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Figure 10. Simulated Combined SWP and CVP South of Delta Water Service Contractor Deliveries

Average Annual (Oct-Sep) Results
SOD CVP Service Contractors and SWP Deliveries
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mNAA # Boundary 1 mH3 mH4 B Boundary 2
7000
6000 -
5000 -
4000 ~
E 3000 -+
2000 -
1000 -
Q- | | : | | - )
. LTAg w _ AN BN | D ' c
f BNAA 3326 | 4636 | 3749 { 3322 2391 g 1468
WBoundary1 4443 | = 5806 5084 4582 | 3550 | 2026
WH3 872 5246 | 435 | %M1 2728 | 1882
mH4 | 376 | 4503 | 3672 | 3184 | 236 | 1548
®Boundary2 2236 | 3697 | 2493 | 1976 | 1236 | 618

CCC-SC-1 CWF Hearing Part 2 - 2018

Slide 2



CCC-SC-1

=i
= =ELUnsy,

Contra Costa
;0“\ Canal Intake

LOS VAQUEROS \S
RESERVOIR

Sacramento, San Joaquin
BN and Mokelumne Rivers

B Delta Waterways

0 2 4 6 Miles
P e

Scals sy €
50‘5‘“

4‘"‘5‘-‘2’({;‘ i

Clifton
Court

Point

L] “Niﬂ
SACRAMENTO
N
Sacramento
River at
Freeport
NORTH BAY AQUEDUCT s mw'\
A
Emmaton 5
; Rio Vista
Collinsville Y riovista Jersey
_ = LODI

CWF Hearing Part 2 - 2018

Slide 3



Total South-of-Delta Exports and Delta Outflow
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South-of-Delta exports reduce once
San Luis Reservoir is full

Total SOD Exports and San Luis Reservoir Storage
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Exports are Constrained By Aqueduct and DMC
Capacity and South-of-Delta Export-Area Storage

Delta Diversion Points with CWF Conveyance to South-of-Delta Export Area
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Maximum diversion capacity is 23,900 cfs, but maximum south-of-Delta conveyance capacity is only 14,900 cfs.
Maximum diversion capacity under existing system (typical) is 4,600 + 6,680 cfs = 11,280 cfs
Maximum SWP diversion capacity under existing system (typical) is 6,680 cfs

Maximum SWP diversion capacity with WaterFix is 10,300 cfs  [limited by Aqueduct capacity]
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Proposed Project Would Increase Exports

During Dry Months

Total SOD Exports and Delta Outflow (cfs)
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Total South-of-Delta Exports - BA PA
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Total South-of-Delta Exports - 4A Boundary 2
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Sacramento Inflow to Delta at Freeport
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Delta Outflow in October is Unrealistically High

Delta Outflow - October
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Collinsville EC - October
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Water Quality Changes Using
16-Year and 82-Year Averaging are Quite Different

Old River at Bacon Island EC
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Old River at Bacon Island EC - March
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Delta Outflow as Percentage of Unimpaired Flow
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Principles for Developing Permit Terms

1. Set specific limits on operation of proposed project.
2. Ensure proposed project exports less water in drier periods.

3. Consider limiting use of north Delta intakes and tunnels to
times when Delta outflows are consistent with 2010 Delta
Flow Criteria.

4. Ensure proposed project does not reduce Sacramento
Inflows to Delta.

5. Require new environmental analyses of Bay-Delta impacts,
and a new water rights hearing, if future changes to SWP
and CVP systems allow greater use of WaterFix facilities.
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Conclusions

1. Close evaluation of simulated modeling of WaterFix project
Indicates project is not in public interest.

2. Modeling is fatally flawed because simulated outflows in
October with the project are unrealistically high.

3. This in turn means the potential adverse impacts to Delta
water quality are underestimated.

4. Unless new modeling is completed, SWRCB will lack the
basis to make a properly informed decision about the key
hearing questions.

5. If petition change is granted, SWRCB should consider
principles for developing permit terms proposed in my
testimony.
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