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FG Codle 8¢ 987 for the “hlstorlc” salmon fishery downstream.
Trig “rang phase of the: trial was forthcoming.
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2 SIor lflcant Uncertainty as to what the water supply
]morlgt \ would be, particularly if a Court imposed “Master” had
O.EJ?rjE:‘E thoerity to Implement “adaptive management”,
vtfftfated Py the Plaintiffs in the litigation.

——3 Significant uncertainty as to the costs of litigation, and
the potential significant increase in water and possibly
restoration funding costs to Friant Contractors and to all CVP
contractors (as the CVP is financially integrated).
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Jgglslatlon provide water

prlce “wet year” (RWA) water
g j'conveyance capacity improvements
s,eyerse pumping on FKC for recirculation

— Authorlzatlon for federal funding assistance for
~ Groundwater programs
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. Rellef from certain CVPIA water transfer provisions
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SROPPOrtunIty to conv. lielf Serwce Contracts to

fwroerllrnlbJ ayment Coptiacts,

SNEleater contract certainty' — no further renewals

e - U
\cgelef ted repayment using a discount factor and
jLtrerprice relief for irrigation contracts — intent that
Hercost for conversion and up front funding for
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REstoration' Flows

Friant Dam Restoration Base Flows*

Riparian Flows (Current Release) and Full Restoration Flows
Interim Flows Begin 2009
Full Restoration Flows Required by January 1, 2014

B Riparian Flow B Full Restoration Release
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Critical Critical Dry Dry Year Normal-Dry Normal- Wet Year
Low Year Year Year Wet Year
Hydrologic Water Year Type
(Frequency)

* "Buffer Flows" of up to 10% of Base flows may be added in any year
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\ Friant Division

Recirculation: Lower SJR, Delta,
Exchanges, Cross Valley Canal, AEWSD

Millerton Lake

San loaquin Rlver Y
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Sacramento and
San Joaquin River Delta

Main Features
500 CFS. Pipeline Intertie
500 CFS. Reverse Flow Pump Station
250 CFS. Reverse Flow Pump Station
125CFS. Reverse Flow Pump Station
Project Cost $12,000,000

Legend
EEEEEEEEEEERIEM Propesed Comveyance Structures
o
» D‘ Proposed Pump Stations
Concept: A-1|Date: 1-20-07

WATER USERS AUTHORITY

Drawing Not To Scale




-

NTIOW\

520 TAF

_-' . : d#
,__ﬁ' Flood
H'Ré'{eases To
_.-SJ_ x*

1,250,000 AF
delivered FKC
and MC

* Based on the past 30 years
approximately 14 million AF of water
supplies have been lost as flood flows



Statlis;of Water ManagementiGoall.
Sitial Recirculation Rlan to be developed

2flnf recirctleiiionl cltieio enlziglglel
tctions: are via Mendota Pool and' Friant
Phiractor exchange/conveyance proposals
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= WEI San Joaquin River evaluation
= —Conveyance Agreements (e.g., DWR)

- — Exchange/Transfer Agreements

e Recovered Water Account (RWA)
— Accounting methodology
— Availability determinations




. WNG Status, cont.
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snces of Failure to Meet Water Management Goal

ETTLEMENT
\Without buffer flows and
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145,000 acre-feet
117,000 acre-feet
320,000 acre-feet

140,000 acre-feet

%ﬂ@nﬂﬁumf production 51,300 acres

=
—
_—

=

“Lost Crop Production $159.3 million direct

$264.9 million total

$36.6 million direct

Income Impact $80.7 million total

Employment Impact 1,360 direct
(Jobs lost) 3,070 total
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