume of groundwater available 

for agricultural, municipal, industrial, domestic, and environmental. These impacts will affect all 

users of groundwater in the Subbasin. 

3.3.3 Seawater Intrusion 

Significant and unreasonable seawater intrusion is an undesirable result that is present or likely to 

occur in the Oxnard Subbasin. Seawater intrusion is the primary sustainability indicator in the 

Oxnard Subbasin. Seawater intrusion occurs in the Subbasin as groundwater levels fall below 

threshold levels that maintain sufficient hydrostatic pressure to keep seawater from moving 

landward. The threshold groundwater levels differ between the UAS and the LAS, and differ with 

geographic location in the Subbasin.  

The primary cause of groundwater conditions in the Subbasin that would lead to seawater intrusion 

is groundwater production. Currently, the area of the Subbasin impacted by concentrations of 

chloride greater than 500 milligrams per liter (mg/L) is generally west of Highway 1 and south of 

Hueneme Road. Sources of water high in chloride in the Oxnard Subbasin include modern 

seawater as well as non-marine brines and connate water in fine-grained sediments (see Section 

2.3.3). Therefore, this area is referred to as the “saline water impact area,” rather than the “seawater 

intrusion impact area,” to reflect all the potential sources of chloride to the aquifers in this area. 

The saline water impact area was already impacted before 2015, when SGMA was implemented. 

As a result, the goal of this GSP is not to reverse historical impacts, but rather to limit seawater 

intrusion to the area that has already been impacted. Therefore, significant and unreasonable 

seawater intrusion is defined as seawater intrusion that results in a net landward migration of the 

2015 saline water impact front beyond the already impacted area west of Highway 1 and south of 

Hueneme Road from 2040 through 2069. 

Chloride concentrations in the Oxnard Subbasin indicate that seawater intrusion has occurred 

historically, and is currently occurring, in the vicinity of Point Hueneme and Point Mugu. 

However, seawater is not the only source of chloride to the groundwater of the Oxnard Subbasin 

(Section 2.3.3, Groundwater Conditions, and Section 2.3.4, Groundwater Quality). Chloride 
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concentrations exceeding 500 mg/L have been measured in the southeastern part of the Subbasin, 

where there is no direct connection between the inland freshwater aquifer and the Pacific Ocean. 

Stable isotope studies of the groundwater in these wells have shown that the chloride 

concentrations are likely not a result of seawater intrusion, but rather originated from release of 

connate water in the fine-grained lagoonal deposits in the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers (Izbicki 

1996). The connate water is released as groundwater head in the aquifer declines and the fine-

grained deposits compress. Additionally, chloride concentrations in the UAS are also impacted by 

downward migration of brackish water from the semi-perched aquifer via improperly abandoned 

wells (Izbicki 1996). In the LAS, chloride concentrations above 500 mg/L result from seawater 

intrusion, as well as from upward migration of brines from the geologic formations that underlie 

and surround the Subbasin (Izbicki 1991).  

The minimum thresholds metric against which seawater intrusion will be measured is water levels 

that were selected to prevent lateral seawater intrusion. These groundwater elevations are equal to, 

or higher than, previous historical low water levels (Table 3-1). Some of the minimum threshold 

groundwater elevations in the LAS are below sea level. These elevations were selected based on 

model results that indicate groundwater elevations could be this low and still limit seawater 

intrusion. They were also selected in concert with groundwater elevations in adjacent management 

areas, and are not expected to negatively impact the ability of the adjacent management areas to 

meet their sustainability goals.  

The groundwater elevations selected in each of the management areas of the Oxnard Subbasin will 

be used to determine whether seawater intrusion is occurring in the Saline Intrusion Management 

Area and the West Oxnard Plain Management Area (WOPMA) of the Subbasin (Figure 2-69). 

Until a monitoring well is installed in the EOPMA, the water level thresholds set for the wells 

closest to the EOPMA in the WOPMA and the Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area 

are presumed to be protective for the EOPMA, which has considerably less groundwater 

production than the adjoining management areas. This presumption will be revisited as 

groundwater elevation data are collected from the EOPMA.  

Seawater intrusion in the Oxnard Subbasin has the potential to impact the beneficial uses and users 

of groundwater in the Subbasin by limiting the volume of non-brackish groundwater available for 

agricultural, municipal, industrial, and domestic use. These impacts will affect all users of 

groundwater in the Subbasin and continued seawater intrusion could result in changing land use 

as agricultural land is fallowed due to reduced groundwater supplies.  
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3.3.4 Degraded Water Quality 

3.3.4.1 Chloride and TDS 

Significant and unreasonable degraded water quality related to groundwater production is an 

undesirable result that has the potential to occur in the Oxnard Subbasin. Increases in chloride and 

total dissolved solids (TDS) have been observed in coastal areas of the Oxnard Subbasin including 

parts of the WOPMA and the Saline Intrusion Management Area. These increases are associated 

with seawater intrusion as well as connate water in fine-grained lenses, downward migration of 

brines from improperly abandoned wells, and upward migration of brines from deeper geologic 

formations (Izbicki 1991, 1996; UWCD 2016).  

Degradation of groundwater quality from increased concentrations of chloride and TDS has the 

potential to impact the beneficial uses and users of groundwater in the Subbasin by (1) limiting the 

volume of groundwater available for agricultural, municipal, industrial, and domestic use or (2) 

requiring construction of treatment facilities to remove the constituents of concern.  

The primary cause of groundwater conditions in the Subbasin that would lead to degradation of 

water quality from increased concentrations of TDS and chloride is groundwater production. If 

groundwater production from the Subbasin results in expansion of areas of the Subbasin impacted 

by chloride and TDS concentrations that limit agricultural and potable use, significant and 

unreasonable degradation of water quality may occur.  

Based on the sustainability goals for the Oxnard Subbasin, the criterion used to define undesirable 

results for degraded water quality is the migration of the 2015 saline water impact front during the 

sustaining period from 2040 through 2069. The minimum thresholds metric against which 

degradation of water quality will be measured is groundwater levels that were selected to prevent 

net landward migration of the 2015 saline water impact front. The minimum thresholds metric 

against which seawater intrusion will be measured is groundwater levels that were selected to 

prevent net landward seawater migration. These groundwater elevations are equal to, or higher 

than, previous historical low water levels (Table 3-1).  

Water quality will continue to be monitored at monitoring well locations identified by FCGMA 

and its partner agencies, as identified in Chapter 4, Monitoring Networks. As additional data are 

collected, the effectiveness of applying a water level proxy to groundwater quality degradation 

will continue to be assessed.  

3.3.4.2 Nitrate 

In the Oxnard Forebay area of the Oxnard Subbasin, nitrate concentrations above the water quality 

objectives (WQOs) and basin management objectives (BMOs) are routinely detected in 



3 – SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT CRITERIA 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 3-9 

groundwater (UWCD 2008). These concentrations have resulted in significant and unreasonable 

impacts to beneficial uses and users of the Oxnard Subbasin, as not all municipal users of 

groundwater in this area have the ability to blend groundwater with nitrate exceeding the federal 

maximum contaminant level (MCL) with other water to sufficiently reduce the nitrate 

concentration for municipal use. Although nitrate concentrations in the Forebay have impacted 

municipal users of groundwater, the concentrations of nitrate in the Forebay are not caused by 

groundwater conditions occurring throughout the Subbasin. Rather, nitrate concentrations above 

WQOs and BMOs in the Forebay are likely a legacy of historical septic discharges and agricultural 

fertilizer application practices.1  

Although nitrate concentrations decrease when water levels are high, the decreases are not a result 

of regional groundwater production patterns. Instead, the reduction in nitrate concentration results 

from dilution of nitrate in groundwater by lower nitrate concentration surface-water recharge from 

the Santa Clara River. Operationally, in years when surface-water diversions are lower than the 

overall demand, UWCD prioritizes surface-water recharge in areas where nitrate concentrations 

in the groundwater exceed the MCL over deliveries to areas with lower concentrations of nitrate 

in the groundwater. UWCD currently anticipates maintaining and potentially increasing surface-

water recharge from the Santa Clara River in the future. Increases in surface-water recharge, 

combined with the cessation of septic discharges and modern agronomic fertilization practices, are 

anticipated to result in long-term declines in nitrate concentration in the Forebay. 

Because nitrate concentrations are not impacted by local or regional groundwater production, and 

the currently impacted area is not anticipated to get larger in the future, the concentration of nitrate 

is not considered to be a SGMA sustainability indicator in the Subbasin. Because nitrate impacts are 

not a sustainability indicator, no minimum threshold concentration for nitrate is proposed at this 

time. Nitrate concentrations will continue to be monitored and the relationship between groundwater 

production and nitrate concentrations will be reevaluated during the 5-year evaluation. 

3.3.5 Land Subsidence 

The undesirable result associated with land subsidence in the Oxnard Subbasin is subsidence that 

substantially interferes with surface land uses. The FCGMA Board resolution discussed in Section 

3.1, Introduction to Sustainable Management Criteria, calls for groundwater management that will 

not result in net subsidence due to groundwater withdrawal. Subsidence related to groundwater 

withdrawal can occur as groundwater elevations decline below previous historical low water 

levels, because the groundwater acts to reduce the effective stress, or pressure, on the sediments 

in the aquifers. As water levels decline, the pressure on the sediment matrix increases, and the pore 

structure of the sediment can collapse, resulting in subsidence. The minimum thresholds metric 

                                                 
1  Ventura County extended sewer lines into this area in the years between 2000 and 2011 to address additional 

discharges of nitrate.  
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against which subsidence will be measured is water levels that were selected to prevent lateral 

seawater intrusion. These groundwater elevations are equal to, or higher than, previous historical 

low water levels, which will limit the potential for future land subsidence in the Subbasin resulting 

from groundwater withdrawal (Table 3-1).  

Groundwater production is only one cause of subsidence in the Oxnard Subbasin. In addition to 

groundwater production, tectonic forces and oil and gas production can also result in subsidence 

in the Oxnard Subbasin (Section 2.3.5, Subsidence). Currently there are no monitoring stations 

that separate the effects of groundwater withdrawal from those of the other causes of subsidence. 

Groundwater production from the Subbasin may result in significant and unreasonable land subsidence 

if the subsidence “substantially interferes with surface land uses” (California Water Code, Section 

10721(x)(5)). Using this definition, historical records of land subsidence in the Subbasin do not 

indicate that land subsidence as a result of groundwater production has caused or is likely to cause 

undesirable results. Parts of the Oxnard Plain have experienced 2 to 3 feet of subsidence in the past, 

and future projections of subsidence indicate that areas within the Oxnard Plain may experience an 

additional 0.1 to 1 feet of subsidence by 2040 (Hanson et al. 2003; DWR 2014).  

Land subsidence related to groundwater production has the potential to impact the beneficial uses 

and users of groundwater in the Oxnard Subbasin by interfering with surface land uses in a way 

that causes additional costs for releveling fields, replacing surface infrastructure, and otherwise 

interfering with surface land uses. Additional subsidence of 0.1 to 1 feet is not anticipated to 

substantially interfere with surface land uses in the Subbasin.   

Even though substantial interference with land surface uses is not anticipated, actions to reduce 

groundwater production to a rate that avoids net seawater intrusion will mitigate future seawater 

intrusion as well as reducing the potential for additional subsidence in the Subbasin related to 

groundwater production.  

3.3.6 Depletions of Interconnected Surface Water  

The undesirable result associated with depletion of interconnected surface water in the Oxnard 

Subbasin is loss of groundwater-dependent ecosystem (GDE) habitat.  

The primary cause of groundwater conditions in the Subbasin that would lead to depletion of 

interconnected surface water is groundwater production from the semi-perched aquifer. This unit 

is not currently considered a principal aquifer of the Oxnard Subbasin (Section 2.2.3, Principal 

Aquifers and Aquitards). Groundwater production from the semi-perched aquifer may result in 

depletion of interconnected surface water with significant and unreasonable adverse effects on 

beneficial uses of surface water if the groundwater levels were lowered to an elevation below 

which the vegetation in the existing GDEs could not access groundwater over a length of time 
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that negatively affected the health of the GDE. Historically, this condition has not occurred 

within the Oxnard Subbasin, because there has been very minor (<31 AFY) groundwater 

production from the semi-perched aquifer (Section 2.4.1.2, Imported Water Supplies).  

Depletion of interconnected surface water in the Oxnard Subbasin is not currently occurring, as 

evidenced by lack of production, relatively stable groundwater elevations, and the need for tile drains 

in the semi-perched aquifer. Groundwater elevations will continue to be monitored in the semi-

perched aquifer.   

Depletion of interconnected surface water in the Oxnard Subbasin has the potential to impact the 

uses and users of groundwater in the Subbasin by lowering the groundwater table and negatively 

impacting the health of GDEs. If future projects involve the use of water from the semi-perched 

aquifer, depletion of interconnected surface water is possible, and significant and unreasonable 

impacts may occur. Reevaluation of the effects on existing and potential GDEs should be 

conducted in conjunction with the project approval process for any such future projects.  

3.3.7 Defining Subbasin-Wide Undesirable Results  

In order to better manage groundwater production and projects within the Oxnard Subbasin, the 

Subbasin has been divided into four management areas (Section 2.5, Management Areas). 

Groundwater production in each of the management areas occurs in both the UAS and LAS (Table 

2-14, Oxnard Subbasin Groundwater Used). Although there are groundwater production wells 

screened in both the UAS and the LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin, there are a sufficient number of 

wells screened only in one of the two aquifer systems to be able to manage groundwater production 

in the Subbasin by aquifer system. In contrast, there are few production wells screened only within 

an individual aquifer in the Subbasin. Therefore, the discussion of Subbasin-wide undesirable 

results that follows has been separated by aquifer system, but not by individual aquifer.  

Upper Aquifer System 

Fifteen wells were selected as key wells in the UAS (Table 3-1).2 Of these, three are in the Forebay 

Management Area, three are in the West Oxnard Plain Management Area, and nine are in the 

Saline Intrusion Management Area. None of the UAS key wells are located in the Oxnard Pumping 

Depression Management Area. 

                                                 
2  Well 02N21W07L05 is screened in multiple aquifers, and has been assigned to the UAS for the purpose of 

defining undesirable results.  
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Undesirable results are defined in three ways for the UAS in the Oxnard Subbasin. The first is based 

on the total number of wells, independent of management area or aquifer. Under this definition, the 

UAS will be determined to be experiencing undesirable results if, in any single monitoring event, water 

levels in six of the 15 key wells are below their respective minimum thresholds. 

The second definition of undesirable results for the UAS is based on the degree to which a single 

well exceeds a minimum threshold. Under this definition, the UAS would be determined to be 

experiencing an undesirable result if the groundwater elevation at any individual key well is below 

the historical low water level for that well.  

The third definition of undesirable results for the UAS is based on the time over which a well may 

exceed the minimum threshold. Under this definition, the UAS would be determined to be 

experiencing an undesirable result if the water level in any individual key well was below the 

minimum threshold for either three consecutive monitoring events or three of five consecutive 

monitoring events. Monitoring events are scheduled to occur in the spring and fall of each year.  

If conditions in the UAS meet any of the definitions of undesirable results listed above, the UAS 

would be considered to be experiencing undesirable results.  

Lower Aquifer System 

Nineteen wells were selected as key wells in the LAS (Table 3-1).3 Of these, six are in the Forebay 

Management Area, five are in the West Oxnard Plain Management Area, six are in the Saline 

Intrusion Management Area, and two are in the Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area. 

Undesirable results are defined in three ways for the LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin. The first is based 

on the total number of wells, independent of management area or aquifer. Under this definition, the 

LAS will be determined to be experiencing undesirable results if, in any single monitoring event, water 

levels in 8 of the 19 key wells are below their respective minimum thresholds. 

The second definition of undesirable results for the LAS is based on the degree to which a single 

well exceeds a minimum threshold. Under this definition, the LAS would be determined to be 

experiencing an undesirable result if the groundwater elevation at any individual key well is below 

the historical low water level for that well.  

The third definition of undesirable results for the LAS is based on the time over which a well may 

exceed the minimum threshold. Under this definition, the LAS would be determined to be 

experiencing an undesirable result if the water level in any individual key well were below the 

minimum threshold for either three consecutive monitoring events or in three of five consecutive 

monitoring events. Monitoring events are scheduled to occur in the spring and fall of each year.  

                                                 
3  Wells 02N21W07L03, 01N21W07J02, and 01N21W07L03 are screened in multiple aquifers and have been 

assigned to the LAS for the purpose of defining undesirable results.  
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If conditions in the LAS meet any of the definitions of undesirable results listed above, the LAS 

would be considered to be experiencing undesirable results.  

3.4 MINIMUM THRESHOLDS  

The following sections and discussion set forth the minimum thresholds for each of the six 

sustainability indicators. These thresholds discussed below are the proposed minimum groundwater 

elevations that would prevent undesirable results, defined as net landward migration of the 2015 

saline water impact front, net seawater intrusion in the UAS, or net seawater intrusion in the LAS. 

When groundwater elevations drop below the proposed minimum threshold, the Subbasin may 

experience undesirable results (Section 3.3.7, Defining Subbasin-Wide Undesirable Results). 

The minimum thresholds for chronic lowering of water levels, change in groundwater storage, 

seawater intrusion, groundwater quality, and land subsidence are based on the historical record of 

groundwater elevation in individual aquifers, the documented impacts of seawater intrusion, and 

the hydrogeologic conceptual model developed for the Oxnard Subbasin. All of these undesirable 

results are interrelated, and each is directly tied to seawater intrusion. Because groundwater 

elevations, change in storage, and groundwater quality are directly tied to seawater intrusion, the 

minimum threshold groundwater levels selected to mitigate the effects of seawater intrusion are 

also used for the other undesirable results as well (Table 3-1).  

The minimum threshold groundwater levels selected to prevent seawater intrusion were based on a 

review of the historical groundwater elevation data and an analysis of the potential for seawater 

intrusion under multiple future groundwater production scenarios. Predicted groundwater levels 

were simulated over a 50-year period from 2020 to 2069 (Section 2.4.5, Projected Future Water 

Budget and Sustainable Yield). The future climate simulated in the model recreated the observed 

climate from 1930 to 1979, with adjustments to precipitation and streamflow based on climate 

change factors provided by the California Department of Water Resources (DWR). The historical 

period from 1930 to 1979 includes periods of drought and periods of above-average precipitation, 

but has the average precipitation of the entire climate record for the Oxnard Subbasin (Section 2.4.5). 

The 50-year future simulations were used to assess the rate of groundwater production that results in 

no net seawater intrusion in either the UAS or the LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin after 2040.  

Two simulations were found to minimize net seawater intrusion after 2040 (Figures 2-67a through 

2-67e, UWCD Model Particle Tracks for the Reduction With Projects Simulation, and Figures 

2-68a through 2-68e, UWCD Model Particle Tracks for the Reduction Without Projects Simulation 

1; Section 2.4). Groundwater production in the first simulation, referred to as the Reduction With 

Projects Scenario (Section 2.4.5.3), averaged approximately 40,000 AFY, with 27,000 AFY of 

production in the UAS, and 13,000 AFY in the LAS. This simulation incorporated projects, 

including temporary fallowing of approximately 500 AFY in the Oxnard Subbasin, and deliveries 
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of approximately 4,000 AFY of recycled water from the City of Oxnard’s Groundwater Recovery 

Enhancement and Treatment (GREAT) Program for irrigation in the coastal area. Groundwater 

production in the second simulation, referred to as the Reduction Without Projects Scenario 1 

(Section 2.4.5.4), averaged approximately 39,000 AFY, with 27,000 AFY of production in the 

UAS, and 12,000 AFY in the LAS (Section 2.4.5). In general, the simulated groundwater 

elevations in the model scenario with projects were close to those in the scenario without projects, 

with any observed difference between the two limited to less than approximately 10 feet (Figures 

3-6 through 3-11, Key Well Hydrographs).  

The minimum threshold groundwater elevations selected to protect against net seawater intrusion 

in the UAS and LAS are based on the lowest simulated groundwater elevation after 2040 for the 

two model simulations in which net seawater intrusion was minimized. To account for some of the 

uncertainty in the simulated future groundwater elevations, the lowest simulated value in either of 

the two simulations was used as a starting point for selecting the minimum thresholds. The lowest 

simulated value was then rounded down to the nearest 5-foot interval to further account for 

uncertainty in the future simulated groundwater elevations. The rounded groundwater elevation 

was then raised by 2 feet to account for predicted sea level rise by 2070. The minimum thresholds 

for each well are presented in Table 3-1 and Figures 3-6 through 3-11.  

There are no proposed minimum thresholds in the EOPMA because there are no suitable monitoring 

wells in the EOPMA (Figure 2-69). The thresholds for the Saline Intrusion Management Area and 

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area, both of which border the EOPMA, are presumed 

to protect the EOPMA, which has considerably less groundwater production than the adjoining 

management areas (see Section 2.5). This presumption will be revisited as groundwater elevation 

data are collected from the EOPMA. 

It is important to remember that there are several sources of uncertainty in the model predictions. 

These sources of uncertainty include, but are not limited to, the prediction of future climate, future 

diversions from the Santa Clara River, groundwater model assumptions and assigned values, and 

future groundwater production distribution in the Subbasin. The uncertainty in each of these factors 

is anticipated to decrease with time. As these factors are better understood, the minimum thresholds 

should be reassessed, and adjustments should be made, when warranted by the assessment.  

3.4.1 Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels 
The selected minimum thresholds for chronic lowering of groundwater levels are presented in 

Table 3-1. These minimum thresholds are water levels that were selected based on future 

groundwater model simulations that limit migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 

2040, limit net seawater intrusion into the UAS and LAS, and indicate that declines in groundwater 

elevations during periods of future drought will be offset by recoveries during future periods of 

above-average rainfall. 
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These minimum thresholds are anticipated to improve the beneficial uses of the Subbasin by 

limiting seawater intrusion and chronic lowering of groundwater levels. This allows for long-term 

use of groundwater supplies in the Subbasin without ongoing loss of storage that would cause 

economic harm to the users of groundwater in the Subbasin and impair the beneficial uses of 

groundwater in the Subbasin.  

These minimum thresholds may impact groundwater users in the Subbasin by requiring both an 

overall reduction in groundwater production relative to historical levels, and potentially by 

requiring a redistribution of groundwater pumping within the Subbasin. A redistribution of 

groundwater production to shift groundwater production inland may require inland users to deepen 

existing wells or replace wells, and may require adjustment of the currently proposed minimum 

thresholds in the future. Furthermore, the minimum threshold groundwater elevations may result 

in a return to artesian conditions in wells screened in the UAS and LAS adjacent to the coast. In 

these areas, improperly abandoned wells can act as conduits for flow from the aquifer systems to 

land surface. Additional efforts may need to be undertaken by FCGMA and stakeholders in the 

Subbasin to prevent negative impacts from rising water levels and improperly abandoned wells.  

The minimum thresholds for chronic lowering of groundwater levels are water levels that will be 

measured at the monitoring wells listed in Table 3-1. Groundwater levels in these wells, which are 

referred to as “key wells,” will be reported to DWR in the annual reports that will follow the submittal 

of this GSP. Additionally, as funding becomes available, it is recommended that each of these 

monitoring wells be instrumented with a pressure transducer capable of recording hourly water levels. 

The groundwater elevation in each well will be compared to the minimum threshold assigned in Table 

3-1 to determine whether water levels in individual wells are above the minimum thresholds.  

3.4.2 Reduction of Groundwater Storage 

The minimum thresholds for reduction in groundwater storage are water levels that were selected 

based on future groundwater model simulations that limit seawater intrusion in the Subbasin, and 

indicate that declines in groundwater elevations during periods of future drought will be offset by 

recoveries during future periods of above-average rainfall (Table 3-1). The minimum thresholds 

impacts to groundwater users for reduction of groundwater storage are the same as those for 

chronic lowering of groundwater levels. These minimum thresholds are anticipated to improve the 

beneficial uses of the Subbasin by allowing for long-term use of groundwater supplies in the 

Subbasin without replacing freshwater in the UAS and LAS with seawater. Such a replacement 

would lead to a loss of storage that would cause economic harm to the users of groundwater in the 

Subbasin and impair the beneficial uses of groundwater in the Subbasin.  
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The minimum thresholds for reduction of groundwater storage are water levels that will be 

measured at the key wells two times per year. Additionally, as funding becomes available, it is 

recommended that each key well be instrumented with a pressure transducer capable of recording 

hourly water levels. The groundwater elevation in each well will be compared to the minimum 

threshold assigned in Table 3-1 to determine whether water levels in individual wells are above 

the minimum thresholds.  

3.4.3 Seawater Intrusion 
Because the concentration of chloride is not necessarily the best indicator of modern seawater 

intrusion, the relationship between seawater intrusion and groundwater elevation was investigated 

using a numerical groundwater model (Appendix C). Groundwater levels in the Oxnard and Mugu 

Aquifers in coastal areas have historically fallen below sea level in response to increased production 

and drought cycles since the 1950s (Figure 2-9a, Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Oxnard 

Aquifer – Oxnard Plain, and Figure 2-12, Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Mugu Aquifer). 

The groundwater levels below sea level resulted in seasonal seawater intrusion during the fall 

irrigation season and during droughts in coastal wells in the vicinity of Point Hueneme and Point 

Mugu (Figure 2-35, Selected Historical Records of Water Elevation and Chloride Concentration).  

Modeling by UWCD (2018; see Appendix C to this GSP) indicates that there was flux from the 

ocean into the Oxnard and Mugu Aquifers in the vicinity of the offshore Mugu and Hueneme 

Submarine Canyons when the coastal groundwater levels in the UAS fell below 5 to 10 feet above 

mean sea level. In 1990, FCGMA directed pumpers to decrease production in these aquifers to 

mitigate seawater intrusion. As a result, production in coastal areas shifted from the Oxnard and 

Mugu Aquifers to the deeper Hueneme Aquifer, the Fox Canyon Aquifer (FCA), and the Grimes 

Canyon Aquifer (the aquifers that compose the LAS). Water levels in the FCA and the Grimes 

Canyon Aquifer near the coast quickly fell below sea level and have remained there since the 1980s, 

even after periods of above-average precipitation (Figure 2-18, Groundwater Well Hydrographs in 

the Fox Canyon Aquifer, and Figure 2-21, Groundwater Well Hydrographs in the Grimes Canyon 

Aquifer). The UWCD model indicates continuous flux from the ocean into these aquifers since 1985 

(Figure 2-34, Groundwater Flux along the Coast in the Lower Aquifer System). 

Because the model indicates a strong relationship between groundwater elevation and seawater 

intrusion, the minimum thresholds for addressing seawater intrusion are water levels that were selected 

based on future groundwater model simulations that limited seawater intrusion in the UAS and LAS 

(Table 3-1). The model simulations suggest that if water levels fall below the minimum threshold 

elevations, the Subbasin is likely to experience net landward migration of the 2015 saline water impact 

front after 2040. These minimum thresholds are anticipated to improve the beneficial uses of the 

Subbasin by limiting seawater intrusion. This allows for long-term use of groundwater supplies in the 

Subbasin without ongoing loss of storage that would cause economic harm to the users of groundwater 

in the Subbasin and impair the beneficial uses of groundwater in the Subbasin. 
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Groundwater users in the Subbasin may be impacted by the minimum thresholds in several ways. 

First, an overall reduction in groundwater production relative to historical levels will be required 

to achieve the minimum thresholds. Such a reduction may impact the value of agricultural land, 

drive changes in crop types, result in temporary fallowing of agricultural acreage, and cause 

economic disruption to the regional economy. Second, a redistribution of groundwater pumping 

may be required to optimize water management in the Subbasin. If groundwater production is 

reduced at the coast and shifted inland, additional infrastructure may be needed to convey water 

from the inland areas to the coast, inland users may be required to deepen existing wells, and the 

currently proposed minimum thresholds may need to be lowered for inland areas in the future. 

Third, as the minimum thresholds are achieved in the coastal areas, additional economic impacts 

may occur as improperly abandoned wells may need to be properly sealed so they do not act as a 

conduit for flow from the underlying aquifers. 

The minimum thresholds were selected for each aquifer system in the Oxnard Subbasin, primarily 

using wells screened in a single aquifer. These wells will be used to monitor groundwater 

elevations in each aquifer system in the Subbasin. Additionally, as funding becomes available, it 

is recommended that each key well be instrumented with a pressure transducer capable of 

recording hourly water levels. The groundwater elevation in each well will be compared to the 

minimum threshold assigned in Table 3-1 to determine whether water levels in individual wells 

are above the minimum thresholds.   

3.4.4 Degraded Water Quality 

Water quality impacts to the aquifer systems of the Oxnard Subbasin are limited to high 

concentrations of nitrate, chloride, and TDS. The sources and mechanisms controlling the 

concentration of these constituents differs throughout the Subbasin (Section 2.3). Nitrate 

concentrations in the Forebay exceed the federal MCL in some wells. However, these 

concentrations cannot be reduced by altering groundwater production in the Subbasin. For these 

concentrations, the recharge source water should be of the highest quality possible to maintain or 

improve future groundwater quality (Section 3.3.4, Degraded Water Quality). Although FCGMA 

cannot control the quality of the recharge water, the groundwater elevations minimum thresholds 

to prevent net migration of seawater after 2040 are higher than the historical low groundwater 

elevations at which nitrate concentrations were observed to exceed the federal MCL. These 

groundwater elevations will be used as the minimum thresholds to prevent further degradation of 

groundwater quality in the Forebay until such time that a separate concentration minimum 

threshold is found to be necessary. 

In contrast to concentrations of nitrate in the Forebay, the concentration of chloride and TDS in 

coastal wells is influenced by groundwater production. Concentrations of chloride and TDS exceed 

federal, state, and local standards in some wells in the Subbasin (Section 2.3). Groundwater 
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production near the coast induces seawater intrusion, and lowered groundwater elevations induce 

compaction of fine-grained sediments that release connate brines into the aquifers. Because both 

of these processes are tied to groundwater elevations in the Subbasin, minimum thresholds for 

groundwater elevation, rather than concentration, were set to control the additional impacts from 

seawater and brine migration in the aquifers (Section 3.4.3, Seawater Intrusion). The minimum 

thresholds selected are the same as the water level thresholds selected to prevent net migration of 

the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040. These groundwater elevations are higher than 

historical low elevations, which will prevent further compaction of fine-grained sediments and 

brine release. They are also designed to prevent further degradation of water quality from direct 

seawater intrusion.  

As discussed previously, the minimum thresholds are anticipated to improve the beneficial uses of 

the Subbasin by increasing the overall amount of freshwater storage in the Subbasin and limiting 

the further intrusion of seawater. The minimum thresholds impacts to groundwater users for 

degraded water quality are anticipated to be the same as those for seawater intrusion, which are 

described in Section 3.4.3.  

The minimum thresholds for degraded water quality are water levels that will be measured at the 

monitoring wells listed in Table 3-1. Additionally, as funding becomes available, it is 

recommended that each key well be instrumented with a pressure transducer capable of recording 

hourly water levels. The groundwater elevation in each well will be compared to the minimum 

threshold assigned in Table 3-1 to determine whether water levels in individual wells are above 

the minimum thresholds.   

3.4.5 Land Subsidence 

The minimum thresholds for land subsidence are water levels that were selected based on future 

groundwater model simulations that limit seawater intrusion in the Subbasin, and indicate that 

declines in groundwater elevations during periods of future drought will be offset by recoveries 

during future periods of above-average rainfall (Table 3-1). As groundwater withdrawals will be 

reduced to avoid further seawater intrusion, groundwater elevations in the aquifer systems will 

rise, and the resulting minimum thresholds are higher than historical low water levels. Because 

groundwater elevations must be maintained above the minimum threshold in order to avoid 

undesirable results for seawater intrusion and loss of freshwater storage, water levels in the 

Subbasin will remain above historical low water levels after 2040. Therefore, water levels in the 

Subbasin will not induce inelastic subsidence in the Subbasin. If the distribution of pumping is 

altered to mitigate seawater intrusion by reducing pumping near the coast and increasing pumping 

in the Forebay, the potential subsidence risk may have to be revisited in inland areas. This risk 

evaluation should be tied to areas in which the minimum thresholds are lowered below previous 

historical low water levels.  
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As discussed previously, the minimum thresholds are anticipated to improve the beneficial uses of 

the Subbasin by increasing the overall amount of freshwater storage in the Subbasin and limiting 

the further intrusion of seawater. These minimum thresholds also will limit future subsidence 

because currently they are greater than the historical low groundwater elevation. The minimum 

thresholds impacts to groundwater users for land subsidence are anticipated to be the same as those 

for seawater intrusion, which are described in Section 3.4.3.  

The minimum thresholds for subsidence are water levels that will be measured at the monitoring 

wells listed in Table 3-1. Additionally, as funding becomes available, it is recommended that each 

key well be instrumented with a pressure transducer capable of recording hourly water levels. The 

groundwater elevation in each well will be compared to the minimum threshold assigned in Table 

3-1 to determine whether water levels in individual wells are above the minimum thresholds.    

3.4.6 Depletions of Interconnected Surface Water 

The minimum thresholds for depletions of interconnected surface water are water levels that were 

selected based on future groundwater model simulations that limit seawater intrusion in the 

Subbasin, and indicate that declines in groundwater elevations during periods of future drought 

will be offset by recoveries during future periods of above-average rainfall (Table 3-1). The areas 

of interconnected surface water and groundwater and associated GDEs described in Section 2.3.6, 

Groundwater–Surface Water Connections, and Section 2.3.7, Groundwater-Dependent 

Ecosystems, are connected to the semi-perched aquifer, from which there is little current 

groundwater production. Because the semi-perched aquifer is not considered a principal aquifer, 

specific minimum thresholds were not selected for this unit. Instead, results of the numerical 

groundwater model scenarios that prevent net landward migration of the 2015 saline water impact 

front after 2040 indicate that groundwater elevations in the semi-perched aquifer will be supported 

by groundwater elevations in the underlying Oxnard Aquifer. The Oxnard Aquifer is the 

uppermost aquifer of the UAS. The simulated minimum threshold water levels in the Oxnard 

Aquifer that prevent net migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040 were found to 

result in higher water levels in the semi-perched aquifer. Therefore, the minimum thresholds for 

depletions of interconnected surface water are water levels in the Oxnard Aquifer that also prevent 

net migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040. The minimum thresholds are equal 

to or higher than the lowest groundwater elevation measured at these wells. The selected 

groundwater elevations are anticipated to protect against depletion of interconnected surface water, 

because historical groundwater elevations in the semi-perched aquifer have maintained the 

documented and potential GDEs in the Subbasin (Section 2.3).  

As discussed previously, the minimum thresholds are anticipated to improve the beneficial uses of 

the Subbasin by increasing the overall amount of freshwater storage in the Subbasin and limiting 

the further intrusion of seawater. The minimum thresholds set will maintain the existing beneficial 
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uses of the semi-perched aquifer by maintaining groundwater elevations equal to or higher than 

historical lows. The minimum thresholds impacts to groundwater users for interconnected 

groundwater and surface water are anticipated to be the same as those for seawater intrusion, which 

are described in Section 3.4.3.  

Currently there is very little groundwater production from the semi-perched aquifer. If water levels 

in this aquifer rise as a result of reduced groundwater production in the underlying UAS, additional 

projects may investigate producing water from the semi-perched aquifer. Such projects will have 

to evaluate the potential impact to interconnected surface water and GDEs as part of the feasibility 

and permitting process. Additionally, if projects that produce groundwater from the semi-perched 

aquifer are implemented, the need for specific water level minimum thresholds in the semi-perched 

aquifer should be reevaluated.  

The minimum thresholds for interconnected surface water are water levels that will be measured 

at the monitoring wells listed in Table 3-1. Additionally, as funding becomes available, it is 

recommended that each key well be instrumented with a pressure transducer capable of recording 

hourly water levels. The groundwater elevation in each well will be compared to the minimum 

threshold assigned in Table 3-1 to determine whether water levels in individual wells are above 

the minimum thresholds.  

3.5 MEASURABLE OBJECTIVES  

The measurable objectives are quantifiable goals for the maintenance or improvement of specified 

groundwater conditions that have been included in an adopted GSP to achieve the sustainability goal. 

For the Oxnard Subbasin, the measurable objective is the water level—measured at each of the key 

wells throughout the Subbasin—at which there is neither seawater flow into nor freshwater flow out 

of the UAS or LAS. If water levels in the Subbasin remained at the measurable objective in perpetuity, 

no groundwater would flow from the aquifer systems into the Pacific Ocean, and no ocean water would 

flow into the aquifer systems. This is the theoretical ideal water level for managing the aquifer systems 

of the Subbasin, because seawater intrusion would be prevented while maintaining the maximum 

freshwater use from the aquifer systems. However, because groundwater elevations in the Oxnard 

Subbasin respond to climatic cycles, actual groundwater levels in the Subbasin cannot be maintained 

at the measurable objective indefinitely. Therefore, to allow for operational flexibility while still 

preventing net migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040, the measurable objectives 

were selected to work with the minimum thresholds in the Oxnard Subbasin.  

To allow for operational flexibility during drought periods, water levels in the Subbasin are allowed 

to fall below the measurable objective, so long as they remain above the minimum threshold. As 

water levels fall below the measurable objective, seawater will flow toward the freshwater aquifer 

systems in the Subbasin, even if the water levels remain above the minimum threshold. The longer 
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groundwater elevations remain between the measurable objective and the minimum threshold the 

greater the volume of seawater that will migrate into the aquifer systems. In order to prevent net 

seawater intrusion over periods of drought and recovery, the periods during which seawater 

intrusion occurs must be offset by periods when the groundwater elevations are higher.  

There are two components to balancing groundwater levels over climate cycles to prevent net 

migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040. The first is not allowing groundwater 

levels to decline below an elevation at which net seawater intrusion will occur. This elevation is 

the minimum threshold. The second is ensuring that periods during which groundwater levels are 

above the minimum threshold but below the measurable objective are offset by equal periods 

during which groundwater levels are above the measurable objective. Therefore, the measurable 

objectives were selected based on the median groundwater elevation between 2040 and 2070, 

simulated for each well, in model simulations that prevented net landward migration of the 2015 

saline water impact front after 2040.  

The median groundwater elevation was rounded down to the nearest 5-foot interval to account for 

uncertainty in the model simulated future groundwater elevations. In order to account for future sea 

level rise, the rounded groundwater elevations were increased by 2 feet. The median simulated 

groundwater elevation (from 2040 to 2070) at each well after rounding and accounting for sea level 

rise is the measurable objective (Table 3-1). In order to prevent net seawater intrusion in the Subbasin 

after 2040, observed groundwater levels should be above the measurable objective 50% of the time. 

Ideally, the periods during which the water levels are above the measurable objectives will coincide 

with periods of above-average precipitation. If this occurs, additional reductions in groundwater 

production are not anticipated to be required to offset seawater intrusion. If, however, prolonged 

periods of drought limit the ability to recharge the groundwater aquifers in the Oxnard Subbasin, 

additional reductions in groundwater production may be required to offset seawater intrusion. 

3.5.1  Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels 

The measurable objective for the chronic lowering of groundwater levels is the groundwater level 

at which there is neither seawater flow into nor freshwater flow out of the UAS or LAS. This 

groundwater level is the same groundwater level that is used to protect against seawater intrusion 

in the Subbasin. The measurable objective groundwater level was selected for each of the key wells 

(Table 3-2). At each of these wells, the difference between the measurable objective and the 

minimum threshold is greater than 10 feet, which provides a margin of safety for operational 

flexibility in the Subbasin.  

Groundwater elevations within each management area of the Oxnard Subbasin will be used to 

determine whether chronic lowering of groundwater levels is occurring. All of the management 

areas except the EOPMA have wells in which water levels can be monitored by aquifer. Until a 
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monitoring well is installed in the EOPMA, the measurable objectives set for the wells in the Saline 

Intrusion Management Area and Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area, closest to the 

EOPMA, are presumed to also protect the EOPMA. The EOPMA has considerably less 

groundwater production than the WOPMA and does not have an independent suitable monitoring 

well for selecting a separate measurable objective. This presumption will be revisited as 

groundwater elevation data are collected from the EOPMA. 

Interim Milestones for Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels  

Interim milestones, which are target groundwater levels in 2025, 2030, and 2035 at key wells, will 

be used to assess progress toward sustainable groundwater management in the Oxnard Subbasin 

between 2020 and 2040. The interim milestones for chronic lowering of groundwater levels are 

the same as the interim milestones for seawater intrusion, because the interim milestones measure 

progress toward groundwater elevations in the Subbasin that prevent the net migration of the 2015 

saline water impact front after 2040.  

Two sets of interim milestones were determined for the key wells in the Subbasin (Table 3-2). The 

first set of interim milestones was calculated using linear interpolation between the fall 2015 low 

groundwater elevation and measurable objective (Figure 3-12, Interim Milestones for Dry and 

Average Conditions – Linear Interpolation). The second set was calculated using linear interpolation 

between the fall 2015 low groundwater elevation and the minimum threshold (Figure 3-12).  

Two sets of interim milestones were calculated because the actual groundwater elevation in 2040 

will depend both on groundwater production from the Subbasin and the climatic conditions 

between 2020 and 2040. Groundwater model simulations of future groundwater levels show that 

groundwater levels throughout the Subbasin vary by tens of feet at constant groundwater 

production rates over 5-year periods. This variability reflects the variability in annual precipitation, 

flow in the Santa Clara River, and groundwater recharge through the UWCD spreading grounds. 

Just as annual climate conditions vary from the calculated long-term historical mean conditions, 

so do 5-year average climate conditions (Figure 3-13, Distribution of 5-Year Average Climate 

Conditions in the Historical Record of Precipitation on the Oxnard Plain). Therefore, progress 

toward the measurable objective, which is the anticipated median groundwater level necessary to 

prevent net migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040, must be evaluated in the 

context of the climate that occurred during the preceding 5 water years.  

If, for example, the average precipitation from water years 2020 through 2024 (October 1, 2019, 

through September 30, 2024) equals the long-term historical average precipitation for the Oxnard 

Subbasin, then, as groundwater production is reduced, the groundwater level at each key well 

should reach the interim milestone for average climate conditions shown in Table 3-2. Under these 

conditions, groundwater levels in the Subbasin would be expected to reach the measurable 
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objective by 2040. If, however, the precipitation from water years 2020 through 2024 is less than 

70% of the average long-term historical precipitation, as has occurred six times in the historical 

record (Figure 3-13), reductions in groundwater production anticipated as part of this GSP would 

not be sufficient for groundwater elevations to reach the interim milestone for average climate 

conditions. In order for the Subbasin to be sustainable in 2040 under ongoing dry climate 

conditions, the interim milestones should reflect progress toward the minimum threshold at each 

key well, rather than progress toward the measurable objective (Figure 3-13). Five-year climate 

conditions that fall between average and less than 70% of average would be expected to produce 

interim milestone groundwater elevations between those listed in Table 3-2.   

Although specific interim milestones were not selected at each key well for above-average climate 

conditions, a similar analysis should be performed as part of the 5-year assessment process. For 

example, if the average precipitation from water years 2020 through 2024 exceeds 140% of the 

average long-term historical precipitation, as has occurred six times in the historical record (Figure 

3-13), groundwater elevations in the fall of 2024 should be higher than the interim milestone 

groundwater elevation for average conditions listed in Table 3-2. Further, although Table 3-2 

provides interim milestone groundwater elevations for the years 2030, 2035, and 2040, these 

interim milestones should be reassessed as part of the 5-year GSP evaluation process because of 

their climate dependence. The linear interpolation and resultant interim milestones should be 

updated based on the measured water level in the fall of 2024, 2029, and 2034 at each key well.  

3.5.2  Reduction of Groundwater in Storage 

The measurable objective for reduction of groundwater in storage is the groundwater level at which 

there is neither seawater flow into nor freshwater flow out of the UAS or LAS (Table 3-2). The 

measurable objective groundwater level was selected for each of the key wells based on the median 

predicted groundwater elevation between 2040 and 2070 from groundwater model simulations that 

minimized the migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040. This groundwater level 

is the same groundwater level that is used to protect against seawater intrusion in the Subbasin. At 

each of the key wells, the difference between the measurable objective and the minimum threshold 

is greater than 10 feet, which provides a margin of safety for operational flexibility in the Subbasin.  

All of the management areas except the EOPMA have wells in which water levels can be 

monitored by aquifer. Until a monitoring well is installed in the EOPMA, the measurable 

objectives set for the wells in the Saline Intrusion Management Area and Oxnard Pumping 

Depression Management Area, closest to the EOPMA, are presumed to also protect the EOPMA. 

The EOPMA has considerably less groundwater production than the WOPMA and does not have 

an independent suitable monitoring well for selecting a separate measurable objective. This 

presumption will be revisited as groundwater elevation data are collected from the EOPMA. 
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Interim Milestones for Reduction of Groundwater in Storage  

Interim milestones for reduction of groundwater in storage are presented for two climate scenarios 

in Table 3-2. The two sets of interim milestones were calculated from a linear interpolation 

between the fall 2015 low groundwater elevation and either the measurable objective or the 

minimum threshold at each well. These interim milestones will be used to assess progress toward 

sustainable groundwater management in the Oxnard Subbasin between 2020 and 2040 as 

groundwater production from the Subbasin is reduced. The interim milestones for reduction of 

groundwater in storage are the same as the interim milestones for seawater intrusion.  

3.5.3  Seawater Intrusion 

The measurable objective for seawater intrusion is the groundwater level at which there is neither 

seawater flow into nor freshwater flow out of the UAS or LAS (Table 3-2). The measurable objective 

groundwater level was selected for each of the key wells based on the median predicted 

groundwater elevation between 2040 and 2070 from groundwater model simulations that 

minimized the migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040. At each of the key wells, 

the difference between the measurable objective and the minimum threshold is greater than 10 

feet, which provides a margin of safety for operational flexibility in the Subbasin.  

All of the management areas except the EOPMA have wells in which water levels can be monitored 

by aquifer. Until a monitoring well is installed in the EOPMA, the measurable objectives set for the 

wells closest to the EOPMA in the Saline Intrusion Management Area and the Oxnard Pumping 

Depression Management Area are presumed to also protect the EOPMA. The EOPMA has 

considerably less groundwater production than the adjoining management areas and does not have 

an independent suitable monitoring well for selecting a separate measurable objective. This 

presumption will be revisited as groundwater elevation data are collected from the EOPMA. 

Interim Milestones for Seawater Intrusion 

Interim milestones for seawater intrusion are presented for two climate scenarios in Table 3-2. The 

two sets of interim milestones were calculated from a linear interpolation between the fall 2015 

low groundwater elevation and either the measurable objective or the minimum threshold at each 

key well. These interim milestones will be used to assess progress toward sustainable groundwater 

management in the Oxnard Subbasin between 2020 and 2040 as groundwater production from the 

Subbasin is reduced.  

3.5.4  Degraded Water Quality 

The measurable objective for degraded water quality is the groundwater level at which there is 

neither seawater flow into nor freshwater flow out of the UAS or LAS (Table 3-2). The measurable 
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objective groundwater level was selected for each of the key wells based on the median predicted 

groundwater elevation between 2040 and 2070 from groundwater model simulations that 

minimized the migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040. This groundwater level 

is the same groundwater level that is used to protect against seawater intrusion in the Subbasin. At 

each of the key wells, the difference between the measurable objective and the minimum threshold 

is greater than 10 feet, which provides a margin of safety for operational flexibility in the Subbasin.  

Until a monitoring well is installed in the EOPMA, the measurable objectives set for the wells 

closest to the EOPMA in the Saline Intrusion Management Area and the Oxnard Pumping 

Depression Management Area are presumed to also protect the EOPMA. The EOPMA has 

considerably less groundwater production than the adjoining management areas and does not have 

an independent suitable monitoring well for selecting a separate measurable objective. This 

presumption will be revisited as groundwater elevation data are collected from the EOPMA. 

Interim Milestones for Degraded Water Quality  

Interim milestones for degraded water quality are presented for two climate scenarios in Table 3-2. 

The two sets of interim milestones were calculated from a linear interpolation between the fall 

2015 low groundwater elevation and either the measurable objective or the minimum threshold at 

each key well. These interim milestones will be used to assess progress toward sustainable 

groundwater management in the Oxnard Subbasin between 2020 and 2040 as groundwater 

production from the Subbasin is reduced. The interim milestones for degraded water quality are 

the same as the interim milestones for seawater intrusion. 

3.5.5  Land Subsidence 

The measurable objective for land subsidence is the groundwater level at which there is neither 

seawater flow into nor freshwater flow out of the UAS or LAS (Table 3-2). This groundwater level 

is higher than the historical low water level in each key well. Therefore, it will protect against land 

subsidence related to groundwater withdrawal. The measurable objective groundwater level was 

selected for each of the key wells based on the median predicted groundwater elevation between 

2040 and 2070 from groundwater model simulations that minimized the migration of the 2015 

saline water impact front after 2040. This groundwater level is the same groundwater level that is 

used to protect against seawater intrusion in the Subbasin. At each of the key wells, the difference 

between the measurable objective and the minimum threshold is greater than 10 feet, which 

provides a margin of safety for operational flexibility in the Subbasin.  

Until a monitoring well is installed in the EOPMA, the measurable objectives set for the wells  

closest to the EOPMA in the Saline Intrusion Management Area and the Oxnard Pumping 

Depression Management Area are presumed to also protect the EOPMA. The EOPMA has 

considerably less groundwater production than the adjoining management areas and does not have 
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an independent suitable monitoring well for selecting a separate measurable objective. This 

presumption will be revisited as groundwater elevation data are collected from the EOPMA. 

Interim Milestones for Land Subsidence  

Interim milestones for land subsidence are presented for two climate scenarios in Table 3-2. The 

two sets of interim milestones were calculated from a linear interpolation between the fall 2015 

low groundwater elevation and either the measurable objective or the minimum threshold at each 

key well. These interim milestones will be used to assess progress toward sustainable groundwater 

management in the Oxnard Subbasin between 2020 and 2040 as groundwater production from the 

Subbasin is reduced. The interim milestones for land subsidence are the same as the interim 

milestones for seawater intrusion. 

3.5.6  Depletions of Interconnected Surface Water 

The measurable objective for depletions of interconnected surface water is the groundwater level 

at which there is neither seawater flow into nor freshwater flow out of the UAS or LAS (Table 3-2). 

This groundwater level is higher than the historical low water level in each key well. Therefore, it 

will protect against depletions of interconnected surface water related to groundwater withdrawal. 

The measurable objective groundwater level was selected for each of the key wells based on the 

median predicted groundwater elevation between 2040 and 2070 from groundwater model 

simulations that minimized the migration of the 2015 saline water impact front after 2040. This 

groundwater level is the same groundwater level that is used to protect against seawater intrusion in 

the Subbasin. At each of the key wells, the difference between the measurable objective and the 

minimum threshold is greater than 10 feet, which provides a margin of safety for operational 

flexibility in the Subbasin.  

Currently there is very little groundwater production from the semi-perched aquifer. If water levels 

in this aquifer rise as a result of reduced groundwater production in the underlying UAS, additional 

projects may investigate producing water from the semi-perched aquifer. Such projects will have 

to evaluate the potential impact to interconnected surface water and GDEs as part of the feasibility 

and permitting process. Additionally, if projects that produce groundwater from the semi-perched 

aquifer are implemented, the need for specific water-level measurable objectives in the semi-

perched aquifer should be reevaluated. 

Until a monitoring well is installed in the EOPMA, the measurable objectives set for the wells 

closest to the EOPMA in the Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area are presumed to also 

protect the EOPMA. The EOPMA has considerably less groundwater production than the Oxnard 

Pumping Depression Management Area and does not have an independent suitable monitoring 

well for selecting a separate measurable objective. This presumption will be revisited as 

groundwater elevation data are collected from the EOPMA. 
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Interim Milestones for Depletions of Interconnected Surface Water  

Interim milestones for depletions of interconnected surface water are presented for two climate 

scenarios in Table 3-2. The two sets of interim milestones were calculated from a linear 

interpolation between the fall 2015 low groundwater elevation and either the measurable objective 

or the minimum threshold at each key well. These interim milestones will be used to assess 

progress toward sustainable groundwater management in the Oxnard Subbasin between 2020 and 

2040 as groundwater production from the Subbasin is reduced. The interim milestones for 

interconnected surface water are the same as the interim milestones for seawater intrusion. 
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Table 3-1 

Minimum Threshold Groundwater Elevations by Well, Management Area, and Aquifer for Key Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well Number Management Area Aquifer 
Perforations  

(ft bgs) 
Top Perforations  

(ft msl) 
Bottom Perforations 

(ft msl) 
Historical Water Level Low  
(ft msl) and Date Measured 

2015 Spring Water Level  
(ft msl) and Date Measured GSP Undesirable Result  

Proposed Minimum 
Threshold (ft msl) 

01N21W32Q06S Saline Intrusion Management Area Oxnard 180–220 −172.7 −212.7 −25.8 11/22/1991 −12.7 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

2 

01N22W20J08S Saline Intrusion Management Area Oxnard 155–195 −143.8 −183.8 −14.8 09/28/1991 −7.6 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

7 

01N22W26J04S Saline Intrusion Management Area Oxnard 185–205 −170.2 −190.2 −28.3 10/26/1990 −14.3 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

2 

01N22W27C03S Saline Intrusion Management Area Oxnard 175–195 −162.8 −182.8 −18.6 12/13/1990 −9.0 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

7 

01N23W01C05S West Oxnard Plain Management Area Oxnard 120–145 −105.8 −130.8 −6.9 11/18/1991 1.2 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

7 

02N22W36E06S West Oxnard Plain Management Area Oxnard 230–320 −211.7 −251.7 −25.0 10/28/2015 −15.3 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

12 

01N21W32Q05S Saline Intrusion Management Area Mugu 330–370 −322.7 −362.7 −107.4 11/30/2015 −60.7 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

2 

01N21W32Q07S Saline Intrusion Management Area Mugu 275–285 −268.2 −278.2 −72.5 11/30/2015 −41.2 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

2 

01N22W20J07S Saline Intrusion Management Area Mugu 310–350 −298.8 −338.8 −16.5 11/13/1991 −10.7 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

7 

01N22W26J03S Saline Intrusion Management Area Mugu 524–620 −509.2 −605.2 −52.6 10/26/1990 −33.1 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

2 

01N22W27C02S Saline Intrusion Management Area Mugu 275–295 −262.8 −282.8 −27.3 12/13/1990 −14.3 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

7 

02N21W07L06S Forebay Management Area Mugu 135–155 11.9 −8.1 −12.2 12/03/2015 8.3 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

25 

02N22W23B07S Forebay Management Area Mugu 260–300 −150.2 −190.2 −40.8 12/15/1992 −20.7 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

15 

02N22W36E05S West Oxnard Plain Management Area Mugu 360–420 −288.4 −348.4 −21.0 11/04/2015 −13.6 February 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

10 

01N22W20J05S Saline Intrusion Management Area Hueneme 640–680 −628.8 −668.8 −29.9 11/30/2015 −19.9 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

2 

01N23W01C03S West Oxnard Plain Management Area Hueneme 965–1,065 −950.8 −1,050.8 −39.7 01/07/1991 −23.2 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

7 

01N23W01C04S West Oxnard Plain Management Area Hueneme 630–695 −615.8 −680.8 −34.9 01/07/1991 −20.0 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

7 

02N22W23B04S Forebay Management Area Hueneme 1,110–1,150 −1,000.2 −1,040.2 −147.1 10/28/2014 −75.6 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

−5 

02N22W23B05S Forebay Management Area Hueneme 830–870 −720.2 −760.2 −121.0 10/12/1991 −65.5 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

−5 
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Table 3-1 

Minimum Threshold Groundwater Elevations by Well, Management Area, and Aquifer for Key Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well Number Management Area Aquifer 
Perforations  

(ft bgs) 
Top Perforations  

(ft msl) 
Bottom Perforations 

(ft msl) 
Historical Water Level Low  
(ft msl) and Date Measured 

2015 Spring Water Level  
(ft msl) and Date Measured GSP Undesirable Result  

Proposed Minimum 
Threshold (ft msl) 

02N22W23B06S Forebay Management Area Hueneme 460–500 −350.2 −390.2 −41.7 02/03/1993 −23.2 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

15 

02N22W36E03S West Oxnard Plain Management Area Hueneme 195–285 −123.1 −213.1 −51.8 12/03/2014 −30.5 June 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

10 

02N22W36E04S West Oxnard Plain Management Area Hueneme 130–170 −58.9 −98.9 −32.11 11/04/2015 −32.1 November 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

10 

01N21W32Q04S Saline Intrusion Management Area FCA 600–640 −592.7 −632.7 −116.9 11/30/2015 −66.3 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

−23 

01N22W20J04S Saline Intrusion Management Area FCA 870–930 −858.8 −918.8 −40.7 11/30/2015 −28.1 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

2 

01N22W26K03S Saline Intrusion Management Area FCA 470–580 −456.9 −566.9 −71.8 06/16/2015 −65.6 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

−18 

01N23W01C02S West Oxnard Plain Management Area FCA 1,390–1,490 −1,375.8 −1,475.8 −50.4 01/07/1991 −29.3 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

7 

02N21W07L04S Forebay Management Area FCA 500–540 −353.1 −393.1 −32.0 10/14/2015 3.9 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

15 

02N22W23B03S Forebay Management Area FCA 1,210–1,250 −1,100.2 −1,140.2 −128.7 02/28/1991 −77.0 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

−5 

01N21W32Q02S Saline Intrusion Management Area GCA 930–970 −922.7 −962.7 −115.2 11/30/2015 −64.7 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

−23 

01N21W32Q03S Saline Intrusion Management Area GCA 800–840 −792.7 −832.7 −125.8 11/30/2015 −75.6 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage 

−23 

01N21W07J02S Oxnard Pumping Depression Management 
Area 

Multiple 590–1,280 −555.4 −1,245.4 −145.4 10/21/2014 −96.2 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

−40 

01N21W21H02S Oxnard Pumping Depression Management 
Area 

Multiple 503–863 −484.3 −844.3 −149.4 10/20/2014 −101.1 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

−70 

02N21W07L03S Forebay Management Area Multiple 640–700 −493.1 −553.1 −24.6 10/15/2015 1.8 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

15 

02N21W07L05S Forebay Management Area Multiple 270–310 −1,23.1 −163.1 −7.4 12/30/2015 20.5 March 2015 SWI, reduction in 
groundwater storage, chronic 
lowering of WL, subsidence 

25 

Notes: FCA = Fox Canyon Aquifer; ft bgs = feet below ground surface; ft msl = feet mean sea level; GCA = Grimes Canyon Aquifer; GSP = Groundwater Sustainability Plan; SWI = seawater intrusion; WL = water level.  
Interim milestones are proposed for wells with spring 2015 groundwater elevations that are lower than the minimum threshold groundwater elevation. Wells with spring 2015 groundwater elevations that are higher than the minimum threshold are currently in compliance with the goals of this GSP and do not require milestones to 
assess progress toward sustainability. 
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Table 3-2 

Measurable Objectives and Interim Milestones 

Well Number Aquifer 

Minimum 
Threshold 

(ft msl) 

Measurable 
Objective 

(ft msl) 
Fall 2015 Water Level Low  
(ft msl) and Date Measured 

Interim Milestone 
 Average Climate  

(ft msl) 

Interim Milestone 
Dry Climate  

(ft msl) 

2025 2030a 2035a 2040a 2025 2030a 2035a 2040a 

01N21W32Q06S Oxnard 2 17 −23.12 11/30/2015 −15 −5 6 17 −18 −11 −4 2 

01N22W20J08S Oxnard 7 17 -14.56 11/2/2015 −7 1 9 17 −10 −5 1 7 

01N22W26J04S Oxnard 2 17 −23.31 10/16/2015 −15 −5 6 17 −18 −11 −4 2 

01N22W27C03S Oxnard 7 17 −14.83 10/6/2015 −7 1 9 17 −10 −5 1 7 

01N23W01C05S Oxnard 7 17 −1.94 11/2/2015 4 8 12 17 2 4 6 7 

02N22W36E06S Oxnard 12 37 −25.03 10/28/2015 −10 6 22 37 −16 −7 2 12 

01N21W32Q05S Mugu 2 17 −107.36 11/2/2015 −78 −46 −14 17 −82 −54 −26 2 

01N21W32Q07S Mugu 2 17 −72.50 11/30/2015 −52 −29 −6 17 −56 −37 −18 2 

01N22W20J07S Mugu 7 17 −16.21 11/2/2015 −7 1 9 17 −10 −5 1 7 

01N22W26J03S Mugu 2 17 −44.39 10/16/2015 −30 −15 1 17 −33 −21 −9 2 

01N22W27C02S Mugu 7 17 −22.57 10/6/2015 −15 −5 6 17 −17 −9 −1 7 

02N21W07L06S Mugu 27 62 −12.21 12/3/2015 8 26 44 62 −1 8 17 27 

02N22W23B07S Mugu 17 47 −31.59 12/30/2015 −11 8 27 47 −18 −6 6 17 

02N22W36E05S Mugu 12 37 −21.01 11/4/2015 −6 8 22 37 −12 −4 4 12 

01N22W20J05S Hueneme 2 17 −29.87 11/30/2015 −18 −6 6 17 −22 −14 −6 2 

01N23W01C03S Hueneme 7 22 −32.26 11/30/2015 −17 −4 9 22 −21 −12 −3 7 

01N23W01C04S Hueneme 7 22 −28.36 11/4/2015 −17 −4 9 22 −21 −12 −3 7 

02N22W23B04S Hueneme −3 17 −95.68 12/3/2015 −67 −39 −11 17 −72 −49 −26 −3 

02N22W23B05S Hueneme −3 17 −83.59 12/3/2015 −60 −35 −10 16 −65 −45 −25 −4 

02N22W23B06S Hueneme 17 47 −37.35 12/3/2015 −15 6 27 47 −22 −9 4 17 

02N22W36E03S Hueneme 12 37 −51.77 12/3/2014 −28 −6 16 37 −35 −20 −5 11 

02N22W36E04S Hueneme 12 37 −32.12 11/4/2015 −13 4 21 37 −20 −10 1 12 

01N21W32Q04S FCA −23 2 –116.94 11/30/2015 −86 −57 −28 2 −92 −69 −46 −23 

01N22W20J04S FCA 2 17 –40.72 11/30/2015 42 34 26 17 38 26 14 2 

01N22W26K03S FCA −18 2 –71.84 6/16/2015 −52 −34 −16 2 −57 −44 −31 −18 

01N23W01C02S FCA 7 22 –37.63 11/30/2015 −25 −10 6 22 −28 −16 −4 7 

02N21W07L04S FCA 17 42 –32.02 10/14/2015 −12 6 24 42 −18 −6 6 17 

02N22W23B03S FCA −3 17 –94.26 12/3/2015 −67 −39 −11 17 −72 −49 −26 −3 

01N21W32Q02S GCA −23 2 –115.19 11/30/2015 −86 −57 −28 2 −92 −69 −46 −23 
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Table 3-2 

Measurable Objectives and Interim Milestones 

Well Number Aquifer 

Minimum 
Threshold 

(ft msl) 

Measurable 
Objective 

(ft msl) 
Fall 2015 Water Level Low  
(ft msl) and Date Measured 

Interim Milestone 
 Average Climate  

(ft msl) 

Interim Milestone 
Dry Climate  

(ft msl) 

2025 2030a 2035a 2040a 2025 2030a 2035a 2040a 

01N21W32Q03S GCA −23 2 –125.76 11/30/2015 −93 −61 −29 2 −100 −75 −50 −24 

01N21W07J02S Multiple −38 2 –140.02 10/25/2015 −105 −70 −35 1 −115 −90 −65 −39 

01N21W21H02S Multiple −68 -8 –137.09 9/30/2015 −103 −71 −39 −7 −118 −101 −84 −67 

02N21W07L03S Multiple 17 37 –24.59 10/15/2015 −10 6 22 37 −15 −5 6 17 

02N21W07L05S Multiple 27 57 –7.41 12/30/2015 11 27 43 58 3 11 19 27 

Notes: FCA = Fox Canyon Aquifer; ft msl = feet mean sea level; GCA = Grimes Canyon Aquifer.  
a Interim milestones for 2030, 2035, and 2040 will depend on climate conditions and Subbasin water level recoveries between 2020 and 2025. These thresholds are proposed for the current GSP 

but will be reviewed and revised with each 5-year evaluation.  
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FIGURE 3-1
Minimum Thresholds and Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Oxnard Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

East Oxnard Plain Management Area (EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area (WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

East Pleasant Valley Management Area (EPVMA)

Pleasant Valley Pumping Depression
Management Area

North Pleasant Valley Management Area

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated State
Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
3) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation (feet 
amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where approximate;
queried where inferred.

Legend

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

") Key Wells screened in the Oxnard Aquifer

) Wells screened in the Oxnard Aquifer

15P01

5 Minimum Threshold for Key Wells in Feet
above mean sea level (AMSL)
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FIGURE 3-2
Minimum Thresholds and Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Mugu Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

East Oxnard Plain Management Area (EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area (WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

East Pleasant Valley Management Area (EPVMA)

Pleasant Valley Pumping Depression
Management Area

North Pleasant Valley Management Area

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated State
Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
3) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation (feet 
amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where approximate;
queried where inferred.

Legend

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

XW Key Wells screened in the Mugu Aquifer

W Well screened in the Mugu Aquifer

15P01

5 Minimum Threshold for Key Wells in Feet
above mean sea level (AMSL)
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; County of Ventura; UWCD; CMWD
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FIGURE 3-3
Minimum Thresholds and Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Hueneme Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

East Oxnard Plain Management Area (EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area (WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

East Pleasant Valley Management Area (EPVMA)

Pleasant Valley Pumping Depression
Management Area

North Pleasant Valley Management Area

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated State
Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
3) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation (feet 
amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where approximate;
queried where inferred.

Legend

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

#* Key Wells screened in the Hueneme Aquifer

!. Key Wells screened in Multiple Aquifers

* Well screened in the Hueneme aquifer

15P01

5 Minimum Threshold for Key Wells in Feet
above mean sea level (AMSL)
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Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; County of Ventura; UWCD; CMWD
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FIGURE 3-4
Minimum Thresholds and Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Fox Canyon Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

East Oxnard Plain Management Area (EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area (WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

East Pleasant Valley Management Area (EPVMA)

Pleasant Valley Pumping Depression
Management Area

North Pleasant Valley Management Area

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated State
Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
3) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation (feet 
amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where approximate;
queried where inferred.

Legend

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

[Z Key Wells screened in the Fox Canyon Aquifer

( Well screened in the Fox Canyon aquifer

15P01

5 Minimum Threshold for Key Wells in Feet
above mean sea level (AMSL)



3 – SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT CRITERIA 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 3-40 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



+

+
+

+

+

+

+

$+$+

?23

?232

?126

?34

?1

?118

P a c i f i c  O c e a n

£¤101

Ventura

Oxnard

Port Hueneme

Camarillo

Moorpark

Thousand Oaks

Ba
ile

y 
Fa

ul
t

Oak Ridge Fault

So
m

is
 F

au
lt 

Zo
ne

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

Lew
is Rd

Central Ave

Hueneme Rd

Pleasant Valley Rd

5th St

Arroyo Simi

Arro yo Santa R os
a

Arr oyo

Las Po
sa

s

Revolon
Sl ough

C onejo Creek

C all e
gu

as
Cr

ee

k

Arro y o

Con e jo

Sa
nta Clara Riv er

-40

-60

-100

-80

22A01

28G01

35E01 36K05

08L03

22G01

28A02

T02N

T01N

T01S

R20W
R23W

R22W R21W

32Q02
-2332Q03

-23

Simi-Santa
Rosa Fault

Camarillo Fault

Springville

Fault Zone

Bailey Fault

Mo unt c l e f

R idge

Cama r i l lo Hi l l s
La s Po s a s H i l l s

Sa nt a  M o n i c a
M o u n ta i n s

C o n e j o
M o u n t a i n

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; County of Ventura; UWCD; CMWD
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FIGURE 3-5
Minimum Thresholds and Groundwater Elevation Contours in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer, October 2-29, 2015

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

East Oxnard Plain Management Area (EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area

Saline Intrusion Management

East Pleasant Valley Management Area (EPVMA)

Pleasant Valley Pumping Depression
Management Area

North Pleasant Valley Management

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Arroyo Santa Rosa Valley (4-007)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated State
Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on Township 
and Range in the Public Land Survey System. To 
construct a full SWN from the abbreviation shown 
on the map, concatenate the Township, Range,
abbreviation, and the letter "S". Example: the 
SWN for the well labeled "15L01" located in 
Township 02N (T02N) and Range 22W (R22W) is 
02N22W15L01S. Geotracker wells do not have
SWN IDs and so are not labeled.
2) All elevation values are in feet above mean sea
level (ft AMSL). 
3) Aquifer designation information for individual wells
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Approximate contour of equal elevation (feet 
amsl) of groundwater. Dashed where approximate;
queried where inferred.

Legend

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

$+
Key Wells screened in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer

+ Well screened in the Grimes Canyon aquifer

15P01

5 Minimum Threshold for Key Wells in Feet
above mean sea level (AMSL)
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FIGURE 3- a
Key Well Hydrographs for Wells Screened in the Oxnard Aquifer
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Key Well Hydrographs for Wells Screened in the Oxnard Aquifer
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CHAPTER 4 
MONITORING NETWORKS 

4.1 MONITORING NETWORK OBJECTIVES 

The overall objective of the monitoring network in the Oxnard Subbasin (Subbasin) is to track 

and monitor parameters that demonstrate progress toward meeting the sustainability goals. In 

order to accomplish this objective, the monitoring network in the Subbasin must be capable of 

the following:  

 Monitoring changes in groundwater conditions (in six sustainability indicator categories) 

 Monitoring progress toward minimum thresholds and measurable objectives 

 Quantifying annual changes in water budget components 

The existing network of groundwater wells includes both monitoring wells and production wells. 

This network is capable of delineating the groundwater conditions in the Subbasin and has been 

used for this purpose in the past. The current groundwater well network will be used to monitor 

groundwater conditions moving forward, in order to continue to assess long-term trends in 

groundwater elevation and groundwater quality in the Subbasin.  

In the future, to the extent possible, additional dedicated monitoring wells will be incorporated 

into the existing monitoring network. These wells will provide information on groundwater 

conditions in geographic locations where data gaps have been identified, or where a dedicated 

monitoring well would better represent conditions in the aquifers than a production well currently 

used for monitoring.  

4.2 DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING MONITORING NETWORK 

The existing monitoring network for groundwater and related surface conditions in the 

Subbasin includes groundwater production wells, dedicated groundwater monitoring wells, 

stream gauges, and weather stations. The components of the monitoring network are discussed 

in Section 4.2.1, Groundwater Monitoring, and Section 4.2.2, Surface Conditions Monitoring, 

in the context of their ability to demonstrate short-term, seasonal, and long-term trends in 

groundwater and related surface conditions and of the ability of the network to provide 

representative conditions in the Subbasin. A discussion of how the monitoring network relates 

to each of the sustainability criteria follows this discussion in Section 4.3, Monitoring Network 

Relationship to Sustainability Indicators. 



 4 – MONITORING NETWORKS 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 4-2 

4.2.1 Groundwater Monitoring 

Groundwater Elevation 

Data collected from more than 150 wells in the Subbasin have been used to demonstrate historical 

groundwater elevation conditions in the Upper Aquifer System and Lower Aquifer System 

(Figures 4-1 through 4-6, Monitoring Wells Screened in the Oxnard Subbasin (by aquifer)). The 

groundwater well monitoring network contains wells that are located in every management area 

of the Subbasin except the East Oxnard Plain Management Area (EOPMA) and that are screened 

in every primary aquifer in the Subbasin. Although the network of groundwater wells includes 

agricultural, municipal and industrial, and domestic production wells, the majority of the wells 

used to determine groundwater elevations are designated as monitoring wells in the Ventura 

County Watershed Protection District (VCWPD) database of groundwater elevation and 

groundwater quality data collected in the Subbasin.  

The United Water Conservation District (UWCD) collects groundwater elevation data from more 

than 100 monitoring and agricultural wells in the Subbasin. These wells are monitored either 

monthly or bimonthly (once every two months). Water levels are measured both manually and 

with pressure transducers, which record the pressure of water (or height of the water column) 

above the transducer in the well. Pressure transducers have been installed in 65 of these wells. 

These transducers record the height of the water column in the well every 4 hours, thereby 

providing high temporal resolution data on groundwater conditions in the aquifers. Data are 

downloaded from the transducers quarterly, in a rotating pattern. Transducer records are subject to 

quality control review before being added to UWCD databases and reported to VCWPD.  

Manual groundwater elevation measurements are collected monthly or bimonthly from the UWCD 

network of groundwater wells. These data are used to assess seasonal and long-term trends in 

groundwater elevation in the Subbasin, where groundwater elevations were first measured in the 

1930s. Seasonal and long-term groundwater elevation trends have been assessed based on the data 

collected from the existing network of groundwater monitoring wells, and are discussed in Section 

2.3, Groundwater Conditions, of this Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP).  

The spatial and temporal coverage of the existing groundwater monitoring network is sufficient 

to provide an understanding of representative conditions in the Upper Aquifer System and 

Lower Aquifer System throughout the Subbasin, and this network will be used to demonstrate 

progress toward the sustainability goals for the Subbasin. Although evaluation of the current 

network suggests that the network is sufficient to document groundwater conditions in the 

Subbasin, areas for future improvement of the network are identified in Section 4.6, Potential 

Monitoring Network Improvements.  
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Groundwater Quality 

The majority of the wells in the groundwater elevation monitoring network in the Subbasin are 

also monitored for groundwater quality. UWCD conducts the majority of the water quality 

monitoring in the Subbasin. UWCD water quality monitoring is conducted in a rotating pattern 

such that each well is monitored at least once per year. Annual monitoring of groundwater quality 

is sufficient to demonstrate long-term trends in groundwater quality, because the physical 

processes that drive changes in groundwater quality operate on a longer timescale. Currently, 

groundwater elevations are the primary metric by which progress toward sustainability will be 

measured. However, groundwater quality data will continue to be collected and analyzed to assess 

whether groundwater elevation thresholds are sufficiently protective of groundwater conditions in 

the Subbasin. Recommendations for improvement of the groundwater quality monitoring network 

are identified in Section 4.6. 

Groundwater Extraction  

The Fox Canyon Groundwater Management Agency (FCGMA) has required reporting of 

groundwater extraction from the Subbasin since 1983. Historically, groundwater extraction data 

from wells within the FCGMA jurisdictional boundary have been self-reported by well owners semi-

annually (Figure 2-5, Upper Aquifer System 2015 Extraction [acre-feet] in Oxnard and Pleasant 

Valley, and Figure 2-6, Lower Aquifer System 2015 Extraction [acre-feet] in Oxnard and Pleasant 

Valley). In 2018, FCGMA adopted an ordinance that required installation of advanced metering 

infrastructure (AMI) telemetry on wells that were equipped with flowmeters (FCGMA 2018). All 

agricultural wells were required to install AMI by December 31, 2018; municipal and industrial wells 

are required to install AMI by October 1, 2019; and all other metered wells are required to install 

AMI by October 1, 2020. Requiring AMI on all metered wells within FCGMA jurisdiction will 

provide for broader simultaneous reporting of groundwater extractions, improve FCGMA’s ability 

to monitor and manage groundwater use, and facilitate implementation of this GSP.  

4.2.2  Surface Conditions Monitoring  
The primary surface conditions that impact groundwater conditions in the Oxnard Subbasin are 

surface water flows and precipitation. The monitoring networks for both surface conditions are 

discussed in this section. 

Surface Water 

Surface flows in the Subbasin are monitored by a network of gauges that are maintained by the 

VCWPD (Table 4-1). The network includes three types of gauges:  

1. Recording Stream Gauges (also known as Daily and Peak Stations). These stream gauges 

record daily average flowrates as well as “peak” flowrates during rain events. 
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2. Peak Only (Event) Gauges. This type of stream gauge records only “peak” flowrates 

during rain events (the threshold over which a flowrate is considered to be part of a rain 

event is site-specific). 

3. ALERT Peak Gauges. These stream gauges serve only as a flood warning system. These 

stations register high flows but are not used to measure numerical flow rates. 

The recording stations at the Freeman Diversion Channel near Saticoy, Santa Clara River at 

Victoria Avenue, Beardsley Wash at Central Avenue, and the Revolon Slough at Pleasant Valley 

Road are recording gauges that provide the primary data on surface flows. These gauges collect 

daily data, while the other gauges in the basin only record flows during precipitation events.  

In addition to the surface flow monitoring network in the Subbasin, UWCD monitors and reports 

diversions from the Santa Clara River. These diversions are used to deliver surface water to 

agricultural users in lieu of groundwater production and are used for recharge, via UWCD’s 

spreading grounds, to the groundwater aquifers in the Subbasin. 

Surface water flows have been recorded in the Subbasin since the 1930s (Figure 1-4, Average 

Daily Flows (ADF) and Monthly Minimum ADF in Oxnard Surface Waters). Daily flows on 

Calleguas Creek and in the Revolon Slough have been recorded since the 1970s. There are 

currently gauges on the major surface water bodies in the Subbasin (Figure 4-7, Active Surface 

Water Monitoring Network for the Oxnard Subbasin). The historical and existing spatial and 

temporal coverage from the surface water flow gauge network provides adequate coverage for the 

short-term, seasonal, and long-term surface flow conditions in the Subbasin. Although the current 

network is sufficient to document surface flow conditions in the Subbasin, areas for improvement 

are identified in Section 4.6. 

Precipitation 

Thirteen precipitation gauges currently monitor precipitation in the Subbasin (Table 4-2; Figure 4-

8, Active Precipitation Monitoring Network for the Oxnard Subbasin). The precipitation gauges 

are maintained, and data are collected, by VCWPD and the National Weather Service.  

Precipitation in the Subbasin has been recorded for more than a century (Figure 1-5, Oxnard 

Plain Annual Precipitation). Although the locations of individual precipitation gauges have 

changed through time, with some gauges being removed from service and others added, there 

is overlap between the records collected from the various gauges. Therefore, a continuous 

precipitation record can be constructed for the Subbasin to demonstrate long-term trends. More 

recent data, collected with greater frequency, can be used to demonstrate short-term and 

seasonal trends in precipitation.  
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In addition to providing adequate temporal coverage of the Subbasin, the current network of 

precipitation gauges includes sites in every management area of the Subbasin except the EOPMA. 

This is sufficient spatial coverage to document precipitation in the Subbasin and to connect the 

precipitation measurements to both streamflow and groundwater conditions. Additional 

precipitation monitoring locations are not currently recommended for characterizing surface 

conditions in the Oxnard Subbasin.  

4.3 MONITORING NETWORK RELATIONSHIP TO 
SUSTAINABILITY INDICATORS  

To document changes in groundwater conditions related to each of the six sustainability indicators, 

monitoring will be conducted using the existing network of groundwater wells (Figures 4-1 

through 4-6). This network includes a greater number of wells than the list of key wells provided 

in Chapter 3, Sustainable Management Criteria, of this GSP (see Tables 4-3 and 4-4). Minimum 

thresholds and measurable objectives have been selected for the set of key wells but have not been 

selected for every well used to monitor groundwater conditions in the Subbasin. Conditions 

measured in the key wells will be used to document progress toward the sustainability goals. 

Groundwater conditions measured in the broader network of wells, which includes the key wells, 

will be used to document conditions in the Subbasin at a greater spatial coverage than is provided 

by the key wells. Recommendations and findings based on the key well data will be supported by 

the data collected by the broader well network.  

4.3.1 Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels 

To monitor conditions related to chronic lowering of groundwater levels, the groundwater 

monitoring network must be structured to accomplish the following: 

 Track short-term, seasonal, and long-term trends in water elevation. 

 Demonstrate groundwater elevations in mid-March and mid-October for each primary 

aquifer or aquifer system. 

 Record groundwater elevations in key wells in which minimum thresholds and 

measurable objectives have been identified to track progress toward the sustainability 

goals for the Subbasin.  

Spatial Coverage by Aquifer 

The Subbasin monitoring well density for groundwater elevations varies by aquifer (Tables 4-3 and 

4-4). Of the primary aquifers in the Subbasin identified in Chapter 2, Basin Setting, the Grimes 

Canyon Aquifer has the lowest density of active wells in which groundwater elevations can be 

measured. The density of wells in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer is approximately 1 well per 13 square 
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miles (the Oxnard Subbasin area is approximately 90 square miles). There is no definitive rule for 

the density of groundwater monitoring points needed in a basin; however, for comparison, the 

monitoring well density recommended by CASGEM Groundwater Elevation Monitoring Guidelines 

ranges from 1 to 10 wells per 100 square miles (DWR 2010). Additional California Department of 

Water Resources (DWR) guidelines recommend a well network with a density of 1 observation per 

16 square miles (DWR 2010, 2016b). Therefore, the density of wells in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer 

meets the criteria for adequate coverage to accomplish the objectives of the monitoring well network 

for determining chronic lowering of groundwater levels.  

In addition to the Grimes Canyon Aquifer, the density of wells in the other primary aquifers in the 

Subbasin is also greater than the recommended well density provided in the DWR and CASGEM 

guidelines. The density of active monitoring wells in the Fox Canyon Aquifer (FCA) and the 

Hueneme Aquifer is approximately 1 well per 4 square miles. The density of active monitoring wells 

in the Mugu Aquifer is approximately 1 well per 3 square miles, and the density of active monitoring 

wells in the Oxnard Aquifer is approximately 1 well per square mile.  

Groundwater elevations are also monitored in the semi-perched aquifer, although the semi-perched 

aquifer is not a primary aquifer in the Subbasin. These elevations are measured to document 

interactions between the semi-perched aquifer and the surface water bodies in the Subbasin, as 

well as to document potential gradients between the semi-perched aquifer and the underlying 

Oxnard Aquifer. The density of monitoring wells in the semi-perched aquifer is approximately 1 

well per 13 square miles. This density meets the DWR and CASGEM criteria for documenting 

groundwater elevations in the semi-perched aquifer.  

Although the active network of wells used to document chronic lowering of groundwater levels in 

the Subbasin has sufficient spatial density on the Subbasin scale, in some aquifers, there are local 

areas in which coverage can be improved. Potential improvements in local coverage are discussed 

in Section 4.6. 

Temporal Coverage by Aquifer 

Groundwater elevation data will be collected from the network of groundwater wells to provide 

groundwater elevation conditions in the spring and fall of each year. Further discussion of the 

monitoring schedule is provided in Section 4.4, Monitoring Network Implementation.  
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4.3.2 Reduction of Groundwater Storage 

To monitor conditions related to reduction of groundwater storage, the groundwater monitoring 

network must be structured to accomplish the following: 

 Demonstrate groundwater elevations in mid-March and mid-October for each primary 

aquifer or aquifer system. 

 Calculate year-over-year (mid-March to mid-March) change in storage by aquifer. 

 Provide data from which lateral and vertical hydraulic gradients within and between 

aquifers can be calculated. 

 Record groundwater elevations in key wells in which minimum thresholds and 

measurable objectives have been identified to track progress toward the sustainability 

goals for the Subbasin.  

The requirements for documenting reduction in groundwater storage are similar to those for 

chronic lowering of groundwater levels (see Section 4.3.1), because these two sustainability 

indicators are interrelated. The primary difference between the two sets of requirements is the need 

to document potential gradients between aquifers. These gradients influence the movement of 

water between aquifers, which in turn influences storage in the aquifer.  

Historically, the change in groundwater stored in freshwater aquifers in the Subbasin has been 

modeled by UWCD. After GSP adoption, modeled volumes of annual change in storage will be 

reported by aquifer and by year in annual reports. A standardized method to calculate the change 

in storage that relies solely on water elevations within each aquifer, rather than on a numerical 

model, may also be developed as a check on the model predictions. 

The spatial and temporal density of groundwater elevation data necessary to document 

groundwater storage changes in the aquifers of the Subbasin is the same as that necessary to 

document groundwater elevation changes. The current network of wells is capable of documenting 

changes to both sustainability indicators. Specific recommendations for potential improvements to 

local coverage are discussed in Section 4.6. 

4.3.3 Seawater Intrusion 

To monitor conditions related to seawater intrusion, groundwater elevations will be measured, and 

water quality samples will be collected, in such a way as to accomplish the following: 

 Track short-term, seasonal, and long-term trends in water elevation. 

 Demonstrate groundwater elevations in mid-March and mid-October for each primary 

aquifer or aquifer system. 
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 Record groundwater elevations in key wells in which minimum thresholds and 

measurable objectives have been identified to track progress toward the sustainability 

goals for the Subbasin.  

These goals are the same as those for chronic lowering of groundwater levels (see Section 

4.3.1). Groundwater elevations are the metric by which seawater intrusion will be assessed 

(see Section 3.3.3).  

Spatial Coverage by Aquifer 

A network of nested monitoring wells was installed in the early 1990s by the U.S. Geological 

Survey for the Regional Aquifer System Analysis, which includes 16 wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

(USGS 1996). Fourteen of these well sites are located within an approximately 28-square-mile 

area adjacent to the Pacific Ocean. Thus, the density of dedicated monitoring wells adjacent to the 

coast is approximately 1 well per 2 square miles. The current network of wells is capable of 

documenting groundwater elevations that could induce seawater intrusion. No additional coastal 

monitoring wells are proposed. 

Water Quality Constituents 

Groundwater samples will continue to be collected and analyzed for total dissolved solids (TDS) 

and chloride in order to assess trends in groundwater quality related to seawater intrusion. The 

network of existing wells is capable of providing an adequate assessment of groundwater quality 

trends for these constituents. 

Temporal Resolution  

Historically, groundwater quality samples have been collected with sufficient temporal resolution 

to identify seawater intrusion in the aquifers of the Subbasin (see Section 2.3.3, Seawater Intrusion, 

of this GSP). The temporal resolution of the data has varied through time and depends on the entity 

monitoring a given well. UWCD has collected annual groundwater samples from the network of 

monitoring wells along the Subbasin coastline since the late 1980s (UWCD 2016). These samples 

have documented long-term trends in chloride concentration for the coastal wells. Because the 

degradation of water quality associated with seawater intrusion is a process that occurs over a 

longer time than changes in groundwater elevation associated with groundwater production, 

annual groundwater quality sampling is adequate for documenting changes in chloride and TDS 

concentration associated with seawater intrusion.  
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4.3.4 Degraded Water Quality 

To monitor conditions related to degraded water quality, water quality samples will be collected in 

such a way as to track long-term trends in water quality that may impact beneficial uses and users of 

groundwater in the Subbasin. Specifically, these water quality samples should be targeted to 

constituents of concern and areas of the Subbasin that have documented degradation, or the potential 

for degradation, in water quality related to groundwater production from the Subbasin.  

Spatial Coverage by Aquifer 

The network of wells currently used to monitor groundwater elevation conditions in each aquifer 

is sufficient to determine trends in groundwater quality as well. The primary areas of concern for 

groundwater quality degradation relating to groundwater elevations in the Subbasin are the 

Forebay Management Area, the Saline Intrusion Management Area, and the Oxnard Pumping 

Depression Management Area. Monitoring groundwater quality changes associated with seawater 

intrusion is discussed in Section 4.3.3. The spatial density of groundwater elevation monitoring 

wells is discussed in Section 4.3.1. The spatial coverage provided by the existing monitoring 

network is sufficient to document changes in groundwater quality.  

Water Quality Constituents 

Monitoring and annual reporting has occurred for constituents that are associated with a water 

quality threshold adopted by the FCGMA Board of Directors or by the Los Angeles Regional 

Water Quality Control Board. These constituents are TDS, chloride, nitrate, sulfate, and boron. 

The network of existing wells is capable of providing an adequate assessment of groundwater 

quality trends for these constituents. 

Temporal Resolution  

Degradation of groundwater quality occurs on a longer timescale than changes in groundwater 

elevation. Historically, UWCD has collected water quality samples on a quarterly basis and 

VCWPD has collected samples annually, although more frequent sampling can occur in some 

wells. These samples have provided information on trends in groundwater quality throughout 

the Subbasin. Samples from coastal wells have been used to document seawater intrusion, and 

samples from wells in the Oxnard Forebay have been used to document degradation of water 

quality related to increasing nitrate concentrations (see Section 2.3). The temporal resolution 

of the data collection is adequate to document trends in groundwater concentration for the 

constituents identified by the FCGMA Board of Directors and the Los Angeles Regional Water 

Quality Control Board. 
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4.3.5 Land Subsidence  

To monitor conditions related to land subsidence, groundwater elevations will be measured to 

determine if water levels fall below historical lows. Groundwater elevations are being used as a proxy 

for land subsidence in the Subbasin. The minimum thresholds identified at the key wells are above 

the historical low groundwater elevation. Therefore, it is not anticipated that specific land 

subsidence monitoring will be required for the Subbasin. Instead, the network of groundwater 

monitoring wells discussed in Sections 4.2.1 and 4.3.1 will be used to determine if land subsidence 

related to groundwater production may occur.  

4.3.6 Depletions of Interconnected Surface Water 

To monitor conditions related to depletions of interconnected surface water, surface water flows 

and shallow groundwater will be measured in such a way as to accomplish the following: 

 Track short-term, seasonal, and long-term trends in groundwater elevation in the semi-

perched aquifer. 

 Demonstrate groundwater elevations in mid-March and mid-October for the semi-

perched aquifer. 

 Record groundwater elevations in key wells in which minimum thresholds and 

measurable objectives have been identified to track progress toward the sustainability 

goals for the Subbasin. 

Surface water flows in the Revolon Slough, Calleguas Creek, and the Santa Clara River 

downstream of, but not including, the Freeman Diversion are connected to water levels in the semi-

perched aquifer, rather than the underlying confined aquifers of the Upper Aquifer System and 

Lower Aquifer System. In turn, the groundwater elevation in the semi-perched aquifer is 

effectively regulated by the height of the agricultural tile drains installed throughout the Oxnard 

Plain (UWCD 2016).  

Although the active network of wells used to document groundwater conditions in the semi-perched 

aquifer has sufficient spatial density at the Subbasin scale, there are local areas in which coverage 

can be improved. Potential improvements in local coverage are discussed in Section 4.6. 

4.4 MONITORING NETWORK IMPLEMENTATION 

4.4.1 Groundwater Elevation Monitoring Schedule 

To reduce uncertainty associated with hydraulic gradients, and to follow guidance documents 

produced by DWR (DWR 2016b), water level measurements used in the evaluation of seasonal high 
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and seasonal low groundwater conditions should be collected in a 2-week window in mid-March 

and mid-October (specifically, March 9–22 and October 9–22 of any given calendar year).  

Short-term trends in groundwater elevation are currently, and will continue to be, monitored using 

transducers that are operated and maintained by UWCD. Data from these transducers are 

downloaded quarterly and stored in a central database.  

Seasonal and long-term trends in groundwater elevation are monitored using the transducer data 

and manual measurements made by UWCD on a monthly or bimonthly basis, and manual 

measurements made by VCWPD on a quarterly basis. Additional manual water level 

measurements made by other partner agencies (e.g., the City of Oxnard or mutual water districts) 

are typically sent to VCWPD annually.  

4.4.2 Groundwater Storage Monitoring Schedule 

Groundwater storage is directly related to, and calculated from, groundwater elevations. 

Consequently, the schedule for monitoring groundwater storage is the same as that for monitoring 

groundwater elevations.  

4.4.3 Seawater Intrusion Monitoring Schedule 

Groundwater Elevation 

Twice-yearly comprehensive evaluations (in mid-March and mid-October) of groundwater 

elevations in each aquifer will be used to assess progress toward minimum thresholds designed to 

avoid seawater intrusion.  

Groundwater Quality 

Annual groundwater quality samples for each coastal well will be used to monitor water quality 

trends related to seawater intrusion.  

4.4.4 Water Quality Monitoring Schedule 

UWCD conducts monthly or quarterly monitoring of groundwater quality in many wells 

throughout the Oxnard Subbasin. Wells with stable water quality are sampled annually or twice 

annually by UWCD. Groundwater quality monitoring should continue on the same schedule in 

order to document groundwater quality trends in the Subbasin. Annual reviews of the groundwater 

quality trends will be used to assess whether sampling frequency or the spatial density of samples 

needs to be adjusted.  
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4.4.5 Groundwater Extraction Monitoring Schedule 

Monitoring of groundwater extraction rates will take place continuously, using flowmeters and 

telemetry equipment installed on individual wellheads, and monthly totals of pumped water will 

be transmitted to a central database maintained by FCGMA. 

4.5 PROTOCOLS FOR DATA COLLECTION AND MONITORING 

Protocols for collecting groundwater level measurements and water quality samples, as well as 

downloading transducers and logging the boreholes of newly drilled wells, are included in the 

Monitoring Protocols Best Management Practices (BMPs) produced by DWR (DWR 2016a). 

FCGMA plans to work with agency partners to ensure that future data collection is conducted 

according to relevant protocols in the BMP. Current practices used by VCWPD and UWCD are 

described in this section. 

VCWPD Protocols 

VCWPD technicians collect water levels using steel tapes. For a well that is too deep for the 

tape, an acoustical sounder or an air pressure gauge is used, and the measurement is stored in the 

database with a Questionable Measurement Code, indicating that alternate equipment was used.  

VCWPD technicians collect water quality samples from production wells using the installed pump 

equipment. A three-volume purge, or a testing of groundwater parameters including pH, 

temperature, and electrical conductivity, is conducted to determine whether the water at the 

wellhead is representative of groundwater in the aquifer. Water quality samples are then sent to an 

analytical laboratory, where they are filtered and preserved. 

UWCD Protocols 

UWCD technicians collect water levels using a variety of equipment, including dual-wire and 

single-wire sounders and metal tapes. In the event that the well contains a pump, the technician 

manually tests the approximate temperature of the pump housing. If the pump housing is warm, 

the water level that is entered into the database is qualified with a Questionable Measurement 

Code, indicating recent pumping. UWCD also considers other indicators, such as wet conditions 

at wells and in nearby fields, to evaluate if water levels may not be static. 

UWCD technicians collect water quality samples using the three-volume purge method, and follow 

U.S. Geological Survey guidelines for groundwater quality sampling. For shallow wells, a 

Grundfos Redi-Flo pump is used to purge and sample the groundwater. For deeper wells, a 

compressor is used to airlift the groundwater for purging and sampling. On rare occasions, a bailer 

is used to purge and sample. 
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4.6 POTENTIAL MONITORING NETWORK IMPROVEMENTS 

The existing monitoring network in the Subbasin is sufficient to document groundwater conditions in 

the Subbasin, and can be used to document progress toward the sustainability goals for the Subbasin. 

Analysis of the monitoring network, however, also indicates that there are local areas in which data 

coverage and monitoring efforts can be improved in the future. Areas for improvement of the existing 

monitoring network and data infrastructure system, are described in the following sections.  

4.6.1 Water Level Measurements: Spatial Data Gaps  

Additional monitoring wells could be used to improve spatial coverage for groundwater elevation 

measurements in the West Oxnard Plain Management Area, the Oxnard Pumping Depression 

Management Area, and the EOPMA. Wells that are added to the network should be dedicated 

monitoring well clusters, with individual wells in the cluster screened in a single aquifer. The 

potential improvements to the monitoring network in each aquifer are shown on Figures 4-9 through 

4-14 (Existing and Potential New Wells for Monitoring Groundwater Conditions, by aquifer). 

The groundwater monitoring network in the Subbasin could be improved by adding monitoring 

wells in the Oxnard Pumping Depression Management Area (Figures 4-9 through 4-14). An 

additional well, or wells, in this area would provide aquifer-specific groundwater elevations in an 

area that does not have local wells screened solely in the Mugu Aquifer or the Hueneme Aquifer, 

and does not have a dedicated monitoring well screened in any of the primary aquifers. 

Groundwater elevation measurements in this well would help constrain groundwater gradients 

across the boundary between the Subbasin and the Pleasant Valley Basin. Additionally, a well in 

this management area could be used to assess groundwater conditions in the semi-perched aquifer 

adjacent to the Revolon Slough. FCGMA has applied for funding through a DWR Technical 

Support Services monitoring well funding grant to add a monitoring well in the Oxnard Pumping 

Depression Management Area. 

In the West Oxnard Plain Management Area, the groundwater monitoring network could be 

improved by adding a monitoring well to the area north of Highway 101 and south of the Oxnard 

Forebay. Currently, there are no dedicated monitoring wells in this area (Figures 4-9 through 4-

14). Adding a monitoring well in this area would provide for aquifer-specific water levels adjacent 

to the West Las Posas Management Area boundary. These groundwater levels could be used to 

constrain the gradient between the West Las Posas Management Area and the Subbasin.  

The monitoring network in the West Oxnard Plain Management Area could also be improved by 

adding a monitoring well to the area north of 6th Street and west of Ventura Road. This area has 

dedicated monitoring wells in the Oxnard Aquifer, but does not have a dedicated monitoring well 

in the Mugu or Hueneme Aquifer or the FCA. A monitoring well in this area would help constrain 

groundwater gradients in the northwest part of the Oxnard Subbasin.  
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There are currently no monitoring wells in the EOPMA, which has minimal known 

groundwater production. Addition of a monitoring well in the vicinity of Calleguas Creek in 

the EOPMA would improve understanding of groundwater conditions in this management 

area. It would also provide data to help constrain the relationship between groundwater 

elevations in the EOPMA and groundwater conditions in the adjacent Oxnard Pumping 

Depression and Saline Intrusion Management Areas.  

New wells will be constructed to applicable well installation standards set in California DWR 

Bulletins 74-81 and 74-90, or as updated (DWR 2016b). It is recommended that, where feasible, 

new wells be subjected to pumping tests to collect additional information about aquifer properties 

in the vicinity of new monitoring locations. 

Proposed locations are approximate and subject to feasibility review (accounting for infrastructure, 

site acquisition, and site access, among other factors) after GSP submittal. The schedule for new 

well installation will be developed in conjunction with feasibility review. 

4.6.2 Water Level Measurements: Temporal Data Gap  

The DWR Monitoring Protocol BMP (DWR 2016a) states the following:  

Groundwater elevation data … should approximate conditions at a discrete period 

in time. Therefore, all groundwater levels in a basin should be collected within as 

short a time as possible, preferably within a 1 to 2 week period. 

The DWR Monitoring Networks BMP (DWR 2016b) states the following:  

Groundwater levels will be collected during the middle of October and March for 

comparative reporting purposes. 

Currently, groundwater elevation measurements are not scheduled according to these criteria. To 

minimize the effects of this type of temporal data gap in the future, it will be necessary to 

coordinate the collection of groundwater elevation data so it occurs within a 2-week window 

during the key reporting periods of mid-March and mid-October. The recommended collection 

windows are October 9 to 22 in the fall and March 9 to 22 in the spring (see Section 4.4).  

Additionally, as funding becomes available, pressure transducers should be added to wells in the 

groundwater monitoring network. Pressure transducer records provide the high temporal 

resolution data that allows for a better understanding of water level dynamics in the wells related 

to groundwater production, groundwater management activities, and climatic influence. 
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4.6.3 Groundwater Quality Monitoring  
To improve the existing groundwater quality monitoring in the Subbasin, the current analyte list 

could be expanded to include a full general minerals suite. Stiff or Piper diagrams could then be 

created to fully characterize the geochemical characteristics of the groundwater and track changes 

over time. UWCD currently gets a general mineral analysis at least annually for most monitoring 

wells in the Oxnard Subbasin. 

4.6.4 Subsidence Monitoring 
Currently, neither FCGMA nor its partner agencies in the region monitor land subsidence. The U.S. 

Geological Survey maintained one benchmark in the southern part of the Oxnard Plain between 1939 

and 1978 (see Section 2.3.5, Subsidence, of this GSP), but it is not currently operational. Subsidence 

related to groundwater production is not anticipated to occur in the Subbasin in the future because 

the minimum threshold groundwater elevations are higher than the historical low groundwater 

elevations in the Subbasin. Preexisting GPS-based benchmarks could be used for monitoring land 

subsidence in the event that groundwater elevations drop below historical low levels for an extended 

period, and the potential for land subsidence to substantially interfere with surface land uses is 

determined (see Section 3.3.5, Land Subsidence). Additionally, historical InSAR and LIDAR 

records exist for the Oxnard Plain and could be used for comparison to future conditions if 

groundwater production causes water levels that are below the historical lows. 

4.6.5 Shallow Groundwater Monitoring near Surface Water Bodies 
and GDEs 

Currently, there are relatively few wells that can be used to monitor the shallow groundwater in 

the semi-perched aquifer that may be interconnected with surface water bodies and sustain GDEs 

or potential GDEs in the Subbasin. To improve the existing monitoring network and to assist with 

understanding the potential connectivity between shallow groundwater and potential GDEs, a 

dedicated shallow monitoring well within the boundaries of the potential GDE along the Revolon 

Slough and an additional dedicated shallow monitoring well in the vicinity of Lower Calleguas 

Creek could be added to the monitoring network, independent of an additional nested well cluster 

(Figure 2-52, Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems for the Oxnard Subbasin).  

Additional shallow monitoring wells are not proposed for the coastal GDEs (Lower Santa Clara 

River, McGrath Lake, Ormond Beach, and Mugu Lagoon) described in Section 2.3.7, 

Groundwater-Dependent Ecosystems, of this GSP (see Figures 2-52 through 2-56). The coastal 

GDEs are sustained by groundwater in the semi-perched aquifer, which is rarely used for water 

supply in the Subbasin (FCGMA 2007). However, if future projects propose to produce water from 

the semi-perched aquifer, depletion of interconnected surface water is possible, and significant and 

unreasonable impacts may occur. Therefore, additional monitoring wells may be necessary and 

should be installed in conjunction with the planning for those projects.  
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4.6.6 Surface Water: Flows in Agricultural Drains in the  
Oxnard Plain 

Discharge flows are currently unmeasured in the drainage system, frequently referred to as the 

“tile drains,” that was installed throughout the Oxnard Plain in the 1950s (Isherwood and Pillsbury 

1958). The tile drains were installed to support the development of land in the Oxnard Plain, which 

was formerly affected by high soil salinity levels, for agriculture (Isherwood and Pillsbury 1958). 

The drains are typically located 6 to 7 feet below ground surface, though the depth varies and is 

not well documented in most areas. Shallow groundwater entering the drains discharges to central 

drainage ditches, and from there flows into local surface waters, such as the Revolon Slough, or 

directly to the ocean, such as at Port Hueneme. 

Metering flow in the tile drains would provide an important check on numerical groundwater 

results and would also provide valuable information about the water resource potential of the semi-

perched aquifer. The tile drain system is extensive, and in much of the Oxnard Plain its current 

state of repair is currently unknown. A feasibility study is recommended to identify the best 

locations in the drainage system for installing flowmeters. 
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Table 4-1 

Network of Stations Monitoring Surface Flows in the Vicinity of the Oxnard Subbasin 

Station 
Number Station Name Latitude Longitude 

Elevation 
(ft msl) Station Type USGS ID 

A639 Freeman Diversion Weir ALERT 34.299111 −119.108417 187 ALERT Stream 
Gauge 

— 

724A Santa Clara River at Freeman 
Diversion (ALERT) 

34.299222 −119.108 — ALERT Stream 
Gauge 

— 

793 J Street Drain at Lagoon 
(ALERT) 

34.140944 −119.188028 15 ALERT Stream 
Gauge 

— 

778 Nyeland Acres Drain 34.225099 −119.126788 46 Peak Only (Event) 
Gauge 

— 

779 Rice Rd Drain at Wooley Rd 34.189448 −119.151126 24 Peak Only (Event) 
Gauge 

— 

781 Santa Clara Drain 34.242678 −119.113763 79 Peak Only (Event) 
Gauge 

— 

719 Freeman Diversion Channel 
near Saticoy 

34.292778 −119.116389 — Recording Stream 
Gauge 

11113900 

723 Santa Clara River at Victoria 
Ave 

34.234917 −119.216611 62 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

— 

780 Beardsley Wash at Central Ave 34.2305 −119.112028 60 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

— 

776A Revolon Slough at Pleasant 
Valley Rd 

34.192592 −119.107875 20 Recording Stream 
Gauge 

— 

Notes: ft msl = feet above mean sea level; USGS = U.S. Geological Survey. 
This table shows results from active gauges only (as of August 2016). 

Table 4-2 

Network of Stations Monitoring Precipitation in the Vicinity of the Oxnard Subbasin 

Station Number Station Name Latitude Longitude 
Elevation 

(ft msl) Station Type USGS ID 

273A Oxnard NWS 34.207207 −119.137384 63 National 
Weather 
Service Site 

— 

403 Silverstrand Alert (Type B) 34.15271 −119.218965 18 Non-Standard 
Recorder 

— 

017C Port Hueneme–Oxnard 
Sewer Plant 

34.141684 −119.18665 10 Recording 
Precipitation 
Gauge 

— 

032A Oxnard Civic Center 34.200087 −119.180278 53 Recording 
Precipitation 
Gauge 

46569 

168 Oxnard Airport 34.201647 −119.207685 34 Recording 
Precipitation 
Gauge 

— 
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Table 4-2 

Network of Stations Monitoring Precipitation in the Vicinity of the Oxnard Subbasin 

Station Number Station Name Latitude Longitude 
Elevation 

(ft msl) Station Type USGS ID 

175A Saticoy–County Yard 34.281214 −119.141018 150 Recording 
Precipitation 
Gauge 

— 

177A Camarillo–Pacific Sod 34.155471 −119.073003 20 Recording 
Precipitation 
Gauge 

— 

215A Channel Is Harbor–Kiddie 
Beach 

34.158944 −119.222338 15 Recording 
Precipitation 
Gauge 

— 

239 El Rio–UWCD Spreading 
Grounds 

34.239405 −119.153009 105 Recording 
Precipitation 
Gauge 

— 

412 El Rio–Mesa School APCD 34.252361 −119.143056 131 Recording 
Precipitation 
Gauge 

— 

223A Point Mugu–USN 34.112778 −119.119444 12 Standard 
Precipitation 
Midnight 

— 

215 Channel Islands Harbor 34.162042 −119.222717 5 Standard 
Precipitation 

— 

261 Saticoy–Recharge Facility 34.278889 −119.123056 145 Standard 
Precipitation 

— 

Notes: APCD = Air Pollution Control District; ft msl = feet above mean sea level; NWS = National Weather Service; USGS = U.S. Geological 
Survey; USN = U.S. Navy; UWCD = United Water Conservation District. 
This table shows results from active gauges only. 

Table 4-3 

VCWPD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
by VCWPDa 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

by VCWPDa 

Water 
Level 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoption 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoption 

01N21W04D04S Agricultural Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N21W04N02S Monitoring Multiple Unassigned Yes —  — 

01N21W06L04S Agricultural Oxnard UAS Yes —  — 

01N21W07H01S Agricultural Oxnard UAS Yes 
 

 — 

01N21W08R01S Agricultural Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N21W09C04S Agricultural FCA LAS Yes —  — 

01N21W16A04S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes —  — 

01N21W16M01S Agricultural Multiple Both Yes —  — 
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Table 4-3 

VCWPD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
by VCWPDa 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

by VCWPDa 

Water 
Level 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoption 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoption 

01N21W16M03S Agricultural Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N21W16P03S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes —  — 

01N21W17D02S Agricultural Oxnard UAS Yes —  — 

01N21W19J05S Agricultural Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N21W20K03S Agricultural Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N21W20N07S Domestic Multiple UAS Yes —  — 

01N21W21H02S Agricultural Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N21W21H03S Agricultural Unassigned LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N21W21K03S Agricultural Unassigned Both — Yes  Annual 

01N21W21N01S Agricultural Mugu UAS Yes —  — 

01N21W22C01S Agricultural Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N21W28D01S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes Yes  Annual 

01N21W28G01S Agricultural Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

01N21W28H03S Agricultural Unassigned Both — Yes  Annual 

01N21W29B03S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes Yes  Annual 

01N21W32K01S Municipal FCA LAS Yes —  — 

01N22W03F05S Municipal Hueneme LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W03F07S Municipal Oxnard UAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W06B01S Domestic Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W12M01S Agricultural Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W12N03S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes —  — 

01N22W12R01S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes —  — 

01N22W14K01S Agricultural Oxnard UAS Yes —  — 

01N22W16D04S Municipal Hueneme LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W19A01S Municipal Hueneme LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W21B03S Municipal Multiple LAS Yes —  — 

01N22W21B06S Municipal Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W23R02S Agricultural Unassigned LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W24B04S Agricultural Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W24C02S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes —  — 

01N22W24C03S Agricultural Unassigned Both — Yes  Annual 

01N22W25K01S Agricultural Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W25K02S Agricultural FCA LAS — Yes  Annual 
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Table 4-3 

VCWPD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
by VCWPDa 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

by VCWPDa 

Water 
Level 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoption 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoption 

01N22W26K03S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes — Twice 
yearly 

— 

01N22W26M03S Agricultural Hueneme LAS Yes Yes  Annual 

01N22W26P02S Agricultural Unassigned LAS — Yes  Annual 

01N22W26Q01S Agricultural Unassigned Both — Yes  Annual 

01N22W36B02S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes —  — 

02N21W07P04S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes Yes  Annual 

02N21W19A01S Domestic Multiple UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N21W19A03S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes —  — 

02N21W19B02S Agricultural Oxnard UAS Yes —  — 

02N21W20F02S Domestic Multiple Unassigned Yes —  — 

02N21W20M03S Agricultural Multiple UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N21W20M06S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes —  — 

02N21W31P02S Monitoring Multiple Unassigned Yes —  — 

02N21W31P03S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes —  — 

02N22W23H03S Agricultural Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W24P01S Agricultural Mugu UAS Yes Yes  Annual 

02N22W24P02S Agricultural Multiple LAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W24R02S Domestic Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W25A02S Agricultural Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W25F01S Industrial Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W26E01S Municipal Multiple UAS Yes —  — 

02N22W27M02S Municipal Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W30F03S Agricultural Unassigned LAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W30K01S Agricultural Oxnard UAS Yes —  — 

02N22W31A01S Agricultural Multiple Unassigned Yes —  — 

02N22W31D02S Agricultural Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W32C04S Agricultural Multiple UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W32Q03S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes — Twice 
yearly 

— 

02N22W36E02S Municipal Hueneme LAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W36E03S Municipal Hueneme UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N22W36F01S Domestic Unassigned Unassigned — Yes Twice 
yearly 

Annual 

02N22W36F02S Agricultural Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 
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Table 4-3 

VCWPD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
by VCWPDa 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

by VCWPDa 

Water 
Level 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoption 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoption 

02N23W25G02S Industrial Multiple Unassigned Yes Yes  Annual 

02N23W25M01S Agricultural Unassigned UAS — Yes  Annual 

02N23W36C04S Domestic Oxnard UAS Yes —  — 

Notes: FCA = Fox Canyon Aquifer; GSP = Groundwater Sustainability Plan;  LAS = Lower Aquifer System; UAS = Upper Aquifer System; VCWPD = 
Ventura County Watershed Protection District. 
a As of October 2017. 
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

01N21W04D04S Agricultural Multiple LAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N21W06J05S Agricultural FCA LAS       Yes      

01N21W06R01S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N21W07J02S Agricultural Multiple LAS       Yes   Twice yearly   

01N21W10G01S Agricultural Multiple LAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N21W12D01S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N21W15J04S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes Yes       Monthly   

01N21W17C02S Agricultural Unassigned UAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N21W17G03S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N21W18A04S Agricultural Unassigned UAS Yes Yes       Bimonthly   

01N21W18L05S Agricultural Unassigned LAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N21W19C01S Agricultural Oxnard UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N21W19J05S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N21W19L10S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W19L11S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W19L12S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W19L13S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W19L14S Monitoring Semi-
Perched 

Semi-
Perched 

Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W20C05S Agricultural Mugu UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N21W20K03S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N21W21H02S Agricultural Multiple LAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N21W28D01S Agricultural Multiple LAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N21W28G04S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

01N21W31A05S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N21W31A06S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N21W31A07S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N21W31A08S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N21W31A09S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N21W32Q02S Monitoring GCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W32Q03S Monitoring GCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W32Q04S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W32Q05S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W32Q06S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N21W32Q07S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W01M03S Agricultural Multiple LAS       Yes   Quarterly   

01N22W02A02S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes     Monthly   

01N22W03F05S Municipal Hueneme LAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N22W03F09S Monitoring Unassigned Unassigned Yes Yes     Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

01N22W03F11S Monitoring Unassigned Unassigned Yes Yes     Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

01N22W03F13S Municipal Oxnard UAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N22W11C03S Agricultural Unassigned Unassigned Yes Yes       Monthly   

01N22W13D03S Agricultural Multiple LAS       Yes   Quarterly   

01N22W14R02S   Oxnard UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N22W16D04S Municipal Hueneme LAS Yes Yes       Monthly   

01N22W17C03S Municipal Multiple LAS     Yes     Quarterly   

01N22W18L02S Municipal Unassigned LAS Yes         Bimonthly   
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

01N22W19A01S Municipal Hueneme LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N22W20J04S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W20J05S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W20J06S Monitoring Mugu–
Hueneme 

LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W20J07S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W20J08S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W20M01S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W20M02S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W20M03S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W20M04S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W20M05S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W20M06S Monitoring Semi-
Perched 

Semi-
Perched 

Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W21B03S Municipal Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N22W21B06S Municipal Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N22W24B04S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N22W24C02S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

01N22W24M03S Agricultural Unassigned Both Yes         Bimonthly   

01N22W26J03S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W26J04S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W26J05S Monitoring Semi-
Perched 

Semi-
Perched 

Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W27C02S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

01N22W27C03S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W27C04S Monitoring Semi-
Perched 

Semi-
Perched 

Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W27R03S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W27R04S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W27R05S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W28G01S Monitoring GCA LAS Yes Yes     Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W28G02S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes     Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W28G03S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes Yes     Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W28G04S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes     Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W28G05S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes     Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W29D01S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W29D02S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W29D03S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W29D04S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W35E01S Monitoring GCA LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W35E02S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W35E03S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W35E04S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W35E05S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01N22W36K05S Monitoring GCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W36K06S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W36K07S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N22W36K08S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

01N22W36K09S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N23W01C02S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N23W01C03S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N23W01C04S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01N23W01C05S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Quarterly 

01S21W08L03S Monitoring GCA LAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01S21W08L04S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Quarterly 

01S22W01H01S Monitoring Multiple LAS         Yes  Quarterly 

01S22W01H02S Monitoring FCA LAS         Yes  Quarterly 

01S22W01H03S Monitoring Mugu UAS         Yes  Quarterly 

01S22W01H04S Monitoring Oxnard UAS         Yes  Quarterly 

02N21W06P01S Agricultural Multiple Unassigned Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W07F01S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W07L03S Monitoring Multiple Unassigned Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N21W07L04S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N21W07L05S Monitoring Multiple Unassigned Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N21W07L06S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N21W07L07S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Bimonthly   

02N21W07M04S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Bimonthly  Twice yearly 

02N21W07N02S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W07P03S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W07P04S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W07Q01S Agricultural Multiple LAS     Yes        
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

02N21W07R01S Monitoring Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W08D01S Monitoring Multiple Unassigned Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W16J03S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W17F05S Agricultural FCA LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W18B01S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Twice yearly 

02N21W19P01S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes Yes       Bimonthly   

02N21W20A02S Agricultural Unassigned Unassigned Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W22G01S Municipal GCA LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W28A02S Municipal GCA LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W29L04S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes Yes       Monthly   

02N21W29M02S Agricultural Unassigned Unassigned Yes Yes       Monthly   

02N21W30A01S Agricultural Unassigned LAS Yes Yes       Monthly   

02N21W31P06S Agricultural Hueneme LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N21W32E01S Agricultural Multiple LAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N21W34G02S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N21W34G03S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N21W34G04S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N21W34G05S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N21W34G06S Monitoring Unassigned Unassigned Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W01P02S   Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly   

02N22W01R02S Monitoring Multiple Unassigned     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W02R05S Agriculture Multiple Both Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W11G01S   Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly   
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

02N22W11J01S Monitoring Multiple Unassigned Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Twice yearly 

02N22W11J02S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W11Q01S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Twice yearly 

02N22W12A01S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes   Yes     Bimonthly   

02N22W12A02S Agricultural Oxnard UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W12B08S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes   Yes     Bimonthly   

02N22W12E04S Industrial Multiple Both     Yes     Quarterly   

02N22W12F03S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W12F04S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W12G03S Industrial Oxnard UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W12H01S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W12J02S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W12J04S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W12K05S Industrial Unassigned UAS     Yes     Quarterly   

02N22W12N03S Agricultural Hueneme LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W12Q06S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W12R03S Agricultural Multiple Both Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W12R04S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W12R05S Agricultural Unassigned Both Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W13C01S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W13N02S Municipal Multiple LAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W13N05S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W13N06S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

02N22W13N07S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W14A09S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Twice yearly 

02N22W14B01S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes Yes       Monthly   

02N22W14D01S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W14F03S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes   Yes   Yes Bimonthly Twice yearly 

02N22W14G04S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W14G05S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W14G06S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W14G07S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W14G08S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W14P02S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W14P03S Municipal Multiple UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly   

02N22W15L01S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W15P01S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W15R02S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W16R02S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes   Yes Quarterly Twice yearly 

02N22W22Q05S Municipal Multiple LAS Yes Yes       Monthly   

02N22W22R02S Municipal Multiple Unassigned Yes Yes       Monthly   

02N22W23B02S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W23B03S Monitoring FCA LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W23B04S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W23B05S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W23B06S Monitoring Hueneme LAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

02N22W23B07S Monitoring Mugu UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W23B08S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W23B09S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W23C02S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W23C05S Agricultural Multiple UAS     Yes Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W23C06S Municipal Unassigned UAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W23D06S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W23G03S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W23G04S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W23H04S Municipal Multiple LAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W23H06S Monitoring Oxnard UAS Yes Yes Yes   Yes Monthly Twice yearly 

02N22W23K05S Municipal Multiple UAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W24A01S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes       Yes Bimonthly Twice yearly  

02N22W24P02S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W25J01S Municipal Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W25L03S Municipal Multiple UAS     Yes     Quarterly   

02N22W26B03S Municipal Hueneme LAS       Yes   Quarterly   

02N22W26E01S Municipal Multiple UAS         Yes   Twice yearly 

02N22W26H02S Agricultural Multiple LAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W27A02S Municipal Unassigned Unassigned         Yes  Twice yearly  

02N22W27A03S Municipal Unassigned Unassigned         Yes   Twice yearly 

02N22W27K01S Municipal Unassigned UAS         Yes  Twice yearly  

02N22W27L01S Municipal Unassigned UAS         Yes  Twice yearly  
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Table 4-4 

UWCD Monitoring Schedule of Wells in the Oxnard Subbasin 

State Well 
Number (SWN) Main Use 

Screened 
Aquifer 

Screened 
Aquifer 
System 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Bimonthlya 

Manual 
Water 
Levels 

Monitored 
Monthlya 

Standard 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

O&M 
Transducer 
and Manual 

Water 
Levela 

Water 
Quality 

Samples 
Collected 

Monthly or 
Quarterlya 

Water Level 
Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 

Adoptiona,b 

Water 
Quality 

Sampling 
Schedule 
after GSP 
Adoptiona 

02N22W27M02S Municipal Unassigned UAS         Yes  Twice yearly  

02N22W28H02S Domestic Unassigned UAS         Yes  Twice yearly  

02N22W30K01S Agricultural Oxnard UAS Yes         Bimonthly   

02N22W31A01S Agricultural Multiple Unassigned     Yes     Quarterly   

02N22W32C04S Agricultural Multiple UAS Yes         Bimonthly  

02N22W36E04S Monitoring Hueneme LAS      Twice yearly  

02N22W36E05S Monitoring Mugu UAS      Twice yearly  

02N22W36E06S Monitoring Oxnard UAS     Yes     Twice yearly  

02N22W36E07S Monitoring Mugu UAS     Yes     Twice yearly  

02N22W36E08S Monitoring Hueneme LAS     Yes     Twice yearly   

02N22W36M02S Monitoring Unassigned Unassigned Yes            

Notes: FCA = Fox Canyon Aquifer; GCA = Grimes Canyon Aquifer; GSP = Groundwater Sustainability Plan; LAS = Lower Aquifer System; O&M = operations and maintenance; UAS = Upper Aquifer 
System; UWCD = United Water Conservation District. 
a As of October 2017. 
b Although sometimes used to mean twice a month (i.e., semimonthly), bimonthly as used here means once every 2 months. 
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FIGURE 4-1
Monitoring Wells Screened in the Semi-Perched Aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S. 
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend

_̂
Existing monitoring well screened in
the semi-perched aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)
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FIGURE 4-2
Monitoring Wells Screened in the Oxnard Aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S. 
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend
")

Monitoring well screened in the
Oxnard Aquifer

)
Non-monitoring well screened in the
Oxnard Aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)
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FIGURE 4-3
Monitoring Wells Screened in the Mugu Aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S. 
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend

XW
Monitoring well screened in the
Mugu Aquifer

W
Non-monitoring well screened in the
Mugu Aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)
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FIGURE 4-4
Monitoring Wells Screened in the Hueneme Aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasin (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend
#*

Monitoring well screened in the
Hueneme Aquifer

*
Non-monitoring well screened in the
Hueneme Aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)



 4 – MONITORING NETWORKS 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 4-42 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



(

(

!(

(

(

!(!(

(

!(

!(
!(

(

(

(
!(

!(

!(!(
!(!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

?33

?232

?126

?1

?34

?118

P a c i f i c  O c e a n

£¤101

Ventura

Oxnard

Port Hueneme

Camarillo

Moorpark

Bail
ey

 Fau
lt

Oak Ridge Fault

So
m

is
 F

au
lt 

Zo
ne

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

Lew
is Rd

Central Ave

Hueneme Rd

Pleasant Valley Rd

5th St

Arroyo Las Posas Arroyo Simi

Arro
yo S an

ta Ro
sa

Revolon
S l ough

Conejo

Creek

Ca
lle

gu
as

Cr
ee

k

Arro yo

Con e jo

Sa
nta Clara Riv er

T02N

T01N

T01S

R20W
R23W

R22W R21W

06J05
09C04

19L10

30A02

30L01

31A05
31A06

32K01

32Q04

20J04
20M01

25B04

25K02

26H02
28G02

29D01

35E02
35E03 36K0636K07

01C02

01H02

07L04

23B03

Simi-Santa
Rosa Fault

Camarillo Fault

Springville

Fault Zone

Bailey Fault

Mo unt c l e f

R idge

Camar i l lo Hi l l s
L a s Po s a s Hi l l s

Sa nt a  M o n i c a
M o u n ta i n s

C o n e j o
M o u n t a i n

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; County of Ventura; UWCD; CMWD

Da
te:

 6
/3/

20
19

  -
  L

as
t s

av
ed

 b
y: 

dr
itte

r  
-  

Pa
th:

 Z
:\H

yd
ro

\P
ro

jec
ts\

Fo
x_

Ca
ny

on
_G

M
A\

MX
D\

FI
NA

L_
M

XD
\O

XN
AR

D\
CH

_4
_F

IG
UR

ES
\F

igu
re

 4
-5

. e
xis

tin
g 

Mo
nit

or
ing

 w
ell

s F
ox

.m
xd

0 21
Milesn

FIGURE 4-5
Monitoring Wells Screened in the Fox Canyon Aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S. 
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend
!(

Monitoring well screened in the Fox
Canyon Aquifer

(
Non-monitoring well screened in the
Fox Canyon Aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)
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FIGURE 4-6
Monitoring Wells Screened in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer in the Oxnard Subbasin

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend
$+

Monitoring well screened in the
Grimes Canyon Aquifer

+
Non-monitoring well screened in the
Grimes Canyon Aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)
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Ventura County Gauge Locations (VCWPD
2016; labeled by station number)
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Ventura County Gauge Locations (VCWPD
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FIGURE 4-9
Existing and Potential New Wells For Monitoring Groundwater Conditions in the Semi-Perched Aquifer

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S. 
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend

_̂ Potential well screened in the semi-
perched aquifer (nested cluster)

` Potential well screened in the semi-
perched aquifer (GDE Monitoring)

_̂
Existing monitoring well screened in
the semi-perched aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

PNW 1 Potential New Well and location number
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FIGURE 4-10
Existing and Potential New Wells For Monitoring Groundwater Conditions in the Oxnard Aquifer

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S. 
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend

") Installation target for potential new
well screened in the Oxnard Aquifer

")
Monitoring well screened in the
Oxnard Aquifer

)
Non-monitoring well screened in the
Oxnard Aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

PNW 1 Potential New Well and location number



 4 – MONITORING NETWORKS 

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin 9837 

December 2019 4-54 

 

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

  



XW

W

W

XW

XWXW

XW

W

XW
XW

XW

XW

XW

XW

XW XW

XW

XW

XW

XWXWW

XW

W

WXW

XW

XW

XW

XW

XW

XW

?33

?232

?126

?1

?34

?118

P a c i f i c  O c e a n

£¤101

Ventura

Oxnard

Port Hueneme

Camarillo

Moorpark

Bail
ey

 Fau
lt

Oak Ridge Fault

So
m

is
 F

au
lt 

Zo
ne

Ve
nt

ur
a 

R
d

Lew
is Rd

Central Ave

Hueneme Rd

Pleasant Valley Rd

5th St

Arroyo Las Posas Arroyo Simi

Arro
yo S an

ta Ro
sa

Revo lon Sl ough

Conejo

Creek

Ca
lle

gu
as

Cr
ee

k

Arro yo

Con e jo

Sa
nta Clara Riv er

T02N

T01N

T01S

R20W
R23W

R22W R21W

19L11

20C05

21N01

31A07

32Q0532Q07

02A02

06R02

20J0720M04

26J03

27C02

27R03

29D04

35E04 36K08

01H03

07L06

13N05

14G04

14G05
14H04

23B07

24P01

36E0436E07

PNW 3

PNW 4

PNW 5
PNW 12

PNW 14

PNW 7

Simi-Santa
Rosa Fault

Camarillo Fault

Springville

Fault Zone

Bailey Fault

Mo unt c l e f

R idge

Camar i l lo Hi l l s
L a s Po s a s Hi l l s

Sa nt a  M o n i c a
M o u n ta i n s

C o n e j o
M o u n t a i n

Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Oxnard Subbasin

SOURCE: DWR; County of Ventura; UWCD; CMWD

Da
te:

 6
/3/

20
19

  -
  L

as
t s

av
ed

 b
y: 

dr
itte

r  
-  

Pa
th:

 Z
:\H

yd
ro

\P
ro

jec
ts\

Fo
x_

Ca
ny

on
_G

M
A\

MX
D\

FI
NA

L_
M

XD
\O

XN
AR

D\
CH

_4
_F

IG
UR

ES
\F

igu
re

 4
-11

 P
ro

po
se

d 
an

d e
xis

tin
g 

Mo
nit

or
ing

 w
ell

s M
ug

u.
mx

d

0 21
Milesn

FIGURE 4-11
Existing and Potential New Wells For Monitoring Groundwater Conditions in the Mugu Aquifer

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S. 
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend

XW Installation target for potential well
screened in the Mugu Aquifer

XW
Monitoring well screened in the
Mugu Aquifer

W
Non-monitoring well screened in the
Mugu Aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

PNW 1 Potential New Well and location number
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SOURCE: DWR; County of Ventura; UWCD; CMWD
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FIGURE 4-12
Existing and Potential New Wells For Monitoring Groundwater Conditions in the Hueneme Aquifer

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend

#* Installation target for potential well
screened in the Hueneme Aquifer

#*
Monitoring well screened in the
Hueneme Aquifer

*
Non-monitoring well screened in the
Hueneme Aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

PNW 1 Potential New Well and location number
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FIGURE 4-13
Existing and Potential New Wells For Monitoring Groundwater Conditions in the Fox Canyon Aquifer

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S. 
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend

!( Installation target for potential well
screened in the Fox Canyon Aquifer

!(
Monitoring well screened in the Fox
Canyon Aquifer

(
Non-monitoring well screened in the
Fox Canyon Aquifer

Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
Area

Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

PNW 1 Potential New Well and location number
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FIGURE 4-14
Existing and Potential New Wells For Monitoring Groundwater Conditions in the Grimes Canyon Aquifer

Fox Canyon Groundwater Management
Agency Boundary (FCGMA 2016)

Faults (County of Ventura 2016)

Township (North-South) and Range (East-
West)

Revised Bulletin 118 Groundwater
Basins and Subbasins (DWR 2016c)

Las Posas Valley (4-008)

Pleasant Valley (4-006)

Oxnard (4-004.02)

Notes: 
1) Well labels consist of an abbreviated
 State Well Number (SWN). SWNs are based on 
Township and Range in the Public Land Survey 
System. To construct a full SWN from the 
abbreviation shown on the map, concatenate 
the Township, Range, abbreviation, and the letter 
"S". Example: the SWN for the well labeled "15L01" 
located in Township 02N (T02N) and 
Range 22W (R22W) is 02N22W15L01S.
2) Aquifer designation information for individual wells 
was provided by FCGMA, CMWD and UWCD. 

Legend

$ Potential installation target for
proposed well screened in the
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$+
Monitoring well screened in the
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Non-monitoring well screened in the
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Oxnard Subbasin Management Areas
East Oxnard Plain Management Area
(EOPMA)

Forebay Management Area

West Oxnard Plain Management Area
(WOPMA)

Oxnard Pumping Depression Management
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Saline Intrusion Management Area

15P01 Abbreviated State Well Number (see notes)

PNW 1 Potential New Well and location number
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CHAPTER 5 
PROJECTS AND MANAGEMENT ACTIONS 

5.1 INTRODUCTION TO PROJECTS AND  
MANAGEMENT ACTIONS  

Projects and management actions have been developed to meet the sustainability goal, measurable 

objectives, and undesirable results identified for the Oxnard Subbasin (Subbasin) in Chapter 3, 

Sustainability Management Criteria, of this Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP). Seawater 

intrusion in the aquifers of the Upper Aquifer System (UAS) and Lower Aquifer System (LAS) has 

been identified as the undesirable result that will impact beneficial uses of groundwater in the Subbasin.  

To address potential impacts to beneficial uses and users of groundwater in the Subbasin resulting 

from groundwater production in excess of the current sustainable yield, several projects were 

developed for the Subbasin. The projects listed below were suggested by stakeholders, selected 

for inclusion in the GSP through a process by the Operations Committee of the Fox Canyon 

Groundwater Management Agency (FCGMA) Board of Directors (Board), and approved for 

inclusion in the GSP by the FCGMA Board. The criteria for including a project in the GSP included 

the following: 

 Sufficient project information is available for evaluation and modeling. 

 Project increases sustainable yield, or reduces groundwater demand. 

 Project implementation is planned within 20 years. 

 Project meets GSP Emergency Regulations Section 354.44 criteria. 

 There is an agency proponent for the project. 

 Funding for the project is identified.  

In the Oxnard Subbasin, five projects were determined by the Operations Committee to meet the above 

criteria. These five projects were incorporated into the future model scenarios to the extent possible 

(see Section 2.4.5, Projected Future Water Budget and Sustainable Yield). The inclusion of these 

projects does not constitute a commitment by the FCGMA Board to construct or fund the projects, but 

rather signals that these projects were sufficiently detailed to be included in groundwater modeling 

efforts that examined the quantitative impacts of the projects on groundwater elevations and the 

sustainable yield of the Subbasin. As currently envisioned, the projects in this GSP would be 

implemented by the project proponent or sponsoring agency. However, FCGMA may opt to 

implement projects in the future as necessary to achieve sustainability in the Subbasin. Additionally, 

all projects undertaken in the Subbasin will need to be approved and permitted by all relevant 

regulatory agencies. These agencies may include, but are not limited to, the Regional Water Quality 

Control Board and the State Water Resources Control Board.  
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In addition to the projects discussed in this chapter, the FCGMA Board has the authority to 

implement management actions to ensure that the Subbasin does not experience undesirable 

results. The primary management action that can be implemented by the FCGMA Board is 

restrictions on groundwater production. This authority was granted to the FCGMA Board in the 

enabling legislation that formed the FCGMA, and this action has been undertaken in the past to 

eliminate overdraft.  

As discussed in Chapter 2, Basin Setting, groundwater modeling was used to evaluate projected 

water budget conditions and potential impacts to beneficial uses and users of groundwater in the 

basin. Without the type of projects described below, substantially greater reductions in 

groundwater production will be needed to meet the sustainability goal for the basin, which would 

lead to significant economic disruption and prevent groundwater in the basin from being put to 

beneficial use to the fullest extent possible. It is anticipated, and recommended, that FCGMA will 

evaluate, model, and conduct feasibility studies of other projects for achieving sustainable 

groundwater management for the 5-year update to this GSP to optimize basin management and 

minimize extraction restrictions.  

5.2 PROJECT NO. 1 – GREAT PROGRAM ADVANCED WATER 
PURIFICATION FACILITY  

5.2.1 Description of Project No. 1 

The Groundwater Recovery Enhancement and Treatment (GREAT) Program’s Advanced Water 

Purification Facility (AWPF) is part of the City of Oxnard’s GREAT Program, which focuses on 

using existing water resources more efficiently. The AWPF provides the City of Oxnard with a 

source of reclaimed water that can be used for landscape irrigation, agricultural, industrial process 

water, and groundwater recharge. The AWPF is designed to initially treat approximately 8 to 9 

million gallons per day (mgd) of secondary effluent from the Oxnard Wastewater Treatment Plant 

and produce 6.25 mgd of product water for reclaimed water uses. This is equivalent to 7,000 acre-

feet per year (AFY) of product water that can be delivered through existing infrastructure. The 

AWPF is currently producing up to 4,600 AFY. Advanced purified water was first delivered to 

agricultural operators in 2016. The portion of the project that is being considered for inclusion in 

GSP is the additional water that is being purchased by FCGMA to reduce groundwater extractions 

for which no Recycled Water Pumping Allocation is issued.  

5.2.2 Relationship of Project No. 1 to Sustainability Criteria 

GREAT Program AWPF Project water was included in future groundwater modeling scenarios to 

examine the impact that the project may have on the sustainability criteria. This project was 

incorporated in the modeling along with the expansion of the GREAT Program AWPF (see Section 

5.3, Project No. 2 – GREAT Program Advanced Water Purification Facility Expansion Project) 
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and the temporary fallowing of agricultural land (see Section 5.6, Project No. 5 – Temporary 

Agricultural Land Fallowing Project). Therefore, the relationship between the impact of this 

project alone and the sustainability indicators has not been quantified. Rather, the potential effect 

of this project in the context of all three of these projects is presented in this discussion. 

Relationship to Minimum Thresholds 

The minimum thresholds for both the UAS and the LAS in the Oxnard Subbasin are higher than 

the historical low water levels and the spring 2015 water levels (see Chapter 3). In the UAS, the 

minimum thresholds are approximately 41 feet higher than historical low water levels and 25 feet 

higher than spring 2015 water levels. In the LAS, the minimum thresholds are approximately 70 

feet higher than historical low water levels, and 38 feet higher than spring 2015 water levels.  

The numerical groundwater model simulation of the Future Baseline With Projects scenario, which 

incorporates potential future projects including the GREAT Program AWPF Project, results in 

higher groundwater elevations than the Future Baseline scenario, which does not incorporate 

projects (see Section 2.4). Incorporation of the projects resulted in groundwater elevations at the 

end of the 50-year model simulation that were, on average, approximately 2 feet higher in the UAS 

and approximately 8 feet higher in the LAS. This suggests that the projects will assist with water 

level recovery in the Subbasin, a necessary first step to avoid exceedance of the minimum 

thresholds. Although implementation of the projects increases water levels in the Subbasin, these 

projects alone did not provide sufficient recycled water or redistribution of groundwater 

production to avoid exceedance of the minimum thresholds.  

As modeled, the GREAT Program AWPF Project supplied approximately 4,600 AFY of recycled 

water to farmers in the vicinity of Hueneme Road (Chapter 2). This accounts for approximately 

half of the water delivered in the Future Baseline With Projects scenario. Because groundwater 

elevations were higher in the Future Baseline With Projects scenario than they were in the Future 

Baseline scenario, and because the GREAT Program AWPF Project supplied approximately half 

of the project water modeled this project is anticipated to result in measurably higher groundwater 

elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin. Therefore, the GREAT Program AWPF Project is anticipated 

to benefit the Subbasin and assist with raising groundwater elevations above the minimum 

thresholds in the future.  

Relationship to Measurable Objectives 

The relationship of the GREAT Program AWPF Project to the measurable objectives is similar to 

the relationship with the minimum thresholds. By measurably increasing water levels in the 

Subbasin, the GREAT Program AWPF Project water will help the Oxnard Subbasin meet the 

measurable objective water levels defined in Chapter 3.  
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5.2.3 Expected Benefits of Project No. 1 

The AWPF product water that will be put to use in the Oxnard Subbasin is secondary wastewater 

effluent that is currently discharged to the Pacific Ocean. Therefore, this project provides a new 

source of water for use in the Subbasin. This additional water is expected to benefit the Oxnard 

Subbasin by providing water that would otherwise be pumped from the Subbasin to farmers in the 

vicinity of Hueneme Road, an area that is currently threatened by the inland migration of the saline 

water impact front (see Section 2.3, Groundwater Conditions). 

5.2.4 Timetable for Implementation of Project No. 1 

Phase 1 of the GREAT Program AWPF Project has already been permitted and constructed, and 

the AWPF Project is currently operating in the Subbasin. Under the current program, AWPF water 

is being delivered to farmers. The City of Oxnard receives a Recycled Water Pumping Allocation 

for delivered water used by farmers in lieu of groundwater production. Implementation of the 

project relative to the GSP will depend on the timetable necessary to deliver the GREAT Program 

AWPF water to farmers for in-lieu groundwater production for which no allocation or credits are 

provided to the City of Oxnard. Therefore, if the GREAT Program AWPF Project is incorporated 

into management of the Oxnard Subbasin for the purpose of increasing groundwater elevations to 

meet the sustainability criteria, the time for implementing the GREAT Program AWPF Project 

will depend on acquiring the necessary agreements between FCGMA and the City of Oxnard. This 

is anticipated to require less than 1 year.  

5.2.5 Metrics for Evaluation of Project No. 1 

Evaluation of the GREAT Program AWPF Project will be based on the quantity of water delivered 

to farmers in the vicinity of Hueneme Road and the associated reduction in groundwater 

production from this area. Groundwater producers in the Oxnard Subbasin have been required to 

report groundwater production to FCGMA since 1983. The GREAT Program AWPF water 

delivered to farmers will also have to be reported to FCGMA if this project is implemented as part 

of the GSP.  

5.2.6 Economic Factors and Funding Sources for Project No. 1 

The capital to construct the GREAT Program AWPF Project facilities has already been funded 

by City of Oxnard bonds and federal grant money (FCGMA 2018). Ongoing operations and 

maintenance are anticipated to equal approximately $300 per acre-foot (AF) of water generated 

by the project (FCGMA 2018). Funding for operations and maintenance has not been identified; 

however, as proposed, funding may come from a replenishment fee implemented by the 

FCGMA Board.  
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Any action taken by the FCGMA Board, acting as the Groundwater Sustainability Agency for the 

portion of the Oxnard Subbasin in its jurisdiction, to impose or increase a fee shall be taken by 

ordinance or resolution. Should the FCGMA Board decide to fund a project through imposition of 

a replenishment fee, FCGMA will hold at least one public meeting, at which oral or written 

presentations may be made. Notice of the meeting will include an explanation of the fee to be 

considered and the notice shall be published pursuant to Section 6066 of the Government Code.1 

At least 20 days prior to the meeting, the Groundwater Sustainability Agency will make the data 

on which the proposed fee is based available to the public.  

5.3 PROJECT NO. 2 – GREAT PROGRAM ADVANCED WATER 
PURIFICATION FACILITY EXPANSION PROJECT 

5.3.1 Description of Project No. 2 

The GREAT Program’s AWPF is part of the City of Oxnard’s GREAT Program, which focuses 

on using existing water resources more efficiently. The purpose of the GREAT Program AWPF 

Expansion Project is to increase the production of high-quality recycled water within the City of 

Oxnard, the Oxnard Subbasin, and the Pleasant Valley Basin. This project will provide additional 

reclaimed water for Subbasin recharge. The AWPF Expansion Project is predicated on the 

availability of secondary effluent from the Oxnard Wastewater Treatment Plant or other available 

and appropriate source water. The main project components include purchase and installation of 

additional microfiltration, reverse osmosis, and ultraviolet/advanced oxidation equipment. 

Additionally, the project will require construction of influent flow equalization facilities. The 

AWPF Expansion Project could occur in phases, which would be dictated by the availability of 

source water, recycled water uses and needs, and project funding.  

5.3.2 Relationship of Project No. 2 to Sustainability Criteria 

GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project water was included in future groundwater modeling 

scenarios to examine the impact that the project will have on the sustainability criteria. This project 

was incorporated in the modeling along with the GREAT Program AWPF Project (see Section 5.2, 

Project No. 1 – GREAT Program Advanced Water Purification Facility) and the temporary 

fallowing of agricultural land (see Section 5.6). Therefore, the relationship between the impact of 

this project alone and the sustainability indicators has not been quantified. Rather, the potential 

effect of this project in the context of all of three of these projects is presented in this discussion. 

                                                 
1  Publication of notice pursuant to Section 6066 of the Government Code: “shall be once a week for two successive 

weeks. Two publications in a newspaper, published once a week or oftener, with at least five days intervening 

between the respective publication dates not counting such publication dates are sufficient.”  
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Relationship to Minimum Thresholds 

The numerical groundwater model simulation of the Future Baseline With Projects scenario, which 

incorporates potential future projects including the GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project, 

results in higher groundwater elevations than the Future Baseline scenario, which does not 

incorporate projects (see Section 2.4, Water Budget). Incorporation of the projects resulted in 

groundwater elevations at the end of the 50-year model simulation that were, on average, 

approximately 2 feet higher in the UAS and approximately 8 feet higher in the LAS. This suggests 

that the projects will assist with water level recovery in the Subbasin, a necessary first step to avoid 

exceedance of the minimum thresholds. Although implementation of the projects increases water 

levels in the basin, these projects alone did not provide sufficient recycled water or redistribution 

of groundwater production to meet the minimum thresholds.  

The AWPF Expansion Project water accounts for approximately half of the water delivered in the 

Future Baseline With Projects scenario. Because groundwater elevations were higher in the Future 

Baseline With Projects scenario compared to the Future Baseline scenario, and because the AWPF 

Expansion Project supplied approximately half of the project water modeled, the AWPF Expansion 

Project is anticipated to result in measurably higher groundwater elevations in the Oxnard 

Subbasin. Therefore, this project is anticipated to benefit the Subbasin and assist with raising 

groundwater elevations above the minimum thresholds in the future.  

As modeled, the GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project supplied approximately 4,500 AFY 

of recycled water to the United Water Conservation District (UWCD) Saticoy Spreading Grounds 

(see Section 2.4.5). This would be a recharge, rather than an in-lieu, program. However, the exact 

use of the AWPF Expansion Project water is not currently specified. It can be used for groundwater 

recharge, but it can also be used as part of an in-lieu program or for indirect potable reuse. 

Relationship to Measurable Objectives 

The relationship of the GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project to the measurable objectives 

is similar to the relationship with the minimum thresholds. By measurably increasing water levels, 

the GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project will help the Oxnard Subbasin meet the 

measurable objective water levels defined in Chapter 3.  

5.3.3 Expected Benefits of Project No. 2 

The AWPF Expansion Project product water that will be put to use in the Oxnard Subbasin is 

secondary wastewater effluent that is currently discharged to the Pacific Ocean. Therefore, this 

project provides a new source of water for use in the Subbasin. This additional water is expected 

to benefit the Oxnard Subbasin by providing additional recharge via the Saticoy Spreading 

Grounds (see Section 2.3). 
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5.3.4 Timetable for Implementation of Project No. 2 

The City of Oxnard has already constructed and already operates the GREAT Program AWPF. 

As discussed in Section 5.3.1, Description of Project No. 2, the AWPF Expansion Project will 

require purchase and installation of additional equipment, as well as construction of influent 

flow equalization facilities. The expansion can occur in phases; therefore, the timetable for 

implementing the project is not fixed at this time. The implementation timetable for expansion 

of the AWPF is not dependent on permits or completion of California Environmental Quality 

Act (CEQA) documentation, which has already been obtained. The City of Oxnard estimates 

that the construction timetable for implementation of the AWPF Expansion Project is 

approximately 1 year.  

The timetable for incorporating the GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project water into 

sustainable management programs will also depend on how the water will be used. If, for example, 

the water will be conveyed to the Saticoy Spreading Grounds, the necessary infrastructure to 

convey the water will need to be constructed, in addition to construction of the expanded facility. 

Depending on the permitting required and construction time frames, it is anticipated that the 

timetable for incorporation of the AWPF Expansion Project water in sustainable management 

programs may take an additional 1 to 5 years beyond what was estimated by the City of Oxnard 

for construction of the expanded AWPF alone.  

5.3.5 Metrics for Evaluation of Project No. 2 

Evaluation of the GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project will be based on the quantity of 

water delivered by the project. This water will be metered and the quantity of water delivered will 

be reported to FCGMA annually.  

5.3.6 Economic Factors and Funding Sources for Project No. 2 

Expansion of the AWPF can occur in phases, and the degree to which the AWPF is expanded 

will depend on the quantity of water available and the demand for the water produced. 

Therefore, the exact cost of expanding the GREAT Program AWPF is not currently known. 

Under one potential expansion scenario, the facility upgrades are anticipated to cost 

approximately $16,600,000 (FCGMA 2018). Under this scenario, the water produced by the 

facility would cost approximately $1,900 per AF. Operations and maintenance costs for the 

expanded AWPF would be approximately $440 per AF. Funding sources have not yet been 

identified for this project, although a portion of the project may be funded by replenishment 

fees implemented by the FCGMA Board. Any action taken by the FCGMA Board to impose 

or increase a fee shall be taken by ordinance or resolution, and notice shall be provided of any 

meeting at which imposition of the ordinance or resolution will be discussed (see Section 5.2.6, 

Economic Factors and Funding Sources for Project No. 1).  
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5.4 PROJECT NO. 3 – RIVERPARK–SATICOY GRRP RECYCLED 
WATER PROJECT 

5.4.1 Description of Project No. 3 

The RiverPark–Saticoy Groundwater Replenishment and Reuse Project (GRRP) Recycled Water 

Project will convey water produced by the GREAT Program AWPF Expansion Project (see 

Section 5.3) to the Saticoy Groundwater Recharge Facility and El Rio Groundwater Recharge 

Facility operated by UWCD (FCGMA 2018). In 2016, the City of Oxnard completed the 

northernmost portion of its 9.5-mile north–south Recycled Water Backbone Pipeline, which 

terminates at the RiverPark development adjacent to the Santa Clara River, north of Highway 101. 

This pipeline does not currently reach UWCD’s groundwater recharge facilities. Under the GRRP 

Recycled Water Project, the Recycled Water Backbone Pipeline will be extended by 3 miles to 

convey water from the AWPF Expansion Project to UWCD groundwater recharge facilities. The 

3-mile pipeline extension is called the RiverPark–Saticoy Pipeline. Up to 4,800 AFY of water will 

be conveyed to the UWCD recharge facilities via the Recycled Water Backbone and RiverPark–

Saticoy Pipelines. It should be noted that this project does not provide water in addition to Project 

No. 2; rather, it provides the infrastructure to deliver the GREAT AWPF expansion water to the 

Saticoy Spreading Grounds.  

5.4.2 Relationship of Project No. 3 to Sustainability Criteria 

The RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project, using the AWPF Expansion Project 

product water to recharge groundwater in the Oxnard Forebay, was included in future groundwater 

modeling scenarios to examine the impact that the project will have on the sustainability criteria. 

The RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project is the same as the GREAT Program AWPF 

Expansion Project, as incorporated into the numerical groundwater model simulations, because the 

RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project simply provides the infrastructure to convey 

the water. It does not provide additional water to the Subbasin beyond what was modeled for the 

GREAT Program AWPF project. As discussed in Section 5.2.2, Relationship of Project No. 1 to 

Sustainability Criteria, and Section 5.3.2, Relationship of Project No. 2 to Sustainability Criteria, 

the relationship between the impact of this project alone and the sustainability indicators has not 

been quantified. Rather, the potential effect of this project in the context of all three of these 

projects is presented in this discussion. 

Relationship to Minimum Thresholds 

As modeled, the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project provided the infrastructure to 

supply approximately 4,500 AFY of recycled water to the UWCD Saticoy Spreading Grounds (see 

Section 2.4.5). This would be a recharge, rather than an in-lieu, program. The numerical 

groundwater model simulation of the Future Baseline With Projects scenario, which incorporates 
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potential future projects including the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project, results 

in higher groundwater elevations than the Future Baseline scenario, which does not incorporate 

projects (see Section 2.4). This suggests that the projects will assist with water level recovery in 

the Subbasin, a necessary first step to avoid exceedance of the minimum thresholds. Although 

implementation of the projects increases water levels in the basin, these projects alone did not 

provide sufficient recycled water or redistribution of groundwater production to avoid the 

exceedance of the minimum thresholds.  

The AWPF Expansion Project water, delivered via the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water 

Project, accounts for approximately half of the water delivered in the Future Baseline With Projects 

scenario. Because groundwater elevations were higher in the Future Baseline With Projects 

scenario than they were in the Future Baseline scenario, and because the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP 

Recycled Water Project supplied approximately half of the project water modeled, the RiverPark–

Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project is anticipated to result in measurably higher groundwater 

elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin. Therefore, the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water 

Project is anticipated to benefit the Subbasin and assist with raising groundwater elevations above 

the minimum thresholds in the future.  

Relationship to Measurable Objectives 

The relationship of the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project to the measurable 

objectives is similar to the relationship with the minimum thresholds. By measurably increasing 

water levels, the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project will help the Oxnard Subbasin 

meet the measurable objective water levels defined in Chapter 3.  

5.4.3 Expected Benefits of Project No. 3 

The RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project is expected to benefit the Oxnard Subbasin 

by providing the infrastructure to take secondary treated wastewater from the Oxnard Water 

Treatment Plant and using it for groundwater recharge (FCGMA 2018). Currently, this water is 

being discharged to the Pacific Ocean. The RiverPark–Saticoy Pipeline and the GRRP will help 

ensure that excess flows from the AWPF will be used for groundwater recharge. In addition, the 

product water from the AWPF Expansion Project is of higher quality than groundwater in the 

Oxnard Forebay. Therefore, by using this water to recharge groundwater in the Forebay, 

implementation of the GRRP Recycled Water Project is expected to improve groundwater quality 

in the Forebay (FCGMA 2018).  

5.4.4 Timetable for Implementation of Project No. 3 

UWCD estimates that the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project could be 

implemented in 18 to 24 months. The project is already in the preliminary design phase and a draft 
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initial study/mitigated negative declaration has been prepared. The required project permits (a 

groundwater replenishment reuse permit and a California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 

permit) are anticipated to take 12 to 18 months to obtain, and the likelihood of obtaining these 

permits is anticipated to be high (FCGMA 2018).  

5.4.5 Metrics for Evaluation of Project No. 3 

The metric for evaluation of the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project will be the 

quantity of water delivered to UWCD’s groundwater recharge facilities. UWCD will meter the 

deliveries and will report these to FCGMA for incorporation in the annual and periodic GSP 

evaluation process.  

5.4.6 Economic Factors and Funding Sources for Project No. 3 

Funding sources for the RiverPark–Saticoy GRRP Recycled Water Project is proposed to come 

from either UWCD Zone B or FCGMA funds (FCGMA 2018). UWCD proposes funding 

assistance from FCGMA for the capital cost of the project, which is estimated to be $6.4 million, 

with an annual operations and maintenance cost of approximately $5 million to $7.5 million. The 

resulting water cost would be approximately $1,000 to $1,500 per AF. These operating costs are 

anticipated to be provided by a pump charge administered by FCGMA. The timeline necessary to 

secure funding for the project is anticipated to be the same as the construction timeline. 

Any action taken by the FCGMA Board to impose or increase a fee shall be taken by ordinance or 

resolution, and notice shall be provided of any meeting at which imposition of the ordinance or 

resolution will be discussed (see Section 5.2.6). 

5.5 PROJECT NO. 4 – FREEMAN EXPANSION PROJECT 

5.5.1 Description of Project No. 4 

UWCD currently operates the Freeman Diversion on the Santa Clara River, which diverts surface 

water flows from the river into recharge facilities for the purpose of providing additional recharge 

to the Oxnard Subbasin, and for direct delivery to growers via UWCD pipelines. Through time, 

more restrictive environmental regulatory requirements have lessened the amount of Santa Clara 

River surface water available to be diverted at the Freeman Diversion. The Freeman Expansion 

Project proposes constructing facilities capable of diverting surface water at higher flow rates and 

with higher sediment loads than the currently diverted flows (FCGMA 2018). Using the higher 

flows, which are less conducive to fish migration, has been encouraged by both regulatory agencies 

and non-governmental organizations (FCGMA 2018).  
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The Freeman Expansion Project would expand the recharge facilities, using two former gravel mines 

located adjacent to UWCD’s Noble Basin recharge facility that have not previously been used for 

groundwater recharge, and would increase the capacity of UWCD’s diversion system (FCGMA 

2018). The project would also include modification and expansion of existing fish screens, 

modifications to the existing desilting basin, and construction of a high-capacity conveyance to the 

former Ferro aggregate mining pit. Although the exact capacity of the project is not currently known, 

UWCD anticipates that at full project build-out, the expanded facility could provide an additional 

7,400 AF of diversions relative to the current diversion capacity (FCGMA 2018).  

5.5.2 Relationship of Project No. 4 to Sustainability Criteria 

Historically UWCD has diverted over 62,000 AFY from the Freeman Diversion (see Table 2-8). 

The Freeman Expansion Project would provide up to an additional 7,400 AF. Although expansion 

of UWCD’s diversion capabilities at the Freeman Diversion was not explicitly modeled in the GSP 

future projects scenarios, historical groundwater elevations are strongly and positively correlated 

with the quantity of surface water diverted by UWCD. Therefore, increased surface water 

diversions that will be delivered directly to agricultural users, thereby offsetting groundwater 

production, or that will be recharged via UWCD’s recharge facilities will help increase water levels 

in the Subbasin.  

Relationship to Minimum Thresholds 

Groundwater elevations in the Oxnard Subbasin are currently below the minimum thresholds 

proposed in Chapter 3 of this GSP. Increased recharge of surface water that currently flows to the 

Pacific Ocean will help water levels recover to elevations above the proposed minimum thresholds. 

The magnitude of the groundwater level rise will depend on the quantity of additional recharge 

available via the expanded diversion facilities.  

Relationship to Measurable Objectives 

The relationship of the Freeman Expansion Project to the measurable objectives is the same as the 

relationship with the minimum thresholds. By increasing water levels in the Subbasin, the Freeman 

Diversion Project will help the Oxnard Subbasin meet the measurable objective water levels 

defined in Chapter 3.  

5.5.3 Expected Benefits of Project No. 4 

The Freeman Expansion Project will provide an additional source of water to the Oxnard Subbasin 

by diverting high flows, which are not as suitable for fish migration, from the Santa Clara River 

and using those flows to provide additional groundwater recharge. The surface water flows in the 

Santa Clara River are lower in total dissolved solids and nitrate concentration compared to the 
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groundwater in the Oxnard Forebay. Therefore, this project will reduce the concentrations of these 

constituents in the groundwater. Additionally, replenishing the groundwater will reduce pump lift, 

and therefore energy consumption, for municipal and agricultural pumpers (FCGMA 2018).  

5.5.4 Timetable for Implementation of Project No. 4 

The timetable for implementation of the Freeman Expansion Project is estimated to be between 

2 and 10 years (FCGMA 2018). The required modifications to the conveyance system needed to 

deliver turbid water have been analyzed, and this project was included in the UWCD Habitat 

Conservation Plan (FCGMA 2018). However, the project has not yet undergone environmental 

review, engineering design, or permitting.  

5.5.5 Metrics for Evaluation of Project No. 4 

The metric for evaluation of the Freeman Expansion Project would be the quantity of surface water 

diverted at flow rates that are higher than the current maximum flow rate that can be diverted. UWCD 

meters diversions from the Santa Clara River and would report these to FCGMA.  

5.5.6 Economic Factors and Funding Sources for Project No. 4 

Improvements to the conveyance system, fish screens, and desilting basin inlet are estimated to 

cost $31 million (FCGMA 2018). The annual operations and maintenance cost is estimated to be 

$700,000. The combined capital and operations and maintenance cost of the water is estimated to 

be approximately $4,300 AFY. Funding sources for the project are anticipated to include grant 

money, UWCD rate payers, and replenishment fees from FCGMA.  

Any action taken by the FCGMA Board to impose or increase a fee shall be taken by ordinance or 

resolution, and notice shall be provided of any meeting at which imposition of the ordinance or 

resolution will be discussed (see Section 5.2.6).  

5.6 PROJECT NO. 5 – TEMPORARY AGRICULTURAL LAND 
FALLOWING PROJECT 

5.6.1 Description of Project No. 5 

The Temporary Agricultural Land Fallowing Project would use replenishment fees to lease and 

temporarily fallow agricultural land (FCGMA 2018). This would result in decreased groundwater 

production on the parcels or ranches that are fallowed, and an overall reduction in groundwater 

demand in the Subbasin. Parcels or ranches in areas susceptible to seawater intrusion would be 

targeted with this project (FCGMA 2018).  
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5.6.2 Relationship of Project No. 5 to Sustainability Criteria 

Temporary fallowing of agricultural land was included in future groundwater modeling scenarios 

to examine the impact that the project will have on the sustainability criteria (see Section 2.4.5). 

As discussed in Sections 5.2.2 and 5.3.2, the relationship between the impact of this project alone 

and the sustainability indicators has not been quantified. Rather, the potential effect of this project 

in the context of all three of these projects is presented in this discussion. 

Relationship to Minimum Thresholds 

As modeled, the Temporary Agricultural Land Fallowing Project reduced production from the 

Subbasin by approximately 500 AFY (see Section 2.4.5). The numerical groundwater model 

simulation of the Future Baseline With Projects scenario, which incorporates potential future 

projects including the Temporary Agricultural Land Fallowing Project, results in higher 

groundwater elevations than the Future Baseline scenario, which does not incorporate projects (see 

Section 2.4). This suggests that the projects will assist with water level recovery in the Subbasin, 

a necessary first step to meet the minimum threshold. Although implementation of the projects 

increases water levels in the basin, these projects alone did not provide sufficient supplemental 

water or redistribution of groundwater production to meet the minimum thresholds. Additionally, 

the Temporary Agricultural Land Fallowing Project accounted for approximately 7% of the total 

volume of water delivered or saved by all of the projects in the Oxnard Subbasin that were 

incorporated into the future groundwater model scenarios. The effect of this project on 

groundwater elevations is likely smaller than that of other projects incorporated into the future 

model scenarios. However, the value of this project is more directly connected with the location 

of the land that would be fallowed. If the project can target areas that are prone to seawater 

intrusion, the impact of this project will be greater than would be indicated by a comparison of the 

volume of water supplied.  

Relationship to Measurable Objectives 

The relationship of the Temporary Agricultural Land Fallowing Project to the measurable 

objectives is similar to the relationship with the minimum thresholds. By increasing water levels 

and fallowing agricultural land prone to seawater intrusion, the Temporary Agricultural Land 

Fallowing Project will help the Oxnard Subbasin meet the measurable objective water levels 

defined in Chapter 3.  

5.6.3 Expected Benefits of Project No. 5 

Temporary fallowing is a quick way to reduce demand with no capital costs or infrastructure 

needed. Because it is inexpensive, it is envisioned that temporary fallowing could be implemented 

early, while other long-term solutions are investigated and implemented. The Temporary 
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Agricultural Land Fallowing Project will benefit the Oxnard Subbasin by mitigating seawater 

intrusion in the Subbasin. This project would complement a water market that is currently being 

developed for the Subbasin by providing an alternative method for landowners to monetize 

pumping allocations (FCGMA 2018). 

5.6.4 Timetable for Implementation of Project No. 5 

The project is currently in the planning phase but does not require construction of new facilities 

and is unlikely to require permitting. CEQA compliance has not yet been initiated but the project 

proponents anticipate that a negative declaration or a mitigated negative declaration may be 

sufficient (FCGMA 2018). The project could be implemented when FCGMA is able to collect 

replenishment fees, and willing lessors are found to participate.  

5.6.5 Metrics for Evaluation of Project No. 5 

The metric for evaluation of the Temporary Agricultural Land Fallowing Program will be the 

volume of groundwater that is not produced from wells that supply the fallowed acreage. FCGMA 

has required groundwater production reporting since 1983. Groundwater production rates from 

before the project is implemented will be compared to groundwater production rates when the 

parcel or ranch has been fallowed. If the project is implemented, the historical production rates 

and associated base period for calculating those rates will be determined. 

5.6.6 Economic Factors and Funding Sources for Project No. 5 

The funding source for this project is anticipated to be replenishment fees collected by FCGMA. 

The cost of water under this project is estimated to be $1,200 to $1,800 per acre-foot. Any action 

taken by the FCGMA Board to impose or increase a fee shall be taken by ordinance or resolution, 

and notice shall be provided of any meeting at which imposition of the ordinance or resolution will 

be discussed (see Section 5.2.6) 

5.7 MANAGEMENT ACTION NO. 1 – REDUCTION IN 
GROUNDWATER PRODUCTION 

5.7.1 Description of Management Action No. 1 

The primary management action proposed under this GSP is a Reduction in Groundwater 

Production from the Oxnard Subbasin. FCGMA has had the authority to monitor and regulate 

groundwater production in the Oxnard Subbasin since 1983. The FCGMA Board has used its 

authority to reduce groundwater production from the Subbasin in the past, and will continue 

to exert its authority over groundwater production as the Groundwater Sustainability Agency 

for the Subbasin.  
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The estimated long-term rate of groundwater production in the UAS that will prevent net seawater 

intrusion after 2040 is approximately 32,000 AFY ± 4,100 to 6,000 AFY (see Section 2.4.5). The 

estimated long-term rate of groundwater production in the LAS that will prevent net seawater 

intrusion after 2040 is approximately 7,000 AFY ± 2,300 to 3,600 AFY (see Section 2.4.5). 

Reductions in groundwater production were modeled as a linear decrease from the 2015–2017 

production rates. The exact reductions that will be implemented in the Subbasin over the next 5 

years will be determined by the FCGMA Board based on the data collected and analyzed for this 

GSP. These reductions will be evaluated based on the potential paths to reaching sustainability 

discussed in Chapter 3.  

5.7.2 Relationship of Management Action No. 1 to  
Sustainability Criteria 

Reducing groundwater production in the Oxnard Subbasin has a measurable impact on 

groundwater elevations. Groundwater elevations, in turn, control seawater intrusion. Seawater 

intrusion occurs in the Subbasin when groundwater elevations fall below threshold elevations that 

maintain sufficient hydrostatic pressure to keep seawater from moving landward. The relationship 

between seawater intrusion and groundwater elevation is impacted by groundwater production 

throughout the Subbasin, but is strongest in wells adjacent to the coast.  

The effect of Reduction in Groundwater Production on groundwater level elevations was simulated 

using a numerical groundwater model (see Section 2.4.5). The results of the model and the relationship 

between Reduction in Groundwater Production and the sustainability criteria is discussed below.  

Relationship to Minimum Thresholds 

In the absence of additional projects, purchase of imported water, and shifting groundwater 

production locations, Reduction in Groundwater Production in the Subbasin is a critical component 

of achieving sustainability. When groundwater production was reduced from the 2015–2017 

average production rates, simulated future groundwater elevations in the Subbasin recovered to 

elevations that remained above the minimum threshold after 2040 (see Section 2.4.5). The long-

term production rate necessary to maintain groundwater elevations above the minimum threshold 

depended on several factors, including the simulated future climate, the quantity of surface water 

available to recharge the Subbasin, and the number of projects undertaken. Therefore, the 

numerical groundwater simulation results suggest a range of potential reductions in groundwater 

production that will maintain groundwater elevations above the minimum thresholds. This range 

is anticipated to change as additional data are collected and additional projects are implemented 

over the next 5 years. Therefore, any reductions implemented by the FCGMA Board over the 

initial 5-year period after the GSP is adopted will be evaluated and may be changed as warranted 

by future conditions in the Subbasin.  
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Relationship to Measurable Objectives 

The relationship between Reduction in Groundwater Production and the measurable objectives is 

similar to the relationship between Reduction in Groundwater Production and the minimum 

thresholds. Numerical groundwater model simulations suggest a range of potential groundwater 

production rates that would result in groundwater elevations that are higher than the measurable 

objective half of the time and lower than the measurable objective half of the time (see Section 3.5, 

Measurable Objectives). As discussed previously, this range is anticipated to change as additional 

data are collected and additional projects are implemented over the next 5 years. Therefore, any 

reductions implemented by the FCGMA Board over the initial 5-year period after the GSP is adopted 

will be evaluated and may be changed as warranted by future conditions in the Subbasin. 

5.7.3 Expected Benefits of Management Action No. 1 
The primary benefit related to Reduction in Groundwater Production is recovery of groundwater 

elevations that have historically allowed for seawater intrusion in the Oxnard Subbasin. Reduction 

in Groundwater Production can be used to close any differential between groundwater elevations 

that can be obtained through implementation of projects and the groundwater elevations necessary 

to prevent future net seawater intrusion in the UAS and the LAS.  

5.7.4 Timetable for Implementation of Management Action No. 1 
The FCGMA Board already has the authority to reduce groundwater production in the Subbasin. 

Therefore, reductions can be implemented within months of GSP adoption, once the proposed 

reductions have gone through the FCGMA Board approval process.  

5.7.5 Metrics for Evaluation of Management Action No. 1 
The metric for evaluation of Reduction in Groundwater Production will be groundwater elevations 

in the UAS and the LAS. As groundwater elevations recover, additional projects are developed, 

and basin management is optimized, groundwater production rates will continue to be evaluated 

and adjusted accordingly.  

5.7.6 Economic Factors and Funding Sources for Management 
Action No. 1 

Program administration, investigations, inspections, compliance assistance, and enforcement of 

the Reduction in Groundwater Production management action will rely on funding from pumping 

fees imposed by FCGMA. Economic factors that will affect Reduction in Groundwater Production 

include impacts to the users of groundwater in the Subbasin. Potential economic impacts to 

stakeholders will be considered in the decision process for selecting future groundwater production 

rates and reductions necessary to meet the sustainability goal for the Subbasin.  
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5.7.7 Management Action No. 1 Uncertainty 

Groundwater production from the Oxnard Subbasin has resulted in historical seawater intrusion, 

and groundwater model simulations indicate that sustainable groundwater production rates will 

need to be lower than historical rates to prevent net seawater intrusion in each aquifer system after 

2040. Nevertheless, uncertainty remains regarding the exact reductions in groundwater production 

required to achieve the sustainability goals for the Subbasin. Uncertainty in the hydrogeologic 

conceptual model and the numerical groundwater model is discussed in Chapter 2 of this GSP. 

Uncertainty in the minimum thresholds and measurable objectives is discussed in Chapter 3. 

Chapters 2 and 3 also discuss uncertainty associated with the future location of groundwater 

production and impacts of projects that will optimize management of the Subbasin.  

Because of the existing uncertainty associated with future conditions in the Subbasin, a plan for 

exact reductions and groundwater elevation triggers for those reductions has not been developed 

as part of this GSP. Instead, FCGMA will work to develop this plan over next 20 years, as the 

level of uncertainty is reduced. FCGMA recognizes that a specific long-term plan that incorporates 

stakeholder feedback and the need for flexibility in groundwater management will have to be 

adopted by 2040 to provide users of groundwater in the Subbasin with the tools necessary to plan 

for sustainable groundwater production into the future.  

5.8 MANAGEMENT ACTION NO. 2 – WATER MARKET  
PILOT PROGRAM 

A Water Market Pilot Program is currently being conducted by the FCGMA as a means of 

increasing operational management of groundwater in the Subbasin. The pilot program will run 

through July 2019 and may be extended to October 2019 (FCGMA 2019). The program is open to 

agricultural operators in the Oxnard Subbasin who are authorized by FCGMA to participate. 

Participants are able to submit anonymous bids and offers to an electronic trading desk that 

matches potential buyers and sellers. Matching takes place at 4:00 p.m. on Friday each week of 

the pilot program (FCGMA 2019). Transfer of extraction allocation will be reported to FCGMA 

by the Exchange Administrator.  

Trades are limited by both geography and quantity. Transfers that result in a net increase in the 

total market allocation for participants in the Saline Water Intrusion Management Area or Pumping 

Depression Management Areas are not allowed. Additionally, participants with a well located in 

the Saline Water Intrusion Management Area may receive a transfer of market allocation only 

from another participant with a well in the Saline Water Intrusion Management Area. The same is 

true for participants in the Pumping Depression Management Areas.  
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Analysis of the Water Market Pilot Program will be conducted and its suitability for incorporation 

as a management action for the Subbasin will be determined after the pilot program is completed 

in July 2019.  
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