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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The purpose of this study is to quantify the surface water availability
of the Caloosahatchee River Basin. The area covered in this study includes
the fresh water zone of the Basin from Franklin Lock to Lake QOkeechobee. For
the purpose of analysis, the basin is divided at Ortona Lock into an East
Caloosahatchee Basin (ECAL) and a West Caloosahatchee Basin (WCAL). The
hydrologic data used in this study covers the period of 1966 to 1980.

Gross basin yield is defined here as the quantity of water that would
emerge at the river (under a hypothetical natural state) when all diversion
activities ceased. The actual or safe yield is that portion of the gross
yield that can be used beneficially without producing undesirable effects; it
is egual to the gross basin yield less the minimum flow requirement.

The minimum flow was established here as the quantity of water that must
enter the river to replenish the losses due to evaporation and leakage at the
gates and locks, under a critical drought condition, when all locks and gates
are closed. The minimum flow refers to a design abstraction of the local
inflow to the river and, as such, it is not controllable and should not be
mistaken as a recommended regulatory inflow to the river.

A water balance method was used to derive the yields of the basin between
1966 and 1980. The yields were then analyzed by frequency analysis for
different durations and months of a year. The results of the analysis are
summarized below:

1. Irrigation water use is the largest water use in the Caloosahatchee

Basin. It fluctuates considerably from month to month depending on

availability of rainfall to supplement the irrigation demand.



Public water use (1980) represents approximately 27% of the total
water use in the WCAL, but less than 1% in the ECAL. Public water
use in the WCAL is the fastest increasing demand due to rapid
population expansicn in metropolitan Lee County. If the present
trend continues, the public water withdrawal from the WCAL will
double in approximately eight years.

Based on the tributary inflow data collected from 1978 to 1980, a
water budget of the local inflow to the river in the WCAL was
prepared. The water budget indicates that the tributaries contribute
approximately 53% of the total basin infiow to the river, whereas the
remaining 47% consists mainly of direct groundwater seepage and
errors of the tributary flow data.

The local inflow hydrograph to the river from the ECAL was found to
be considerably smoother than that from the WCAL, indicating that the
flow attenuation effect of the ECAL is greater than the WCAL. This
may be explained by the fact that the ECAL has a flatter topography,
a greater proportion of the basin covered with wet land, and a
thicker layer of sand overlying the basin.

The yields and demands of the ECAL and WCAL for different drought
years, and for different durations and months of a year, are
summarized in Figures 14 through 17. The annual yields and demands

are tabulated below:

ECAL WCAL
Yield Demand Yield Demand
(inch} (inch) (inch) {inch)
Normal Year 12.0 1.2 10.9 1.9
10-Year Drought 2.5 2.0 6.0 2.6
20-Year Drought 0.8 2.4 5.1 2.8



Due to uneven time distribution of the yields and demands, the ECAL
and WCAL are under deficient conditions for approximately four
months in a normal year and approximately eight months in a 10-year
drought.

May demarcates the end of the dry season and the beginning of the wet
season. Storage in May is normally at its lowest Tevel; therefore,
May becomes the most critical month should rains arrive late.

Under the present structural configuration, the surface water of the
Caloosahatchee Basin has been developed to its maximum capacity.
Supplemental releases from Lake Okeechobee to meet downstream demands
are essential during the drier months when a deficient condition

occurs,



INTRODUCTION

PURPOSE

The purpose of this study is to quantify the surface water resources of
the Caloosahatchee River Basin. The results of this study may serve as a
guideline for further development, allocation, and planning of the water
resources of the basin.

The present report is addressed to the fresh water zone of the basin
between S-77 and S-79. For the purpose of this analysis, the basin is divided
at S-78 into two hydrologic units. The East Caloosahatchee Basin (ECAL) and
the West Caloosahatchee Basin (WCAL). The WCAL has a drainage area of 594
square miles which is about 60% larger than the drainage area of ECAL (372
square miles). The period under analysis is from 1966 to 1980 when the
present configuration of the river evolved.

BACKGROUND

The Caloosahatchee River Basin is located on the west side of Lake
Okeechobee and extends for a distance of approximately 60 miles to the Guif of
Mexico. The Caloosahatchee River is the largest outlet of Lake Okeechobee,
receiving approximately 37% of the total surface water outflow from the lake.
Hydrologically, the river can be divided into an estuarine zone and a fresh
water zone with the Franklin Lock (S-79) as a dividing structure.
Historically, under the natural state, the river could go dry during the dry
season, and the estuarine {saline water) front could move as far in as the
present Ortona Lock.

A series of hydraulic improvements on the Caloosahatchee River were

initiated by the Corps of Engineers and much of the work was completed by



1966. Of significant importance are (1) the straightening and deepening of
the river, notably in 1937, 1941, and 1966, to increase the conveyance
capacity of the river for flood control and navigation purposes. (2) the
completion of the Ortona and Moore Haven Locks in 1937 (S-78 and S-77) to
regulate the channel and lake (QOkeechobee) stage, and (3) the completion of
the Franklin Lock (S-79) in 1966 to maintain a freshwater head upstream and to
1imit the saline water front at the lock.

The surface water drainage system is hydraulically connected to the water
table aquifer. It is considered that the shallow groundwater system is
inseparable from the surface water system and, in the present analysis, is
treated as a single hydrologic unit. The surface water, in this report,
refers to that portion which emerges as surface water in the river, although
its origin may be from shallow groundwater storage, surface water storage,
direct storm runoff, or irrigation return flow.

SOURCES OF DATA

The sources of data are varied, and those of primary importance are:

1. Evaporation pan data at Belle Glade, Clewiston, and Moore Haven from
the U. S. Weather Bureau.

2. Rainfall data from seven stations: (MRF6038, 7043, 6044, from the U.
S. Weather Bureau; MRF5021, 5004, from the Florida Forestry Service;
MRF250, 227, from SFWMD, Figure 1).

3. Discharge data at S-77, $S-78, S-79, and the Townsend Canal from the
U.S.G.S.

4. Groundwater level data from the U.S.G.S. (Figure 1).

5. Tributary flow data at Cypress Creek, Jack's Branch, Banana Branch,
and Crawford Canal for the period 1978 to 1980 from the Data
Management Division, SFWMD (Figure 1).

-5-



6.

Geologic data from the SFWMD Technical Publication (82-1), Design
Memorandum of the Caloosahatchee River (U. S. Army Corps of
Engineers, 1957 to 1964), and from U.S.G.S. publications (Boggess and
Missimer, 1975).

Land use data prepared by the Land Resources Division, SFWMD.

Public water withdrawal data from the Florida Department of Natural

Resources and the SFWMD Water Use Division.



_ GENERAL DESCRIPTION
TOPOGRAPHY

A topographic map of the Caloosahatchee River Basin is shown in Figure 2.
Figure 3 shows a north-south cross-section of the WCAL, and Figure 4 shows a
longitudinal profile of the river channel. Generally, the ECAL has a milder
relief than the WCAL, and in the vicinity of Lake Okeechobee, the terrain is
nearly flat. The relief is generally steeper on the north side of the river
than on the south side, reaching a maximum of 75 ft ms1 in the WCAL. The
relief on the south side is nearly flat but steepens rather rapidly within a
few miles towards the river. The south_side of the river, in its natural
state, was poorly drained with numerous sloughs and swamps. With the
construction of numerous controlled drainage and irrigation canals, the
drainage on the south side has been generally improved and the basin south of
the river has become a highly developed agricultural area.
LAND USE

The land cover patterns of the ECAL and WCAL are shown in Table 1. Urban
areas occupy about 1% in the ECAL and about 5% in the WCAL. Much of the urban
areas are located adjacent to the river and are hydraulically connected to the
surface water system. Although the percentage of urban area is small, the
runoff generated from it may be proportionally significant both in terms of
quantity and quality. The largest land use in the Caloosahatchee River Basin
is agriculture which occupies about half the basin area. More than 80% of the
agriculture area is used for cattle farming, with the remaining being used for
truck crops, citrus, sugar cane, and other crops. Approximately half the
basin area is undeveloped, consisting of rangeland and forested upland located
in the north side of the basin, and wetlands located primarily in the south

side of the basin.
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TABLE 1

Land Use Patterns
Caloosahatchee River Basin, 1981*

ECAL {acres) WCAL (acres)

I. Urban and Built-Up Land 1,530 ( 1%) 18,993 ( 5%)
I1. Agriculture
Truck crop 2,000 2,315
Citrus 3,000 29,119
Sugar Cane 4,163 500
Irrigated improved pasture** 66,614 63,814
Non-irrigated improved pasture** 38,791 97,428
Unimproved pasture 5,297 10,266
Total Agriculture 119,865 (50%) 203,442 (54%)
III. Native Areas {(rangeland, forest,
wet Tands, etc.) 116,425 (49%) 157,565 (41%)
237,820 380,000

* Based on 1978 land use from the Land Resources Division, SFWMD and
Ray Burgess by personal communication.

** Various degree of improvement ranging from seedling alone to seed-
ling, fertilizing and irrigation.
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RAINFALL AND EVAPORATION

The mean annual rainfall for the basin is approximately 50 in. The mean
annual evaporation from the basin, based on the mean evaporation data at Moore
Haven and Belle Gtade, and assuming a pan evaporation coefficient of 0.6, is
approximately 40 in. Thus, the evapotranspiration (ET) loss represents
approximately 80% of the rainfall. It also indicates that the mean annual
yield of the basin is approximately 10 inches or 20% of the mean annual
rainfall. However, for a more accurate assessment of the yield, the timing of
the rainfall, demands and other factors must be taken into consideration.

A large portion of the surplus rainfall is released to the river as
runoff by irrigation canals and natural streams during the wet season, while
relatively little can be stored for use during the dry season. Rainfall in
the Caloosahatchee Basin, therefore, is only slightly in excess of all the
losses in a normal year and the basin is dependent on releases from Lake
Okeechobee to supplement local demands during the drier months.

SURFACE WATER CONDITION

The tributaries of the Caloosahatchee River Basin and the gauging
stations are shown in Figure 1. The drainage density (drainage length divided
by drainage area) is considerably greater in the WCAL than in the ECAL. The
greater drainage density in the WCAL is believed to be caused by the less
porous soil and the steeper relief.

The largest tributaries include Cypress Creek, Jack's Branch, Banana
Branch, Crawford Canal, Townsend Canal, C-19, Myrtle Canal, Flaghole Canal,
and Diston Canal. There are other small tributaries not mentioned here that
generally go dry during the dry season. Many canals and tributaries have

control structures such as pump stations, gated spillways, or culverts with

-13-




adjustable riser boards. These structures provide drainage during the wet
months and allow water conservation during the dry months.

In general, tributary flows in the basin are complex due to the many
controlled drainage systems that alter the natural flow pattern. Townsend,
Flaghole, and Diston Canals are the largest canals in the basin. They convey
relatively large flows to the river during the wet season and reverse the flow
frequently by irrigation pumping during the dry periods. The surface flow
pattern is often compliicated by the existence of many irrigation wells and
pumping facilites that alter the normal base flow to some tributaries,
increasing, to a lesser extent, the base flow to some of the tributaries
through irrigation return flow.

Historically, before the construction of the Frankiin Lock, the river was
affected by tidal changes as far east as Ortona. The mean low water stage at
La Belle during that period was 0.1 ft ms1. After completion of the Franklin
Lock in 1966, the river stage between S-77 and $-78 has been maintained at
11 ft ms1, and at 3 ft ms1 between $5-78 and S-79. Thus, a fresh water head is
maintained above the Franklin Lock reducing the intrusion of saline water.
Furthermore, the river channel has been straightened and deepened considerably
for the purposes of navigation and flood control. The portion of the river
water above S$-79 has become the major source of fresh water supply to
metropolitan Lee County.

GROUNDWATER CONDITIONS

The SFWMD identified three major aquifer systems in the Caloosahatchee
River Basin (Hydrogeologic Reconnaissance of Lee County, Florida, 1982). They
are the Surficial, Hawthorn, and Floridan Aquifer systems. The general

configuration of the aquifers is shown in Figure 5.

-14-
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The Surficial Aquifer is the uppermost water table aquifer, and consists
of very Toose, sandy, shelly material known as Pamlico Sand. The surficial
sand is exposed to the surface in most parts of the Caloosahatchee River Basin
except in the eastern portion around Lake Hicpochee where a layer of muck soil
overlies the sand. As the sand is exposed to the surface, recharge from
rainfall to the aquifer is quick and effective. Figure 3 shows a north-south
section of the WCAL depicting the water table slope on the south side of the
river. Figure 6 shows a water table contour map of the same area on August 3,
1978. Both figures indicate that the water table follows the land surface
elevation, and the water table stage is consistently higher than the river
stage. Thus, the Surficial Agquifer maintains low flows at the tributaries and
discharges directly to the river. Recharge to the aguifer, on the other hand,
is received mainly from local rainfall within the basin.

The Hawthorn Agquifer system consists of an upper Sandstone Aguifer and a
lower Mid-Hawthorn Aquifer. The Sandstone Aguifer is separated from the
Surficial Aquifer above by a layer of soft calcarious clay known as Buckingham
Marl. The Buckingham Marl is semi-impervious and is absent in some locations;
as such, its connection to the Surficial Aquifer is apparent. The Sandstone
Agquifer probably receives most of its recharge from the Surficial Aquifer as
its potentiometric surface is slightly below the water table elevation in most
inland areas. The Mid-Hawthorn Aquifer that lies below the Sandstone Aquifer
consists of fractured limestone, dolomite, and sandstone. Its potentiometric
surface is slightly higher than the water table elevation, and its recharge is
probably due to leakages from the deeper aguifers below.

The Floridan Aquifer system consists of the deeper limestone aquifers
including the Lower Hawthorn and the Suwanee Aquifers. The potentiometric
surface of the Floridan Aquifer system is approximately 20 to 30 feet above

-16-
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the land elevation; as such, it is under highly artesian conditions. Recharge
to the Floridan Aguifer system is from the high areas north of Lake
Okeechobee, mainly in Polk County where, the aquifer crops ocut. Hydraulic
connection to the upper aquifers in the Caloosahatchee River Basin is probably
small, as the upper confining layer is relatively thick and impervious.

Much of the groundwater supply in the basin is obtained from the
Surficial, Sandstone, and Mid Hawthorn Aquifers where the water is generally
of good quality. Relatively little is obtained from the deeper aquifers where
the water is highly mineralized. Leakage from the deeper aquifers to shallow
wells through the aguitard and abandoned deep wells, however, is evident from
the high chloride content in some localized areas.

During the design phase of the Franklin Lock and C-43, a large number of
shallow (less than 100 feet) soil borings were drilled by the Corps of
Engineers along the banks of the river (Design Memorandum, Part IV,
Caloosahatchee River and Control Structures, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers,
1957 and 1964). The geologic profile of the Caloosahatchee River obtained
from such an exploration program is redrawn in Figure 4.

Assuming that the geologic profile depicted in Figure 4 is generally
represantative of the entire Caloosahatchee River Basin, it would indicate
that the ECAL is covered with a much thicker layer of surficial sand than the
WCAL. Therefore, the ECAL is more porous and this may explain the fact that
the ECAL has a smaller drainage density.

LOCAL INFLOW ANALYSIS

The daily local inflow hydrograph to the Caloosahatchee River from the
ECAL is plotted in Figure 7 for the periods of 1977 and 1978. The local
inflow from the ECAL was computed as the difference of the discharges at S-78
and S-77 after adjustment of the channel precipitation and evaporation.
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Channel storage variation is ignored since the regulation schedule maintains
the river stage at a nearly constant level throughout the year. Using a
similar approach, the local inflow from the WCAL was computed and plotted in
Figure 8.

The outflow hydrograph of a basin reflects the hydrogeologic
characteristics of the basin. A basin of large flow attenuation capacity
tends to generate hydrographs with a smooth shape. The flow attenuation
capacity of a basin is directly proportional to the size of the basin, the
flatness of the topography, and the extent of the surface water and
groundwater storage. Despite the fact that the ECAL is only two-thirds the
size of the WCAL, the local hydrograph of the ECAL is considerably smoother
than that of the WCAL (compare Figures 7 and 8). This may be explained by the
fact that the ECAL has a flatter topography, a greater portion of the land
covered with wet land, and a thicker layer of sand overlying the basin.

Five major tributaries in the WCAL were gauged by the District between
1978 and 1980 (Figure 1). Discharge data from these tributaries were used to
prepare a water budget of the Tocal inflows in the WCAL. The water budget is
summarized in Table 2 below. The detailed water budget is shown in Table 3.

TABLE 2

Percentage Distribution of Local Inflows
WCAL 1978 to 1975

Mean Tributary Flows
Monthly Inflow North South
to River of River of River Total Residual*
Wet Season 100% 18% 34% 52% 48%
(May-0Oct.) (38,039 AF)
Dry Season 100% 24% 31% 85% 45%
(Nov.-April) (27,837 AF)

*Residual term consists of groundwater seepage and errors of tributory flow
components. If it is assumed that the tributary flow data are within 15%
error, the groundwater seepage term would amount to about 32% to 62% of the
total inflow.
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The drainage area of the gauged tributaries covers approximately 60% of
the total basin area of the WCAL. The discharges of the ungauged tributaries
must be estimated. In the present analysis, the discharges of the ungauged
tributaries were estimated from the discharge data of the gauged tributaries
by a drainage area ratio method. Other components of the water budget such as
seepage, overland flow, and pumpage cannot be determined with any certainty
because of the lack of data and, therefore, are included in the residual term.

Table 2 indicates that the tributary inflows from the south side of the
river are greater than those from the north side of the river, and the
differences are greater during the wet season than in the dry season. Since
the drainage areas on both sides of the river in the WCAL are almost equal, it
suggests that the more numerous drainage canals south of the river have the
effect of increasing the tributary cutflow during the wet season, whereas
irrigation practice during the dry season tends to reduce it.

The residual term shown in Table 2 is relatively large, representing
almost 47% of the total inflow to the river. Assuming direct overiand runoff
to the river is generated within one-half mile of the river, the contribution
of water from direct overland flow 15 small (less than 5% using a runoff
coefficient of 0.3) due to the effective interception by the tributaries.

This suggests that the residual term is comprised mainly of groundwater
seepage and errors of the tributary flow data. If it is assumed that the
tributary flow data are within a 15% error rate the total groundwater seepage
term would range from 32% to 62% of the total inflow.

One should be cautious that the local inflow analysis was based on a
short period of record between 1978 and 1979. Furthermore, the analysis was
based on the inflow data from the WCAL, as similar data were lacking in the
ECAL. For these reasons, the local inflow distribution may be gquite different
for the ECAL and for other periods.
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BASIN YIELD
GENERAL
The yield of a basin can be defined in various ways depending on the
situation of the basin. The yield of the Caloosahatchee River Basin is

defined here as a portion of the estimated natural local inflow to the river

that can be allocated for beneficial use without producing undesirable
effects.

Only a portion of the total inflow to the river is considered the yield,
as a certain amount of minimum flow must be released to the river to minimize
the undersirable effects. Only the local inflow is included. The supple-
mental release from Lake Okeechobee is not considered as a portion of the
yield because the lake storage is also shared by other parts of south Florida.
Because human activities have altered the natural flow pattern, the natural
local inflow is unknown and must be estimated .

In order to assess the water availability of a basin, it is necessary to
quantify the yield. It is not sufficient to quantify the annual yield alone
it is also important to quantify the time and spatial distribution of the
yield. Furthermore, it is equally important to quantﬁfy, to the same extent,
the consumptive demand of the basin that must be met by the yield.

In the present approach, the basin was divided at Ortona Lock (S-78) into
an East Caloosahatchee Basin (ECAL) and a West Caloosahatchee Basin (WCAL).
The yields of the basin for the period of 1966 to 1980 were computed by a
water balance method considering all inflows and outflows to and from the
river channel. The consumptive demand of the basin was estimated from the
pumpage records of water companies and from the Soil Conservation Service
TR-21 method for irrigation water demand. The estimated yields and demands
were treated with various statistical techniques. The yield and demand
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re]ationship for different frequencies, durations, and months of a year were
depicted.

For clarity of the discussion to follow, several important terms used are
defined below:

Surface Water - The quantity of water that emerges as surface water

at the river regardless of its origin.

Water Withdrawal, Pumpage - The guantity of raw water that is pumped

or diverted from surface or groundwater bodies.
Return Flow - The portion of the water withdrawn that is returned to
the natural or groundwater system.

Water Use, Demand, Consumptive Demand - Quantity of water that is

actually consumed. It is equal to the quantity withdrawn less the
quantity of return flow. In irrigation, it is essentially equal to
the evapotranspiration (ET) of a crop under optimum growth condition.

PUBLIC WATER WITHDRAWAL

There are five major water utility companies (two surface water and three
groundwater) that withdraw water from the Caloosahatchee Basin. Four of the
water companies are located in the WCAL and one in the ECAL. The pumpage data
between 1975 to 1980 are shown in Table 4. The data were obtained from
pumpage records furnished by the Department of Natural Resources and the
Resource Control Department, SFWMD.

The largest withdrawals are taken from the Caloosahatchee River upstream
of $5-79 to supplement the water demands of the City of Fort Myers and western
Lee County. The other three water companies supply water to Lehigh Acres,

La Belle and Moore Haven, all of which withdraw water from the shallow

groundwater aquifer.
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The public water withdrawal in the ECAL is small and has remained
relatively constant for the past 10 years. Assuming that 45% of the water is
consumed (typical of United States urban water consumption), the public water
demand amounts to less than 1% of the total water use in ECAL in 1980.

The public water withdrawal in the WCAL is much larger due to heavy
withdrawal of the river water above Franklin Lock to supplement the demand in
metropolitan Lee County. Moveover, since the sewage treatment plants are
located below Franklin Lock, none of the unconsumed water returns to the WCAL.
It can, therefore, be assumed that 95% of the water withdrawn is consumed.
Accordingly, the public water use in the WCAL in 1980 amounted to 27% of the
total water use. The public water use has also increased steadily due to the
population expansion in the western portion of Lee County. If the present
trend continues, the public water use in the WCAL will double in approximately
eight years.

In the water balance analysis, a linear equation was fitted to the public
water withdrawals. Withdrawal prior to 1975 was extrapolated from the linear
equation. Consumptive use was assumed, as explained above, to be 45% and 95%
for the ECAL and WCAL, respectively.

TABLE 4

Public Wataer Withdrawal in MGD
(Department of Natural Resources)

Water Company 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

City of La Belle .066 225 .318 .318 .327 .382
City of Fort Myers 4,610 5.131 5.936 6.205 7.139 7.789
Lehigh Acres .586 .643 .850 .875 .787 .841
Lee County 2.683* 3.165* 3.696 4.141 4,445 5.203
Moore Haven . 194* .197* . 200%* .203 224 .204
Total WCAL 7.943 9.163 10.8 11.539 12.698 14,215
Total ECAL .194* L197* .200 .203 .224 . 204
*Estimated
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IRRIGATION WITHDRAWALS

Whereas the public water demand is rather constant or increases steadily,
the irrigation demand fluctuates considerably from month to month, depending
upon the availability of rainfall to satisfy the evapotranspiration demand
(ET). An exact quantification of the irrigation demand is not possible due to
the tack of pumpage records and the many factors involved. An indirect
estimation method must be used.

The Soil Conservation Service TR-21 (1967) method was used to estimate
the irrigation demand. The TR-21 method can be divided into two major steps:
1) the crop ET demand was estimated by the Blaney-Criddle Method; 2) the
amount of rainfall effective in satisfying the ET demand was estimated by the
SCS effective rainfall formula. The non-negative difference of the ET demand
and the effective rainfall is the irrigation requirement.

Since local lysimeter studies of crop demands were available, local data
were used to estimate the ET demand directly. The ET demand for citrus,
pasture, truck crops and sugarcane in South Florida are shown in Table 5. The
data were compiled from the results of several lysimeter studies in South
Florida conducted by various researchers. The ET demands represent the
quantity that would result in optimum growth of the crop. In the
Caloosahatchee Basin, the improved pasture rarely obtains optimum irrigation
application; therefore, in computing the ET demand for the improved pasture,
only one-third of  the ET demand was assumed to be effective. For the purpose
of simplifying the computation, a composite ET demand of all crops was derived
based on the weighted average of the ET demand of all crops in the
Caloosahatchee Basin. The composite ET demand was applied to the total

irrigated acreage to obtain the actual ET demand.
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TABLE 5

Consumptive Demand (ET) of Major Crops

Citrus/Pasture{l) Truck Crops(2) Sugarcane(3)
(in.) (in.) (in.)
January 2.1 2.7 1.4
February 2.6 2.7 1.1
March 3.6 3.4 2.5
Aprii 4.5 3.7 3.4
May 5.3 0.0 ) 4.8
June 4.4 0.0 ) 6.0
July 4.9 0.0 ( (4) 6.5
August 4.8 0.0 ) 6.7
September 4.0 0.0 ) 5.1
October 3.6 3.5 5.2
November 2.7 2.9 3.2
December 2.1 2.6 2.6
Total 44.6 21.5 48.5

(1) Combined data from research at Soil, Water, Atmosphere, and Plant
Project in Fort Pierce, and lysimeter data at the Agricultural
Research Service in Fort Lauderdale.

(2) Data extrapolated from WRC-2 paper, Water Resources Council,
University of Florida as an average for all vegetables.

(3) ASAE paper 79-2095, S. F. Shih, Everglades Experimental Station
presented in June 1979.

(4) Truck crops are not grown in south Florida during the summer
mohfﬁs.

The total irrigated acreage for 1957, 1972, 1978 is shown in Table 6, and
a4 linear equation was fitted to the acreage shown in Table 6 for interpolation

of the irrigated acreage in intervening years.
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TABLE 6

Total Irrigated Acreage¥*

Year 1957 1972 1978
ECAL 2,900 69,800 75,800
WCAL 4,300 84,900 95,000

*Prepared by the Land Resources Division, SFWMD.

The portion of the rainfall that is effective in satisfying the ET demand
is defined in the TR-21 procedure as the effective rainfall. The effective
rainfall depends on the quantity and timing of the rainfall and the ET demand.
The following is an effective rainfall formula, developed by the Soil

Conservation Service from field and laboratory studies:

RE = (0.70917rT0-82416 . 0.11556)(10)0.02426ET

where RE = Effective rainfall in inches
RT = Total rainfall in inches
ET = Consumptive demand of crop in inches

The above equation assumes that the irrigation app]icdtion depth is 3 in.
and that any surplus rainfall will be lost in deep percolation or runoff. The
positive difference between the ET demand and the effective rainfall is the

estimated irrigation demand.
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MINIMUM FLOW REQUIREMENT

As previously stated, the basin yield is defined as that portion of the
estimated natural inflow which can be allocated for beneficial use without
producing undesirable effects. Certain minimum flow (and/or minimum stage)
must be released to the river in order to minimize the undesirable effects.
The concerns for the Caloosahatchee River are varied:

1. The water between $5-79 and the Lee-Hendry County 1ine must be of
Class I-A quality (FDER Water Quality Standard classification)} to
supply potable water to metropoiitan Lee County.

2. The water east of the Lee-Hendry County line and in all tribu-
taries should be of Class III water to maintain a balanced fish
and wildlife ecology, recreational value, and to suppiement
irrigation demand.

3. The river must maintain sufficient depth for navigation and to
reduce salt water movement upstream.

4, There must be sufficient fresh water release from Franklin Lock
to maintain a balanced estuarine ecology downstream.

The minimum stage has been established by the Corps of Engineers as the
regulation stage of 3 ft ms1 between $-78 and $S-7%, and 11 ft ms] between S-77
and S-78, The regulation stage was established mainly on the basis of
maintaining a fresh water head at S-79 to minimize saline water intrusion and
to provide sufficient depth for navigation.

A minimum flow criterion at the river, based on water quality and
environmental concerns, has not been established officially; however, it is
difficult and probably not advisable to establish one. The quaﬁity of the
river water is not a simple function of the rate of flow, but is dependent
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upon many factors such as the time of the year; the temperature; the change in
land use and cultural practices; the variation of the relative contribution
from rainfall, seepage, tributary inflow, and Lake Okeechobee releases. In
the past, releases from Lake Okeechobee were made to flush the river whenever
an algal bloom occurred or whenever the salinity had risen to an intolerable
level. Moreover, releases from Lake Okeechobee and Franklin Lock were made
reqularly for lockages and for regulating the lake and river stages. These
periodic releases appear to be adequate enough to control the water guality
condition; therefore, establishing a mandatory minimum flow at the river would
seem to be unnecessary.

Under critical drought conditions, lockages in the river will be
suspended and the gates at S-79 will be closed. Certain minimum flow,
however, must enter the river to maintain the regulation stage. The minimum
flow requirement under such a drought condition is equal to the loss in the
river due to evaporation in the channel and leakages at the gates and Tocks.
Accordingly, the losses in the eastern and western portions of the river can
be estimated at 300 and 800 ac/ft per month. These values were established as
the minimum flow requirements for the Caloosahatchee River in this study.

It should be emphasized that the minimum flow reguirements established
here are simply a criterion used for the purpose of estimating the basin
yield. As different from the regulation stage, this minimum flow requirement
is not a recommended regulatory release to the river, but refers to the local
inflow to the river, including seepage and other uncontrollable inflows.

COMPUTATION OF THE BASIN YIELD

Computation of the basin yield is based on a monthly water budget of the
inflows and outflows to and from the river channel. The period chosen is from
1966 to 1980 when the present configuration of the river was evolved.
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The local inflow to the river was computed by the following equations:

For ECAL: Inflow = S78 - S77 - Rain + Evap (1)

For WCAL: Inflow = S79 - S78 - Rain + Evap (2)

Where : S§79, 578, and S77 are the discharges at Franklin,
Ortona, and Moore Haven Locks, respectively. Rain
and Evap are channel precipitation and evaporation,
respectively.

Discharge data for S-78 are available only after June 1971. Discharge
data prior to June 1971 for S-78 were estimated. A stepwise regression
analysis was used to correlate the discharge at 5-78 with the discharge at
S-77, discharge at S-79, precipitation and evaporation at the channel, and the
estimated pumpage. The regression analysis indicates that the discharge at
S$-78 1is highly correlated with the discharges at S$-77 and S-79, but has
virtually no correlation with the other components. Thus, the discharge data
at S-78 were extended for the missing period by a linear multiple regression
equation with the concurrent discharges at S-77 and $S-79. The multiple
correlation coefficient for the above regression equation is 0.991.

The channel precipitation was obtained as the arithmetic mean of four
rainfall stations near the river. The channel evaporation was obtained as the
arithmetic mean of the pan evaporation data at Moore Haven and Belle Glade
using a pan coefficient of 0.75. The channel precipitation and evaporation
are generally insignificant compared with the other water budget components.
However, during low flow periods, they may turn out to be in the same order of
magnitude as the other components.

The channel storage variation was neglected in the water budget eguation.

[t was assumed that the storage change was negligible due to the fact that the
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channel stage is regulated at a nearly constant level at all times. However,
occasionally there were large releases from Lake Okeechobee to regulate the
lake stage and control the salinity or algal bloom at the river. Such large
releases occurred infrequently (six occurrences between 1973 and 1979), and
each time a large release lasted for less than a week. On a monthly water
budget, it is considered that such a release has 1ittle effect except when it
occurs at the beginning or the end of a month.

The inflow computed from equation (1) or (2) refers to the actual inflow

to the river in ECAL and WCAL, respectively, under the existing conditions.

This actual inflow includes the effects of all human activities such as

groundwater and surface water pumpage and diversion activities. The estimated

natural inflow, here defined as the hypothetical inflow under a hypothetical

condition when all the consumptive demands were reduced to zero, equals the

actual inflow plus the demand adjustment. The basin yield equals this

estimated natural inflow minus the minimum flow requirement:

Yield = Estimated natural inflow {Actual inflow + Demand adjustment)
- Minimum flow requirement (3)

The demand adjustment was computed here simply as the estimated total
consumptive demand in the basin. It is realized that the total consumptive
demand is not exactly the same as the demand adjustment. Major discrepancy
lies in the fact that the total consumptive demand effect of the inflow to the
river is not instantaneous, but is attenuated over a long period by the
storage effect of the basin. Differences in local drainage and irrigation
practices may also modify the effect. Since it is difficult to quantify these

factors, the demand adjustment is simply computed as the estimated total
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consumptive demand. The errors introduced with such an assumption are
probably random, and when the yields are treated statistically, the errors
tend to cancel one another.

The detailed water budgets of the basin yields are tabulated in Table 7.
The yields and demands were plotted chronologically in Figure 9. In order to
magnify the detail of the yield and demand relationship during the dry
pericds, the plot in Figure 9 was scaled in such a way that the yields were
cut off at an arbitrary upper limit.

As shown in Figure 9, the yields and demands are quite variable.
Generally, low yields coincide with high demands. The variability of the
total demand is explained primarily by the variability of the irrigation
demands, as irrigation accounts for over 70% of the total water use.

The basin yield computed by the present approach may turn out to be
negative in certain dry months. Negative yield represents the amount of
supplement from upstream of the basin (Lake Okeechobee to ECAL or Ortona Lock
to WCAL). The ECAL was under deficient or negative yield conditions more
frequently due to the fact that pumping and diversion activities were
practiced more extensively in the ECAL.

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF BASIN YIELD AND DEMAND

Because of the variability of the yields and demands, it is necessary to
know the time distribution of both guantities so that the yield and demand
condition of the basin can be correctly interpreted. For this purpose, the
yields and demands were analyzed by frequency analysis for different durations
and for different months of the year.

One basic requirement for frequency analysis is that the sample of data
must be statistically stationary; that is, the data must be time independent.
Since the estimated yields include the consumptive demand effect, the yields
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can be assumed to be approximately time independent with respect to the land
use change. A similar assumption for the demands, however, is inapplicable.
Public water demand follows a predictable trend and, therefore, frequency
analysis of its distribution is unnecessary. Irrigation water demand, on the
other hand, varies substantially. 1In order to analyze the irrigation water
demand statistically, it is necessary to remove the time effect due to land
use change. It is difficult to guantify the time effect exactly as it depends
on many factors. For simplicity, it is assumed that the time effect is
explained entirely by the irrigated acreage. Thus, if the irrigation demand
is expressed in inches per irrigated area, it is approximately time
independent and, therefore, lends itself to conventional frequency analysis.

A, Freguency - Duration Curves

1. The yield-frequency-duration curves and demand-frequency-duration
curves were plotted on Gumbel Extremal Probability Paper in Figures
10 through 13. Straight lines were fitted manually to the data
points. Mathematical least square fitting is considered
inappropriate due to the short length of record and the relative
significant effect of a few outliers. The extreme values at both
ends were given less weight due to probable errors in the water
budget.

2. Annual minimum yield of a specific duration was selected from each
year and sorted in increasing magnitudes. The frequency plotting
position was computed from M/N+1, where M is the ranking of the yield
and N is the total number of years (15). Thus, the smallest yield
has a frequency of 1/16.

3. The irrigation demand-frequency-duration curves were constructed in
the same manner, except that annual maximum values were selected.
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The demand was expressed in inches per unit irrigated area. The
irrigated acreages were assumed to vary 1inearly throughout the

period of record.

B. Cumulative Yield and Demand Curves

L.

The cumulative mass curves of the yields far different drought years
can be obtained from the yield-frequency-duration curves. For
example, to obtain the cumulative yield of the ECAL in a normal year
(50% probability) for a 7-month duration, read the yield from the
yield-frequency duration diagram (Figure 10) at the 50% probability
level and from the 7-month duration curve. The yield (12,200 ac/ft
per mgnth), when multiplied by seven months, equals the cumulative
yield (85,400 ac/ft, Figure 14). The cumulative mass yield for a
normal year and for 10 and 20-year droughts were plotted in Figures
14 and 15.

The cumulative mass curves of the irrigation can be obtained in a

similar manner. In order to superimpose the tcotal demand (irrigation

and public) onto the cumulative mass yield curves, the following
assumptions were made:

a. The Jjoint occurrence of the yield and demand was assumed to have
the same probability level as that of either the yield or demand.
Thus, a 20-year yield occurs at the same time as a 20-year
demand. While not strictly accurate, this is a reasonable
assumption as large rainfall deficit often results in low basin
yield and high irrigation demand, or vice versa.

b. As the irrigation demand is expressed in depth per irrigated
area, it is necessary to multiply the irrigated area to the depth
of demand to obtain the demand in ac/ft. The irrigated area

_4]1-
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changes from year to year. The 1980 irrigated acreage was used.
To project irrigated acreage in future years, the historical
irrigated acreages listed in Table 6 can be used for
extrapolation.

c. The public water demand must be added to the irrigation demand to
obtain the total demand. The 1980 public water demand was used.
To project public water demand in future years, the historical
pumpage data in Table 4 can be used for extrapolation.

3. Positive deviation of the yield curve from the demand curve indicates
a surplus condition, whereas a negative deviation indicates a
deficient condition. The critical duration at which the cumulative
yield just equals the cumulative demand is indicated by the
intersection of the yield and demand curve. Accordingly, in a normal
year the ECAL and WCAL are under deficient conditions for a duration
of five months and four months respectively. In a 20-year drought,
the WCAL is under deficient conditions for a duration of seven
months, whereas the ECAL is under deficient conditions for
practically the entire year. Thus, both basins are highly dependent
on release from Lake Okeechobee to supplement the demand. The
maximum amount of supplement to each basin can be obtained as the
maximum negative yield from Figures 14 and 15.

C. Monthly Frequency Curves

1. The monthly yield-fregquency and monthiy demand-freguency curves were
constructed by grouping the yield or demand values of each month and
arranging the values of each month in increasing magnitudes. The
plotting positions were calculated in the same manner as for the
freguency-duration curves.
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2.

The sample of monthly yields or demands are not extremal data, but
cover a full range of maximum and minimum values. Thus, the monthly
yields and demands were plotted on Normal Probability Paper instead
of on Gumbel Extremal Probability Paper (Figures 18 through 21). The
data are very scattered and cover a much wider range than those for
the frequency-duration curves. Variability is more apparent in the
wet months than in the dry months. Variability is expected due to
the fact that the data cover a full range of high values in fload
years and low values in drought years.

Straight lines were fitted manually to the data. Since the present
interest 1ies in the low yield region, for clarity purposes the data
at high yield region are not shown. Because of the scattering of the
data, the fitted 1ines can best be considered approximate. It is
considered that it is unreliable to extrapolate values from the
fitted 1ines beyond the 10-year drought period, although it is
probably accurate enough for the more frequent occurrences.

The monthly yields and demands for a normal year and a 10-year
drought were plotted in bar diagrams in Figures 16 and 17. Bar
diagrams were used to emphasize the fact that the values shown do not
indicate the true sequence of occurrence. Thus, a 10-year drought in
January does not imply that a 10-~year drought necessarily follows in
February.

Figures 16 and 17 also indicate that April has the highest demand and
May has the lowest yield. Conjunctively, April and May are the most
critical months when the deficient conditions are most severe. May

demarcates the end of the dry season and the beginning of the wet
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season. At the same time, the storage of the basin in May is at its
lowest level. Should rains arrive late, the drought situation in May
is 1ikely to be most severe.

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION

The largest fresh water demand in the Caloosahatchee River Basin is for
irrigation. In 1980 the public water demand amounted to about 27% of the
total water used in the West Caloosahatchee Basin and less than 1% in the East
Caloosahatchee Basin. However, the public water demand in the WCAL is the
fastest increasing demand due to rapid population increase in western Lee
County. If the present trend continues, the public water withdrawal from the
WCAL will double in about eight years. The fresh water resources in western
Lee County, however, are 1imited due to the constraints of the threat of
coastal salt water intrusion to wellfields and the unsuitabitity of the river
water in western Lee County for potable use. Thus, the increasing demand in
western Lee County would inevitably impose its burden on the WCAL.

With the present structural confiquration, the surface water resource of
the Caloosahatchee Basin has been developed to its maximum capacity. In a 10-
year drought, for instance, a deficient condition would occur in the
Caloosahatchee Basin for a duration of about eight months, and releases from
Lake Okeechobee to supplement the Tocal demand would be necessary (Figures 14
and 15).

In order to avoid greater stress on Lake QOkeechobee , the increasing
water demand in the Caloosahatchee Basin must be met by the yield within the
basin itself. Thecretically, the yield of the Caloosahatchee Basin can be
expanded many times by storing the surplus runoff during the wet months for
use in the dry months. In practice, the options to store the surplus runoff
are hindered by many management, environmental, and structural limitations.
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It is beyond the scope of this study to investigate the options and their
limitations in detail. Generally, however, the option to store the surplus
runoff in surface reservoirs is rather 1Timited due to the lack of suitable
sites and the large evaporation loss in the basin. The existing storage
capacity of the aquifer is also limited due to the high water table conditions
during the wet season when surplus water is available for storage. It appears
that a more promising optian would be to expand the usage of the shallow
groundwater resource further inland, creating cones of depression, whereby
surplus runoff can be stored effectively.

In future studies of this subject, it is recommended that:

1. More field data should be collected to verify the present basin yield
estimates. Of primary concern is to improve the estimate of the
irrigation water use. To accomplish this, the agricultural land use
should be updated periodically, the amount of irrigated pasture
should be delineated, and the irrigation practices, particularly that
of pasture, should be investigated in greater detail.

2. More field data are needed to identify the shallow groundwater system
in the basin. Data collection should be concentrated in the ECAL and
the area north of the river where groundwater data are most scarce.

3. A detailed study should be conducted to investigate the conjunctive
use of surface and groundwater resources in the basin. This
includes:

a. The identification of suitable sites for storage of surplus
runoff.

b. The identification of future wellfield sites.
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The study of the feasibility of diverting surface water or

treated wastewater to recharge the existing or future wellfield

sites.

The assessment of the environmental impact that may respond to

any praoposed change.
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TEAR Ul &b ECALM  BaSIN HASIN AREA = 238000 ACRES

DATE RAIN EVAP 517 $78 INFLOW XRAIN NEVAP 5?7 S78 XINFLDW ET RE
1IN) {IN} ({CFS) [CFSI LCFS) (AF ) (AF) (AF} (AF) (AF) (IN) {IN)
l=19=bb 4,04 2.5%0 10, 213, 202, 227, 140, 6%+ 13111. 12409, l1.02 1.02
2=15-66 2479 3el2 1G, 2l3. 204, 157. 175, 555. 11842. 11305, la22 1,22
3-15-b66 53 500 1863, 2367, 508, 30, 281e 1145514 1455064, 31263, leb3 +33
4=15-a6 Zed0 G.h4 33237, ©313, 780, léb. 367« 210466, 2566068, 46401, 2.04 1.81
5=15-bb he21 ['YY DY 1828. 2002, 176, 240, 377, 112399. 12310%. 108%7. 2445 245
b=15-66 11.84 &e51 2758, 3765. 16002, [T 365, 164112, 224026. 59615, 2.04 2. 04
1-15=066 9.01 2.10 2882, 4212, 1326, 506. 286. 177207, 258983, 81557, 2424 2624
8=15+66 Q.48 587 3151, €702, 15412, 554, 330. 193747, 289088, 95116, 224 2424
9-15-66 b.82 4.80 578, 2334, 1805, 383, 273« 34393, 141879, 10737b. 1,83 1.83
.Q0=15~66 2.20Q 4,68 1833, 2353, 522, 123, 261. 112707, 144655, 3208&. 1.63 1436
ii=19=066 15 3,82 9C0. 763, =113, 8. 2l4s 535%%., 46617, =6731. 1.22 04
L2=15-bb «50 2.88 130, - T4, =54, 34, 162 7993, 4549, =3316. 1.02 «37
T0TAL 55,09 57.%56 194d40. 27382, 7904, 3092. 3230.1132301.1660091, 477928, 20.59 1&.9%
YEAR OF &7 ECALM BASIN BASIN AREA = 238000 ACRES
OATE RAIN EYAP 577 ST8 IMFLDW XRAIN XEVAP 577 578 XINFLOW ET RE
tiND) LIN} {CFS) tCFS) {CFS5) LAF) (AF) {AF) {AF) LAF ) tIND (IN)
1-15-07 117 3.21 39. 28, -9, -1 180, 2367, 1714, =539, l.02 73
2=-15-61 3.13 3.22 2G. 56, 36, 176, 181, 1133, 3105, 1977. 1.22 l.22
3=15-67 +30 Se37 139, 65, -70. 17. 301, B5%7. 3973, -4289. 1.63 36
&~15=-67 02 698 %87, 209, =271, 1. 391, 28979, 12459, ~16129. 2.0C% =.10
5=15=67 2.06 T.82 agzr. 115. -187. 116, 439. 18877, 7059, =11495. 245 1.34
6=15=67 14,09 5440 D S5bY. 573, 791. 331. 298, 34831, 34074, 2.04 2404
1-15-671 beb4? GG 5 998, 993, 363, 3t4. 307. 61334, bl0D28, 2e2% 2424
§-15-67 h.H1 Beb7 5 787, 783, 270, 3a18. 307. 48408. 48149, 2a24 224
9=15-b7 BeZ9 5434 W 340. 333, 4b5. 300, 298+ 20261. 19798, l.y2 1.83
10=45-067 2o 30 5.1b S5e 539, 637, 129, 290. 307, 39291, 39144, 1:63 Le?2
Pl-15-67 12 3+06 143, 7. =63. 7. 200, 8509. 4577, =3733, l.22 +01
12-15~-67 2416 3.0 62, 10 =52. 122, 171. 3831, 6l5%. =~3l67. 1.02 1.02
107AL 44494 0©1.87 1222, 39G9. 2702, 2522. 3472, 73759, 2378264+ 164817. 20,59 14,16

=== EAFLANATION ====-
RAINME CHAKNEL PRECIPITATICN
EVAP: CHANNEL EVAPURATIUN, C.B PAN EVAPCRATION CUEFFICIENT ASSUNMED
INFLUw: CURMPUIED AS 5 79=-3TH4EVAP-RAILN
Eld COMSUMPTIVE LW EVAPUIRAMMPIRATIUN DEMAND OF CROPS
Rit RAINFALL EFFECTLIVE IN SATLSEYING 1tk ETs ESTIMATED BY SCS TR-20 METHUD
[RK  IKRIGATJIUN DtMAND=eT~RE,EAPREDHED IN INCHES UVER IRRIGATED AREA
Pub: Pudbli wAlbw DcManD COMPILED FRUM  PUMPAGE KEeCORDS FURNISHEUD BY wATER TREATMENT PLANFS
PEMAND  TulAL CUMSLMPEIVE LiMANLsrUB*IRR
YIELU? SAbe YitlLUsinFLUwt CemAND~300, wheRE 40U 13 TlE MINIMLM FLOW mEQUIREMENT.

NEGATAVE Yicww INGICATE) THE NEeT AMUGUNT wbLEASEU FROM S~77 TG MEkTD TeE ULWNSTKEAM DEMAND.

TABLE 7. Basin Yield diter Budget

IRR
CIN}
4.00
0.00
1.30

22
0.0C
0.00
0.00
0000
0.00

27
1.19

85

IRR
tIN)

+29
g.C0
le47?
2.14
l1.1¢
0.00
0.0¢
0.00
000

21
1.21
Q0,0C

60“2

PUB
(AF)
6.
b.
6.
e.
€
6.
bl
b,
-8
be
6.
6.

73.

PUg
(AF)
b
bl
G
bl
6.
6
c'
6.
6.
b

6

T5.

DEMAKD
[AF)
b

G
7496,
1370,

b,
1648,
7231.
3953,

22139.

DEMAND
{AF )}
1753,
b
8944,
13002,
6720,
bl

-

b

bl
1308,
1394,
b

ivlsse,

Y{ELD
(AF)
12116.
11011,
38859.
47471,
10553,
59321.
81262,
94822,
107082,
33432,
200,
337,

496456,

TIELD
(AF)
914,

1683,

4355.

=3428.
-5075.
33780,
607134,
47855,
19504,
4015%2.

3361

=3461.

200375,
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YE AR UF 68 ECALM  BASIN BASIN AREA » 238000 ACRES
VATE RALN EVAP 377 576 INFLOW XRAIN XEVAP s1? 578 xINFLOW ET RE
(IN) LIN) (Crit {CESD {CFS) (AF) {AF )} CAF) (A} CAF) 19513 CINY
1-4i5-68 47 2Z.b8 1G%. 22 =dl, 26 149. 6456. 1379. -49535. 1.02 « €8
2=1o-bd 2el3 3.22 124, 424 ~60. 120, 181. 6867, 2355. =4470. l.22 l.22
3=L5-648 1.07 5.00 126, 3%, =87, &0, 2dle T4t 21680, ~5347, 1,63 « 6%
4=15-68 + B4 S.06 3it. 152, =221 47, 318, 22433. 9020« ~13143. 2404 236
3=15-068 lidle 5.34 T4, 254. 175, 6264 300. 4519« 15621, 10775. 249 AL T
&~15-68 10.87 5.30 17495, ELELN 1634, 6l0. 297, 106810+ 216238, 109115, 2404 204
T-1l5%-o0b Bebi2 5.7 3547, 5309, 1759. 495, 325. 218097, 326445. 108179, 2.24 2.24
8-15-68 4.31 bbb 3860, 4216, arz. 242. 317, 237342. 260438, 23171. 2024 2,24
G=15=066 5039 .31 2Q. 482, 463, 302, 2984 1172. 28702. 27%¢5. 1.83 1.83
10~15-08 4.33 4.63 17. 6l4. 398, 243, 260, 1015 37743. 236745. leb3 le83
l1l-15-6b [4%-14 3.26 Se i91. 386, 1a?. 183, 298. 23250, 22988, .22 1.22
12~19-68 ol8 2.62 125, 248. 125. 140. 147, T686. 15249, 7696, 1.02 «06
10TAL 5Z41% 54445 10174. 15419, 524b. 2929, 3056, 6204861, 938614 3168279. 20659 16447

YEAR UF 69 ECALM BASIN BASIN AREA = 235000 ACRES
0ATE RALN EvAP 517 578 LNFLOW XRAIN ZEVAP s 578 XINFLOW ET RE
[IN) (in) {CFS) (CF3) tCFS) (AF) LAF) {AF} LAF) (AF) {IN} (IN)
1-15-69 Le49 2481 5. 4. 20 Bae 158, 307, 3330. 3097. 1.02 292
2=15-69 179 3.40 22. 37. 17. 1Q0Q. 191. 1216. 2065, 940. l.22 110
3=15-69 4.98 3.91 FL-Lr 3560, 917. 279. 220« 162450, 216898, 56388, leb3 1.63
4=15=-69 1.0% Sedh 19%9, 2024. 33. 59. 2% 118711. 120441, 1966, 2.04 « 70
5-15-69 3,99 6. 20 idl4. 2147, 375. e24. 3648. 1115394 134844, 23029, 245 2441
6-15-69 445 550 1891, 3364, 1430, 530. 309. 112522, 201419, BBL?5. 2404 2.04
1-15=6Y 4.60 Ha43 T246. 1373. b4, 258, 305,  44271. 844340 40210, 2al% 2.24
g~15-69 0.77 2.kt 2361, 3215 8533, 380. 306, L43172. 197673, 52427, 2424 2:24
9-14=09 3483 4,00 5, -1-1-3% bEle. 2ib. 224, 298. 35620, 39332, L.63 1.63
L0=15-69 5e52 4400 42549, 5440, 1229. 310 224, 2601876, 337541. T3560. l.63 1.63
11=15-69 L«05 2489 5394, 6133, Tala 59. lo2, 320965. 364953. 44091, 1.22 o7
l12=15-6% 3.1 2+60 3e78. 4322, 4% . 175, lab. 22U%49., 265758, 27280. 1.02 1.02
TuTaL 47.64 D1.4% 264986, 32440 T4b4e 2673. 2887.145177176.197C577. 453014, 20.55 1lE.%4%

m=m== EAPLANATIUN ==<=-

RALN? CHANNEL PHECIPITATLUN
EVvAP: CHANNEL EVAPUKATLUNGS Ot PAN EVAPORATIGN CUEFFICLENT ASSUMMED
INFLUWT LUMPUTED A S7S=57HeEVAP=RALN
ET: CuMb>URPILIVE Uk EVAPUTRANSPIRATLIUN DEMANL UF CKUPS
REt RAINFALL EFFeCTiVE IN >ATESEYING IHE ETs ESTIMATED 87 SC% TR=-20 MEIHCUO
IRR IRKIGATAIUN LEMANOWET=KEEXPKESSED LN INCHES LUVER IRRIGATED AREA
Puet: PUBLIL waATER OEMAND CCPMPLLED FROF PUMFAGE RECLRUS FURNISHED BY wATER TREATMENT PLANTS
DeMmany  TGLAL CUMSUNPTIVE UeHMANO*PUBHLRR
YIlebd: dAFe YibLUwihPriynt LEMANU-3I0G, whext 300 1> THE MINIMUM FLOW REQULIKEMENT.
NEwATive YIeLo dmulCadles Tre Nef AMLUNT HLLeAScO FROM 5-77 TJ Metel THe DGCwNSTHREAM UEMAND,

TABLE 7. Basin Yield Y-ter Budget

IRR
CING
2 Th
0.00

I
le4k
0.0¢
0.00
Q.00
0.00
0.00
0.00C
0.00
296

4.11

PUB
(AF)
6.
G
Y]
b
be
B
be
be
6.
be
6.
-3}

77

PUB
{AF)
7.
bl
.'I
bs
T
6.
7
1.
b‘
Te
6.
s

Tde

DEMAND
{AF)
4500,
ba
5T70C.
9007,
6'

b

bl

6.

be

6.

b
5839,

25096,

DEMAND
(AF)
607,
135,

7.
Bl6l,
221.
b.

7.

7.

-

7.
3390.
7.

13]el.

YIELGD
{AF)
-755.
=4765.
23,
=4436,
10482,
108822,
107885,
22877,
27231.
36452,
226495.
1323%,

339716,

YIELD
LAF)
3404,
1375.
56095,
9827,
22951,
86381.
39916,
52134,
39638,
75287.
47181,
26987,

4E2575,
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Yeak UF 70

UATE KALN EVAP
LIND CIND
1-15=70 4.37 2426
é=15=70 cei2 2e%9
3=15-70 l4.06 ha22
4=12-70 05 b.05
5=15=10 YY1} L T%-1)
6~15-10 Te34 b.22
7=15~70 7+81 5:54
§=15=70 475 587
9-15-70 611 551
10-15-70 4471 .00
11=15-70 10 3.2%
12-15=-70 +25 2.85
1aTac 58¢25 H643%
YEAR GF 71
DATE RAIN EVAP
. (IN) (IN)
1-15-71 ohl 24806
2-15-71 1.01 3.3%
3=15-71 35 5.33
4=15~71 +30 6.00
5=15-71 3.04 7.10
6=15~71 11.93 5.74%
1-15-171 Tel4 530
8-15-71 745 Ydlt
¥=15~-71 6469 4,51
10=15-71 5.31 3.080
11-15=-71 l.26 3e4d
12=159=171 leld 2496
ToOTAL 46.03 55.79
----- EXFLANATION

ECALM

517
LCF5)
Yd0i.
4331,
3685.
7425,
1314,
3906.
3478,
1209.

29

36,

125.
191.

31932,

ECALS

517
{CF3)
134,
123,
329,
519
194.
=58,
=126,
-180.
5.

S
42.
106,

1093.

RAIN: CHANNEL PRECIPLITATION
EVAPT (HANMMNEL EVAFUORATIUNS Ued PAN EVAPURAIICHN CUEPFICIENT ASSUMMED
INFLOW: CUMPUTED AS ST79-5T784EVAP-RAIN
ET: CuMSUMFILIVE OUR EVAPUTKANSPIRATIUN UEMAND OF CwGPS

RE:
IRRK

BASIN

$7¢
{CF5)
Hb4hb.
4783,
6151,
7737,
1407,
4522,
4239,
1490.
268,
191,
bz.
4.

37692,

BASIN

374
{CF5)
31.
43,
149,
226,
106,
52,
353.
233,
812,
3106,
112,
B

2841,

Puds PUBLLILC WATER DEMANML CCMPILED FROM

DeMAND
TIELL:

TLTAL CUNSUHPTIVE LEMANOSPUB+IRR
S4FE YIELO=LINFLOUA* LEMAND=3IGO,

BASIN AREA = 238000 ACRES

INFLOW
{CFS)
849,
453.
2487,
314.
3.
713,
759.
282,
239.
156.
=60,
=135.

6159.

BASIN AREA » 238000 ACRES

INFLOW
(CFS)
=100,
-78.
=174,
~287.
~8%.
104.
477,
411,
80%.
3l0.
72.
=56,

1357,

XRAIN
LAF)
245,
113.
749,
3.
375,
412.
438,
4T
343,
264,
-
14,

3209.

ARA LN
(AF)
23,
57.
20.
17
171'
bb9.
401,
418,
a?s.
294.
Tl.
b4,

2583,

XEVAP
[AF)
127.
168
237.
339.
367,
349.
3ll1.
330.
309.
284,
185,
160.

577
{AF)
336690,
240532,
226582,
441818,
80795,
232542,
213854,
T4339.
1708,
2207,
7438,
11744,

578
(AF)
408773,
265611,
38069GC.
460408,
86499,
275016.
Z6lbb3.
91594,
15951,
11767,
3707.
3311,

3165.1890248.2263989.

XEVAP
(AF)
161,
187.
299.
340.
399,
322,
302.
290.
253,
217,
195.
166.

3131.

s77
(AF}
8239,
6831,
20229.
30883,
11929,
=3427.,
-7747,
=1i068,
298,
307.
2493,
6518,

65484,

578

LAF)
19268,
2377.
q91%2,
13459.
6497,
3094.
21705.
14327,
48317,
L9430,
.LLL N

491,

147440,

KALINFALL EFFECTINE M SATLSFYING THE ETs ESTIMATED &Y 5CS TR-20 METHOD
IRRIGATIUN DEMANU®ET-RE»EXPRESSED IN INCHES OVER [RRIGATED AREA
PUMPAGE RECLRUS FURNISHEU oY wATER TREATMENT PLANTS

XINFLOW
LAF)
51984,
25134,
153856,
18926,
5696.
42411,
hbb82.
17319.
14210.
9579,
-3553.,
-B287.

373637,

XINFLOW
(AF)
-bl76.
=4324,
-107598.
~17100.
=5203.
6175,
29354.
25266,
476598,
19041.
4296,
-5924,

ag504.

whEre 300 I> THe MINIMUNM FLOwW REQUIREMENT.

£7
[IN)
102
1.22
l.63
204
2.45
2,04
2e2%&
2.24
1.33
l.63
l.22
1.02

20.5¢%

ET
tIN)
1.02
1.22
1.63
2.04
2448
2404
2.24
224
1.83
1.63
1.22
1402

20459

RE
{tIN)
1.02
1.22
1.63
=06
245
2.04
2.24
2424
1.83
l.63
=.01

12

16,35

RE
(1IN}
24
-1}
«20
17
l1.90
2.04
2424
2424
1.83
l.63
79
71

l4.64

NEwATIve YiELL INCGICATES THE NET AMLUNT RELEASED FROM §5=77 TO MeET THe DUwNSTREAM DEMANG.

TABLE 7.

Basin Yield Water Budget

IRR
(IN)
C.0C
0.0¢C
0.0C
2+10
Q.30
.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0,00
1.23

»9C

bal4

PUB
(AF)
7.
6.
7.
7.
7.
T'
T«
7.
Tl

7.
7.

80,

[43]:]
(AF}
7.
G.
T
7.
7‘

7.
1.
7.
7.
7.
TI

Ble

DEMAMD
(AF )
7

6.

T,
12765,
T

T.

Te

Ts

Te

7.
7507,
5494,

25846,

DE MANG
{AF)
4761,
3542,
8708,
11402,
3326,
7.

7'

7.

Te

7.
2611
1863.

36249.

YICLD
{AF}
51671,
2484Q.
153263,
31411,
5403,
42117,
46300,
17026.
13916,
G284,
3654,
=-3093.

3956883,

YIELD
(AF}
=171%.
=1082.
~2391.,
-5998,
-217%.
2881,
2%061.
24973,
47604,
10746,
6607,
=4361.,

115153,
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YEAR OF 72 ECALM  BASIN BASIN AREA = 238000 ACRES

DATE RAIN EVAP 5717 578 INFLOW XRALIN XEVAP 517 578 XINFLOW ET PE
CINY (1IN} {CFS) (CFS)H {CFS) (AF) {AF) (AF} (AF) {AF) (iN) CINY
1=15%-72 97 Zelh 141, - =13]. 24, 154. 8610. 504. =-0060. 1.02 131
2=19-7¢ 1.83 3.30 89. 10. ~78. 103. 185. 4920, 930. ~43l4. le22 1.13
3=15-72 3.20 2413 2024 Zl. =179, 180, 288. 12420, 1316, =10996. 1.63 1.863
4=15=72 +58 5472 220. 49, =166, 33, 321. 13091. 2916, -9887. 204 «38
b=15-72 476 6440 192. 5. =134 267 3159, 11804, 3486, =~-8227. 2.45 2445
6=15-72 10.79 5493 271. 759. 483, 606+ 333. 16126. 45164. 28765, 2.04 2.04
7=15-72 4.07 598 269, 301, 3%. 228, 336. 16540, 18508, 2075, 2.24 2e2h
B=-15-72 659 5.40 58, 35, =24, 370. 306, 355%. 2140. <~1478. 2.24 2424
9-15-72 1e55 Sett 33. 58. 29, 87. 306. 1934, 3443, 1731, 1.83 1.00
10+15=-72 1425 he9h 160, 40, ~1llb. 70. 2717, 9838, 24084, ~7147. leb3 81
1i-15-72 34695 279 141, 1N =76 205. 157. 8390, 3915. ~4522. 1.22 l.22
12=15=-72 Lel4 2450 30. 13. =15 70, 163, 1826 818. =-315. 1.0¢2 « 77
Ta¥AL 40.48 56475 1805. l4l?, -373. 2272« 3185. 109121l. 0B5226. =22982. 20.59 16,52
YEAR UF 73 ECALN BASIN BASIN AREA = 236000 ACRES
DATE RALN EVAP 577 578 INFLOM XRAIN XEVAP 8717 578 XINFLOW ET RE
(IND (IN) (CFS) (CFS) {CFS) CAF) {AF) (AF) (AF) {AF) (IN} (INY
1-15~73 3.20 2436 47, lé. =33, 1B0. 132. 2859. 873. -2033. 1.02 1.02
2-15%=173 Z.91 2468 5e¢ 173, 168. i63. 150. 278. 9608. 9317. l.22 1.22
3-15-73 3.38 403 4%, 15, =-33. 190 261. 3019. 916 =2032. 163 l.63
4-15-113 leV4 590 154, 38. -112, 58. 331. 9164, 2249, =bb4l. 2.04 -3
=-15-73 Selb .35 191. 53. =143, 290Q. 356. 12113, 3259. -847. 245 2445
6=15=73 Helb Ly-1.3 42, 317, 233, 458, 3le. #B56. 16463, 13867. 2.04 2.0%
7-15-73 84806 5.07 5. &73. bbb, 4908. 285, 307, 41381, 40860, 2e24 2e24
6=-15-~73 913 4.89 Ge 1970, 1961. 512, 274. 307. 121131. 120585, 2.24 2eZ4
9=15-13 719 .00 e 1426, 1416. 437, 258, 296« B4853. 84376, 1.83 1.83
LO0=-15-73 l.81 ekt 2%. 298. . 272. 102, 307« 1777, 18323. 16751. 1.63 l.14
11=-15~73 06 XY} ill. 10. =98 J. 205, 6605, 601. -5803. 1.22 =05
1é=15%-73 1.59 2.61 81, T “73. 89, 14t 4987, 431, ~4498. l1.02 « 98
TOTAL 53.11 53.89 T69. 4994, 42264 2980. 3024, 4056%. 3024D8. 255953. 20.5% 17.4%

----- EXAPLANATLIDON ====-
RAINT CHANNEL PRECIPITATICN
EVAPI CHAWNEL EVAPOKATIUN, u b PAN LVAPURATION CUERFFICLENT ASSUMMED
INFLOW: CUMPUTED AS $79=STE+EVAP-RAIN
ETt CuMSLMPIIVE LR EVAPUIRANSPIRATIUN OUEMAND QF CRURS
RET RAINFALL EFFECTIvVe LN SATESFYING THE kT, ESTIMATED BY 5C5 TR-20 METHOD
1R IRRIGAFLUN DEMAND=ET-RESEAPRESSED IN INGHES DOVER JRRIGATED AREA
PUot PUBLIC WATER LUEMAND CLMPILED FROM PUMFAGE RECURDS FURNISHED BY WATER TREATMENT PLANTS
DeMANU  TOTAL CUMSUMPTIVE CEMANURPUBHIRR
Yl€cu: SAbe YlELUsINFLUwY SEMaAND=30U0e wheiRE 300 i3 THE WINIMUM FLO# REQUIREMENT.

NEwAILIVE YIELD IhuiCAaieS TAt tNET AMULNT RELEASED FROM S=T77 TO MetT THE UCwNSOYTKeAR DEMAND.

TABLE 7. Basin Yield Water Budget

IRR
{IN)
I“l
.10
0.00
l.b6b6
0.00
0.0C
0.00
Q.00
84
82
0.00
25

©.07

1R
(IN}
0.00
0.00
0.00
1.35
0.00
0.00
0,00
Q.00
0.00

45
1.27

104

3415

OEMAND YEELD
(AF) {AF)
2458, -5069.
598, -4015.

Ts =11289.
14109, -78.
Te =8520.
Te 28472,
7. 1782.
Ts '1771.

5067, 5517.
5017. =2429.

7. =4Bl6.
1499, 2832,

24849, =1733.

OEMAND Y1ELD

{AF} (AF)
7. =232&.

[ 9024,

T« =2325.
8201 1260.
7. -908¢C.

T« 13574,

T« 40547,

7. 120292,

7. B40QY3,

299}, 19443,
7745, las2.
259, =45%0,

19253. 271616,
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YEAR OF 74 ECALM BASIN BASIN AREA = 238000 ACRES

QATE RAIN EVAP $77 578 INFLOw XRAIN KEVAP 577 578 XINFLODw £l RE
(IN) (1IN} (CF3S) (CFS) (CFS) (AF) (AF) (AF) (AF) {AF) CIN) (1IN}
1-15-74 sl 3.00 67, 16a =47, G 168. 4132, 1682, ~-2u886. 1.02 =00
2=15-74 9% d.b2 187, b -le28. 53, 214, 10385, 309%. =T125. l.22 50
3-15-74 + %3 5.80 324, 8. =231, 52 32%. 19922. 5423, ~14225. 1.83 b1
4=15-74 1el5 G54 443, 121, =317, 6% 367. 26360, 7200. =~L88586. 2.04 76
5-15-74 Se32 6.73 337. Vb =240, 29%. are, 20721. 5903, =-14739. 2e45 2a45
b=15=74 18.01 5434 ~352. 643, 983, 1011. 29%. =20945., 38261, 58495, 2,04 2404
T-19=-14 13.78 5,34 1085, 3883. 2790, TT4, 300, 66714, 238756, 1715068, 2elh 2ech
8=15-74 7.09 504 70548, 4725, 16635, 3948, 283, 433980, 536479, 102385, 2.24 2a24
9=15-T4 7.04 5.21 265%. 3641, 980, 395. 292, 158221, 216655, 58330, 1.83 1.63
10-15-74 +95  5.23 11l. 71, 64 53, 294, 646, 4353, 3948, 1.63 62
I1-15-14 2.117 3.49 172. 65, -106. l22. 196, 10235, 3850, -6311. 1l.22 1.22
12-15-74 1.25 224 33. TT. 45, 70, 126. 2023, 4704, 2736, 1.02 78
TOTAL 56.75 27,77 12024. 17483, 5458. 3297. 3242. 732394.1065786., 333317, 20,59 15.39
YEAR UGF 75 ECALM BASIN BASIN AREA = 238000 ACRES
DATE RALIN EVAP 5717 §78 INFLDW XRAIN XEVAP 5717 $79 XINFLOw ET RE
(IN) (1IN (CF3) 1CFS) (CF3) LAF) (AF) (AF) LAF) {AF) tIn) (IN)
1-15-7% 24 3.30 129, 2. =95, 13. 185, 7932, 1937, ~5823. 1.02 o 11
2=15=175 l.54% 3.90 147. T4, =70, Bo. 219. Bl64, 4l121. =3911. le22 « 96
3~15-79 o 77 SeB% 215, 281 —229. 43, 328, 31666, 17278. ~14104. 1.63 «50
4~15=75 1.77 Te.lb %15, 328, =182, 9. 402. 30645, 19517, ~10825. 2204 lel4
5=15~75 2.95 Tez2 4le. 82, =313, 334, 405, 25579, 23488. =-2019. 2,45 2445
8=15-15 bey3 634 13, 604, 991, 383, 358, Thee 35940, 351089, 2.04 2.04
T=15=-135 b.37 6.206 5. 636, CEF 357. 368. 307. 39106, 38809. 2.24 2e24
B=39~7% h406 badh 5 1i4. 111, 236, 367 aot. 7010, 6813. 2424 2.24
9-15=74 197 .20 S 993. Yu3. 616, 309. 2968. 59CH8. 58483, 1.83 1.83
10=19-17% 3.806 5.53 5. 244, 241, 217, 310. 307. 15003. 14789, l.83 le863
11-15-75 W32 h.14 Zl. 23. be 18. 232. 1220. 1363, 157. 1.22 «17
12=-15-175 15 3.63 189. 44, =142, 42, 204, 11621, 2716. =~8742. l.02 47
TOTAL 43,93 bLh.bb 1964, 3759, 1811, 24b65. 3065« 118790. 226569. 108998, 20.55 15.7¢%

----- EAPLANATLUN ~====
RAING CHANNEL PkECIPETATION
bEvAP1 CHANNEL EVAPURATLION, CGo8 PAN EVAPORATION CUEFFICIENT ASSUMMED
INFLOWY CUMPULIED a5 ST9=5T8+LVAP-RAILN
£l CuMauMPTIVE DR EVAPUTRANSPIRAVIION UGEMAND UF ChUPS
RE1 RAINFALL EFFECTIVE IN SATISFYING THE Ty ESTIMATEL BY SC3 TR—20 METHED
IRR  IRRIGATIUN DEMANO=ET-REJEXPRESSEY IN INCHES OVER IRRIGATEDR AREA
FuBt: PUBLIC wATER UEMAND CCMPILED FRUM PUMPAGE RECLRDS FURNISHED BY waTER TREATMENT PLANTS
UEMAND  TuTAL COM>UMPTIVE LEMANu=PUBTIRR
Vielts SafFe YLIELUSINFLOWS DEMAND=400, wotrRt 300 §> THE MINIMULM FLOWw REQUINKEMENT.

Neoaf4WE YIELL INDLICATES Thk MNEF AMUUNT KELEASED FRUN $=77 TO Met? IHE DCwNSTREAM DEMANOD.

TABLE 7. Basin Yield Water Budget

1RR
(IND
l.02

«63
1.03
1.28
0.00
C.0C
0,00
0.00
Q.00
1.01
0.00

.2&

5.20

PUB
(AF)

7.
1.

7.
7.
7.
7.
T
7.

7.

88,

DEMAND
(AF)
6211,
3610.
6246,
77170,
7.

7.

31710.

DE MAND

(AF}
%2343,
1606,
6868,

29219,

YLELD
(AF}
3023,
~3615.
~8219,
=-11388.
~15032.
38202,
171276,
102092.
58017,
2815,
=6604 .,
38949,

361427,

YIELD
CAF}
-580.
=2605,
~7516.
=566%.
~2312.
34876,
34517,
6521,
56191,
14497,
6451,
-5693.

1344677,
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YEAR UF 7o ECALM BaSIN BASIN AREA = 238000 ACRES

DATE RAIN Evae ST7 578  INFLOW XRAIN XEVAP 57 578 XINFLOW ET RE
CIND (in) (CF%) ICF3S) (CESI (AF) (AF} (AF} {AF) {AF) (IN) [IN}
1-152-76 .80 3.23 lb. 4. =106, 43. 18l 11314. 4648, =8529, 1.02 50
e~15-74 Zel7 34954 E 167. -138. 127. 198. 16994, §215. =7649, 1.22 l.22
3=15=17b 2.40 5,30 250, 234, =23, 1335, 297, 15987, 14308, =~143b. 1.63 Lot
4=15-706 1499 6.Th 5385, 359, -222, 112, 378. 34810, 21362, -1318%,. 2404 1.27
9l0=T76 9.79 5.60 2ll. 285. Té. 1245, 3146y 12974 11524, 4539, 2e5 2445
b=15-17¢6 4413 4.58 344 275 192, 2324 257, 4992, 16364, 11396, 2.04 2e04&
7-15-76 Bebbb 6410 e 256. 249, 486, 342, 307. 1574l1. 15289, 2424 2.24
8=-15-7b be9% be04 5. B80. 874, 392, 339. 307+ 54109 53748, 224 2.24
Y-15=76 5.83 4.72 S 456 450 azr. 265, 298+ 27134. 26774, 1.82 1.083
L0-15-7¢ 139 494 68. a0. 15, 78. 217, 4187. 4519, 931. let3 2]
11-15-7% 253 .29 56, 10. =45, 142, 185, 3315! 601, -2671. l.22 1le22
12-15-76 1e95 2.00 53, 10. =42 109, 112. 3240. 627, =2610. 1.02 1.02
Ta¥AL 44.73 56.006 lazl. 3088, 1277. 2310. 3146, 108726. 186692, 78602. 20.59 18.41
YEAR OF 77 ECALM BASIN BASIN AREA = 228000 ACKES
OATE RALIN EVAP 517 578 INFLOW XRAIN XEVAP 577 378 XINFLOW EY RE
LIN) LIN} {CFS) {CF5) (CF5) LAF) (AF} LAF) LAF) LAF) fIN} {IN)
le15-77 4.07 3.27 5. ia7. 201. 2268, 184, 307. 18617, 18524, 1.02 l.02
2=15-17 113 3.86 17. 42 28. 63, 216. 927, 2321, 1547, 1,22 72
3-10-77 32 b.0Y 134. li4. =153, £9. 341. 8239, 7C10,. =918, 1.63 +33
4=15=77 24 7.686 640 297. =336, 13, 441, 38083, 17:73, -199B3, 2.04 12
=15-717 4492 7.70 936, 812. 279 276, 432, 32957. 49928, 17126, 2445 2.45
t-L5-177 5.11 b.22 470. 484, 15. 287, 349, 27967, 28800. B96. 2.0% Z2+04
7-15-17 .20 &.83 271, 2746, e 460. 383. 16663, 16971, 231. 2424 2e24
8=-15-77 Y.15 - 2Y4] N 356. 344, 216, 352. 107. 21690. 21418, 2o b 2el4
9=15-77 Be3d? ERY-}] Sa 633, b2, 470, 3i2. 298. 37666, 37210. leB2 1.83
10~15=-77 la45 2442 1264 1l1. =lie. a1, 304. 7747, 6825, =700, 1.83 «93
11=15-77 4627 4.06 i02. Bé. =16, 240, 228. 6069, 5111. -$10. 1.22 fe22
12=15-77 3490 3.06 LD 4ag. 414, 222. 171, 307. 25825. 24467, 1402 1.02
TOTAL 51.43 bbeld 2316. 3938, 1636, 2886, 3713. 139874, 238896, 99849, 20.59 16,15

----- EXPLANATLUN =—=a-
RAIN: CHAMNEL PRECIPIIATICN
EVAPE UHANKEL EVAPORATLUNY 0.8 PAN EvVAPUKATIGN COUEFFICIENT ASSUMMED
INFLGW! CUMPUTED AS ST9=STEHEVAP-RALIN
Elt CUMSUMPTINVE OR EVAPUTRANSPIRATIUN UEMAND LF CROPS
RE: HAINFALL cFFECTIVE 1IN SATISFYING THE £Ts ESTIRATED 8Y SCS TR-20 METHOD
INR  IKRIGATION UEMAND=El-HEPEXPRESSED IN UINCHES OVER IRRIGATED AREA
Puad: PuBLIC WATER DEMAND CLMPLLED FROM PUMPAGE RECGKDS FURMISHED BY wATER THEATHENT PLANTS
UGedany  Tulal CuMSUMPTIVE OEMANIPUB+IRR
YIelLu! SaFt YJELOw[nFLum+t UEMANU=300, wheERE 300 1> THE MINIMUM FLOw REQUIRCHMENT.

HEGATive YIELD INDICATeS THE NET aMUUuNT RELEASEG FROM 5-F7 TO MEET THE DCwMSTREAM DEMAND.

TABLE 7. Basin Yield Water Budget

IRR
LIN)
0.00

5]
1.30
1.92
0.0C
0.00
0.00
0.0¢C
Q.00

.7C
0.00
0.00

Y

PUB
(AF)
8.
7.
8.

B
1.
-
8.
Te
B
7.
8.

9l.

DEMAND
LaF)
ils2.
7e
974,
44671,
a.

7'
84

8.

7
4499.
T.

B

13353,

DE MAND
LAF)
B
3091.
7941,
11704,
Be

?I

B.

Be

?I
4279.
7'

8.

27076,

YIELD
{AF)
-3677.
71942,
~742.
=UB]lC.
4247,
11104.
14997,
53450,
26481,
2129,
2964,
~2503.

48358,

YLELOD
(AF)
18232,
4338,
6123,
-8578.
16834,
603,
~62,
21126,
36918,
32179.
=1263.
25174,

123325.
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YEAR UF 78 ECALM  BASIN BASIN AREA = 238000 ACRES

OATE RAIN EVAP 577 $76 INFLOW XRALIN XEVAP 877 578 XINFLOW ET RE
(IN {1IN] (CFS1 LCFS) (CFS] (AF} {AF) (AF) CAF) {AF} {1N) LIN)
1-15-18 l.86 2.74 16, 144, 131, 104, 136, 8679, 8854, 8027, 1.02 l1.02
2-15-78 1.85 2498 1&, 48. 35, 104. l43. 155, 2b%4. 19249. 1.22 1el%
3-15=-78 3.54 4.77 26, 195, 140, 199, 268, 3443, 11990, Bolb. L3 1.6
&=15=78 2ol 6.70 24k, 171. “b9, 155. 379, 16519, 1017%. =4120. 2.04 1.71
5-15-74 5449 b.65 5%, 408. 355 308, 373. 3351. 25087. 21801. 2e45 2445
6-15-78 Te24% .01 e 3194, 387, 406 281. 298. 23445, 23022. 2404 2.04
1-15=178 Y.92 5.73 5. 820. 81l 557. 321. 307. 5C420. 49877. 2.24 2424
8-15-78 Sk b.086 2493%. 4263, 1329, 304, A40. 1804066 262122, 681691, 2224 2.24
9-15-78 Teld 5.19 4224 10%0. 666, 400, 291. 25111. 64860. 39b44l. 1.83 1.83
10«15=78 2497 4458 5. 271, 267, 167, 257, 307, 16603+ 16440. 1463 1.63
11-15-78 €+83 3.63 27, 115. 88. 159, 204. 1630, 6843, 5258, 1.22 1.22
12-15-78 2463 2.58 Se 291. 282. 148, 167, 5644+ 17893. 17369, 1.02 1.02
TOTAL 53.64% D56.71 3791. 6214, 4422, 3010. 3183, 23161ll. 500995. 269556, 20.59 20.17
YEAR OF 79 ECALM  BASIN BASIN AREA » 2238000 ACRES
DATE RAIN EVAP 577 578 INFLOW XRAIN XEVAP 577 578 XINFLOW ET RE
CIND LIN) {CF5) (LFS) {CFS) {AF) {AF) {AF) LAF) LAF) {IN) LIN)
1-15-719 6.99 3.52 2737, 3707. 96T 392. 198, 168292, 22793%. 59448, 102 1.02
2=15-79 «60 3.23 3642, 3914, 275. 34, 181. 202266, 217373. 152%4. l.22 .37
3-15-79 1.85 4 .97 2847, 2937, 43. 104, 279, 178130, 180589, 2634, l.63 1.186
4=-15-79 3465 6.13 291, 1068, =181, 205, 344, 17318, 6426. ~10750, 2404 2.04%
5-15=79 12.02 6.07 5. 1166, 1156, 675, 34l. 307, 71695. 71053, 2.45 2443
6=15~1% l.30 7.28 129, 103, =20. 73. 409. 7676, 6129, =1212. 204 « 86
T15=179 3.28 -¥3-1- 204 98. Hi. 164, 169. 12244 6038, 4999, Zel4 2,01
8~15-19 5.58 2.9% 0. 169, 119, 313. 334, 3076, 103G1. 7337. 2424 2e24
§=15-79 14.38 bebit Y 1866. 1852, 818, 262. 29%8. 111035. 110181. 1.83 1.83
10=15=79 LaG% 4458 2873, ENCY N L7 6l 257, 176670, 232852« 56377, l+63 271
11=15=79 1.40 3.08 462, B84, 424. 79, 207, 2751%. 5262%. 252135. 1.22 «88
le-15=79 2,70 2455 368, 620, 253. 152, 143. 226G3. 381424 15530. le02 1.02
TGTAL 55,04 9.19 13479. 1936C. 2865. 3089. 3322. 805374.1161229. 356088, 20.55 16.59

—mam—e EXPLANATLQN =====
RAIN: CHAMNEL PRECIPITATION
EVAP! CHANMKEL EVAPOWKATIUN» Qo8 FAN EVAPURATION COEFrICTIENT ASSUMMED
INFLGWE COMPUTED Ay STR-5TB4EVAP=RAIN
Tt CunsunrkIIve O EVAPUTRANSPLIRATIUN DEMaAnND OF URUPS
REt HRAINFALL EFFECTIVE IMN SATISFYING IHe ely ESTIMATED 87 SCS5 TR-20 METHGD
LER  IKRIGATILN UcMANU=ET=-RESEXPRESStD [N INCHES OVER IRHLIGATED AREA
Pud! PUBLIC WATER UEMAND CLUMPLLED FRUM PUMPAGE RECLRDS FURNISHED BY WATER TREATMENT PLANTS
VEMAND ToTAL COMSUMPTLIVE DEMANDsPUB+IkKR
YIELVUE SAFE Ylel@=INFLUwe DEMANU-~J00, whtRt 300 15 FAE MINIMUM Filw REQUIREMENT.

NEGulIVE YIELU INDICATES Tk N&T AMOLGUNT RELEASED FkUM S-77 TO MikT THE OOwNSTREAM DEMANOD.

TABLE 7. Basin Yield Water Budget

1RR
{IN)
0.0¢

.09
0.00¢

+33
0.00
0.0¢
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
o.uo
0.0¢

a4l

IRR
(IN)
0.00

.85

eh?
0.00
0.00
1.18

+23
0.0C
ODOO

92

34
0.00

PuUb
{AF)
8.
7.

B,
Be
8.
e.
B.
8.
8.
8.
8.

93.

PUB
[AF)
8.
7.
B
8.
B.
8.
B.
8.
B.
B.
Ba
B.

94,

DEMAND
{AF)
B.
53l
Bl
2001,
B.
8.

[

8.

8.

8!
B

B.

2609,

DE MAND
LAF)
s‘
5168,
2852.
B.

u.
7154,
1430,
e.

80
5625,
2105.
al

26421,

YIELD
1AF}
1735,
2160,
8324,
~2419.
21509,
227129,
45585,
81399,
35348,
16154.
4965,
17077.

268565.

YIELD
(AF)
59156.
20122,
5187,
-11042,
70761,
5683,
6129,
7045,
109888,
61702,
27040,
15238.

ITaq0%,



YEAR OF uo ECALMN BASEN 8ASIN AREA

DATE RALN EVAP 517 370 INFLOW XRAILN
(IN) (IN) (CF5) {CFS) {CFS) CAF)

1=15=40 ¢el5 2+860 1581, 1926, 3406, 121a
2=15-60 1.77 3a.28 4059, 4597, 240, 99.
3-15-480 2.54 2420 2896, 31054, 163, l43.
4=15-8¢ 3.47 2.28 2b4B. 3135, 48%. 195,
5=15=-80 3.81 ba72 1469, 1526, 60, 214.
b=15-80 la4l 7412 1038, 843, =189, 79.
7-15-80 9.23 6.48 57, 199. 140, 518,
8=15=80 .08  b.08 11. 368, 555, 510
9-15-80 4.50 5.52 0. 481, 482, 253,
10=-15-80 1.680 4986 225, 7. =146, 101,
1l1=15=60 3.83 3.12 97. 3. =5, 215,
12=15=80 75 Zab% 764 50, =14, 42,
ToTaL 4%.34 59.20 14ld6, 1b5062. 2420. 2488,

-t
PR

TABLE 7.



= 236000 ACRES

XEVAP 577 378 XINFLOW ET RE IKR PUB  DEMAND YIELD
{AF ) (AF) (AF) {AF ) {IN) (IN} tIN) {AF) (AF) [AF)
i57. 97181. 118431, 21287, 1.02 1.02 Cce0C 8. 8. 20995,
1B4, 225420, 255316, 29980, L.22 1.09 «13 Te 895, 30486,
292, 178037. 187925, 1003s. 1.63 1.55 «08 Be 510. 10246,
296. 157585, 1046551, 29068. 2.04 2.04 000 B. 8. 287706,
377. 90319. 93818, 3662, 2445 232 «13 4. 800. 4162.
400, 61741, 501060, -11241. 2.04 93 1.11 B 6779. =4782.
364, J4Bb. 12248, 8608, 2elb 2.24 0.00 - B 831b.
341. 676, 34950, 34105, 2.24% 2elh 0.00 8. 8. 33813.
310. 0. 28645, 26703, 1.83 1.83 0.00 8. 8. 28410.
278. 13853, 4704, =-B972. l.63 1.13 «30 8. 3027. ~-b245.
175, 5T72. . 5534, =278, 1.22 1.22 0.00 Be Be =570,
148. 4685, 3689, =890, 1.02 &7 « 53 8o 3349, 2159,

3322, 838757, 981971, 144048, 20.59 18.08 2.50 96, 15319. 155767,

Basin Yield Water Budget
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fEAR ur Lo mLALFM  sAM[N bASIN AKEA = 300000 ALRES

JaleE KALN CWAr STt 57%  ANFLUw KAIN EVAP 518 577 INFLUW [
(In) (LN L F3S) (CF>) {CFS) LAF ) {AF) (AF} (aF} [AF} (IN)
i colty el ELae VE Fa EVY-IS £éia 228. 131ll. 3Zowa. 19584, lel®
&=, ub Cawl a.l AT 332, 3ilv. 26b. 285, Lidad. <£%530. 17706, 1.43
kRIS -1.} 1.00 5400 Z3b7. 2932, 291, 9l. 450, 145504, LlB151C. 3631l 1.91
4-La=bb 4,94 [FYL} 4313 2130, .74 4ll. 296. 296b6b. 3027596, 4%277. 2439
S=lu—bb bell b.7l Ui, 2241, 23%., olz,. bl2. 123109« 137794, l4taob. 2.806
6=1b=6b 14%.1c Gebl 3765, 48b3. 1876, 1284, 594, Z244026. 288774, £4054, 2.39
f=19-0b Tetth LI YY) 4élia 2636, 1421 bil9. hbh. 25HB983. 4406544, BT7347. 2.63
b-lu-ut Behk 9.7 “flds EEIH lé4d. 587, 335. 289088, 39C44c. 1013C6. 2481
LA S-I 7] 15.13 4l 2384, 4371, 1971. 1380, 443, 141879, 260093, 117276, 2.15
1G=lu=bb Fax 4.00 ¢393. 2954, 604, 271. 429, 1446%5. 181634, 37133, 1.91
li~i9-60b elh R PY-¥4 I ED T&l. =36, 13, 348, 46617, 44152, -2129. le#3
l2-Lu=-t6 -Gt Z2.8b Ta. 117, L1.0% 88. 263, £549, 7194, 2820. 1.19
TulaL bhabd ST 27362. J04ld. 9024, 5913, 5249.1600091.2206124. 545309, 24,11
YEAr ULF &7 n{ALM BASIN BASIN AREA = 380000 ACRES
Palk KAIN EVAP 574 ST9  INFLUOW RAIN EVAP 878 57% INFLOW ET
(iIN) (IN) (CFS) 1CFS) (CF3) (AF) (AF) {AF} {AF ) (AF) UIN)
1-15-67 ceb8 3e2l 2. 121. 93, 272. 293. 1714, T440. 5747, 1.20
£=-15~67 2493 ETYT- N 6. 198. 143. 267, 294, 3105. 1099¢. 7918. lek4
a-19-67 16 5437 G 88, 3l. 17, 490. 3973, 5417, 1916. l.92
4=15-67 13 b8 209. 10. -189. 12, 636s 12459, 595, ~11240. 2440
5-10-67 2436 Te02 115. 10, ~97. 215. 713. T05%. 6i5. =59446, 2.08
b=15=-67 lus 76 5490 58%. 1300. 707. 981, 538, 34831, 77355. 42082, 2e4C
T=15-67 Ba77 b4 % 5986, 2145, lléa. 800, 592, 61334, 131891. 70348, 2,64
8-15-47 7.13 5467 187, 1714, 925. 650, 517. 48408, 105390. 56849, 2464
¥=1l5-617 5423 D.34 340. 796, 458, 477. 487. 20261, 47484, 27234, 2418t
10=19-067 be28 5.6 539, 1410. 771, 481, 471. 39291l. H6698. 473956, 1.92
11-15-067 LT ENy-1} 77. 109, 37 30, 334, 4577 G4Bb. 2205, le44%
le—ib5=-67 2akhd 3,05 10 10. Lle 222. 218, 615, 615. 56 1.2C
JoTaL 4b.6)l bl.87 35909, 7913, 4024, 4433, 5642. 237626, 4B0982. 244565. 24,22

----- EXPLANATION =====
RAlM: CHANNEL PRECLPITATION
EVAPt CHANNEL EVAPORATIOM: Uad PAN EVAPURATION COEFFICIENT ASSUMMED
INFLOW: CUGMPULIED AS ST9=ST70+EVAP-RAIN
ET: COMSUMETIVE R EVAPUIRANSPIRATIGON DEMAND OF CROPS
RE: RAINFALL EFFECTivE LN SATISFYING THE ETs ESTIMATED BY SCS TR-20 METHOD
1kRt IRRIGATICN DEMANL*cT-RE,»EXPR:SSED In INCHES OVER IRRIGATED AREA
Pust PUBLIC waTER LEMAND COMPILcy FROM PUMPAGE RECORD FURNISHED BY WATER TREATMENT PLANTS
DEMANUY JLTAL CUMSUMPTLIVE DeMAnD=PUL+IRR
YIELW? SArg YlELL®[NbLUwe GEMANL-400» WHERE 800 IS THE MINIMUM FLOW REQUIREMENT.

NeGATIVE Yhetlb INULCATES THE NET AMGUNT RELEASED FROM S78 TO MEET THE DUWNSTREAM OEMAND

TABLE 7. Basin Yicld Water Budget

RE
[1N)
Lol
L.43

«bb
2439
2484
2439
2.063
2.013
2415
1.8}

«03

bl

20.77

RE
{IN)
1.20
1l.44

+07

02
1455
2440
2404
2264
2.16
1.92

25
1.20

17,49

iRR
LIND
0.00
Q.00
Ledd
0.00
C.00
0.00
¢.00
0.00
0.00

«10
leél

1

PLB
(AF)
Ce
Ca
Co
0.
C.
C.

C.
cl
C.
C.
0.

PUB
LAF)
Q.
C.

e,
Qo
G,

c.
Q0.
G
.
C.

Ge

CEMAND
LAF)
Ge

DI
7111,
0.

0.

O

Ue

e

O.
636,
BhT4.
3605,

20628,

DEMAND
[AF)
0.

0.
11674,
15044,
8369.
0.

0.

0.

c.

0.
7512,
0.

w2599,

YIELD
LAF)
187084 .
1690¢ .
43222,
404177,
13685,
£32%4.
bbha T,
1Cchae.
1ita76.
36971,
5745,
5625,

55¢397,

YIELD
(AF)
4947,
7118.
12790.
3004,
1622,
41282,
€9548.
56049,
26434,
46596,
8917,
~-Th&.

277564,



-ZL_

YEAR GF 68
LATE RAIN
LIN)
l=la2-6H e 1Y
é=12-68 1.77
3=iv-68 let5
4=15-60 «93
5=15=68 7086
b=15=-68 l2.61
T-15-08 9413
b=-15=-b8 T.217
¥-15-068 3,90
10-4b-buy h.18
11=15=08 2+060
12-15-&68 .08
10TaL 51,17

YEAK ouF bvy
vAlE HAIN
{IN)
1=15=6Y 93
2-15-69 Y]
3-15-69 1.43
4=1b-069 235
b=—ib-09% 2407
&=-15-69 w62
1-iv%=-09 Ceg3d
B=lh~p% del
F=15-by EPY )
iU=1>=-09 3.29
li=13-0% 034
l2=15=nu4 4.09
107TAL 26+47

LVAr
LiN)
Zabb
ERYT4
2.00
2.066
5436
230
2.79
Y1)
5.31
4.63
3.206
262

Dhehd

EVAP

{IN}.

2a81
EXL 1]
3.91
ERY' 4]
b.20
YebU
FELY ]
e
4.0u
4.00
2eby
260

2l a4

WCALHK

378
(CEFS)
22.
424
35,
152
F4-L
53G9.
4236,
482,
6l4.
3vl.
248

15415,

wCALN

578
{CFS)
B4,
37.
35460,
2024,
2iuv?.
3365,
1373,
2210,
1.7
549G,
6133.
9322,

326440,

cmmes EXPLANATIUN ==o==
WAIN: CHANMEL PRECIPITATICH

EvAPE CHANNEL EVAPURAT kdivy

PUei PuUdllv

UEMANUT JLTAL CuM3LMPTLVE
TLeLU=iNFLuw+ LEMARND=QUU,
Nwewailve Yitbw InoIoATed Tre NET AMUUNT RELeASeD FROM 578 Td Meced

YleLus 3are

WASIN

57%
(CFS5)
34,
59
LY
1G.
547,
5622,
Ti0%.
4631.
1073.
134t
901,
479.

21%i7.

BASIN

579
{CFS)
2l1.
138.
4558,
2106,
2634.
2008,
2145,
4153,
l4b5.
6772,
6869,
4789,

40868,

BASIN AREA = 380000 ACRES

INFLUW
{C¥S)
19,
19.
12,
=134,
290.
1976,
1855.
393,
593.
733,
511.
235,

6503,

INFLOM
{CF35)
160.
126
359,
89,
454,
1625,
777,
G42.
800.
1283,
740,

RALN
LAF)
i7.
16l.
114,
85.
bhbhs
lload.
B33.
663,
35k.
38l.
237.
Te

L1-1-1-

RALN
{AF)
85.
LI
3113.
30,
189.
403
203.
287,
333,
300,
31'

EVAP 578 579
LAF ) (AF ) VAF)
242, 1379, 2345,
29%, 2355, 3260,
456. 21580, 2601,
517 9020. 595.
487, 15621. 33634,
483, 216238, 334532,
528. 326445, 440805,
516. 2b60438. 284749.
484, 28702+ 638648,
422. AT743. B2782s
297, 23250. 53613,
23%. 15245+ 29453,
G965, 938614.1332201.
BASIN AREA = 380000 ACRES
EVAP 578 519
{AF) (AF) LAF)
256, 3330. 12974,
310. 2065, 67754
357. 2168898, 26802460,
478, 120441, 125316,
565, L344%4. 161958,
502, 201419. 297497,
495, B4434&. 131891.
498, 197673, 255358,
365s  39620. 087174,
3b5. 337541. 416394,
263, 364953, 408734,
237+ 2653758 2944964,

465,

6457,

313.

2396,

4691.1970577.2481295,

Qots PAN EVAFURATIUN CUGEFFICIENT ASSUMMED
INFLIwt CuMPLity A 379-37b+EVAr-RAIN
Bl CuMaLMPTlve UK EvAPUIRANSPIwATLUN (EMANG OF CKUPS
REt KALNFALL cFFELIIVWE IN SATFLISFYING Thet ETs ESTIMATED BY SCS TR-20 METHUD
LKA LARiuATIUN CEMANC=E[-REs»eAPRES2ED I INCHES OVER IRRIGATED AREA
whle® UchMany CuMPILEY FROM PUNPAGE ®KECWRD FURNLISHED oY wATER TREATHENI PLANTS
LEMANLSPUB*IRE

whele 500 15

TABLE 7.

INFLOW
{AF}
1195,
1038,
763,
=-7993.
17856.
117609,
114055,
26lb4.
35275,
45001,
30423,
14439,

393885,

INFLOW
(AF)
36819,
6976,
61406,
5317.
27691,
96677,
47749,
57895,
47586,
768918,
44013.
26570.

512812.

IHE MINIMUM FLCGw RECUIREMENT,

Basin Yield Water Budget

ET
CIN)
1.2¢C
lebd
1.92
2eltl
2.8%
2okl
Ceb5
Iy}
2.11
1.92
le45
l.2¢

24,33

ET
(IN)
1.21
1.45
1.94
2e4?
2+9C
242
4714
2466
2.18
1.94
la45
l.21

2ho.h3

THE DJwN3STREAM DEMAND

RE
LIN)

07
1.11

B2

+63
2. 89
241
2405
2465
2.117
1.93
1e4d
'003

18.74

RE
{IK)
.59
29
1.94
24
l.38
2ot 2
la4b
l.98
Z.14
1e94
.19
1.21

15482

IRR
{IN}

n-T
leld
Q.00
2.18
1,32
0.00
1.20

08
G.0C
0,00
l.2¢6
0.00

B.61

PUB
(AF)
C.
Ca
0.
Q.
0.
Q.

0.
C.
Qe
Q.

0.

PUB
(AF)
62.
56,
bzl
60.
62.
60,
-T
b2e
60.
62,
6C.
62

T3z,

Dt MAND
LAF}
7347,
2200,
7163‘
11504,
G.

0.

0.

0.

G.

0.

0.
7384,

36195,

DEMAND
(AF)
4159,
7718.
b2.

14484, .

10127.
6.
8020.
G4k,
60,
62.
8410,
62

57769.

YIELD
(AF}
1742,
243b.
7126
2709,
17056,
1168C9%.
113255.
23364,
34475,
44261.
29623,
21623.

420401,

YIELD
{AF)}
13173,
13893,
60668,
19901.
37219,
95937,
54969,
61639,
465406,
78140,
51623,
27832,

560981,



-EL-

YEAR ot U
uATE RALN EVAP
LIN} [FLY]
i=i5=Tu 2e32 Zalty
L= i9=T0 Qe 2+99
3«i5-70 loe.ul 4ed2
4=152-70 07 b.03
2-1i5-70 Toutd 0.54
&~15-7¢ 6.1t Gadd
T=15-70 be5% Deb4h
8-15-70 2e49 5,01
9=15-70 7.22 5451
C10=L15-70 272 5.06
11=15-70 160 3.29
12-15-10 42 2489
TOTaL bOC1f 20,39

YEAR UF T1
DATE RAIN EVAP
LIN} (IN)
I=i5=-71 32 280
2~15=71 lsbb 3,34
3-15-11 19 5433
&=io=Ti Ledb 6.06
2=15=71 5,10 7.10
&-15-11 9.60 S.74
7=1%-171 Belh S.3b
B-4i5-71 .02 J.lt
9-1i5~71 Tel7 951
10=4u=71 b.87 3.b06
11-i5-71 1.30 EPLT ]
12=i5=71 67 2.96
TuTaL 51.70 55,79

""" EXPLANATIUN

WCALHM

5748
(CFS}
ob4d.
470 4.
4lvl.
7737,
1407,
4622,
4239,
1490,
268,
191.
62,

D4

37692,

WCALHM

578
(CFSY
3l
@3,
149,
226
106,
52
353,
233,
sles
EXY-N
1lz.
b

ch4als

RAINT CHANNEL PRECIFITATION
EVAP: hHanNelD EVARURATLUNS Geo PaAN EVAPLRATIUN (LEFFEICTIENT ASSUMMED
INFLUWE LLMPULEW A% ST79~STotLVAP-RAILN
ET? CiuiMauMrTlvE Gk EvAPUTHANSPLRATICN CEMAND OF CRUPS

KEt mAUNFALL EFFECTLVE IN SATISFYING THe &7,

gASIN

579
[CFS)
7480,
2245,
w829,
7970,
1574,
5371,
5050.
1857,
624,
459,
9.

10.

44573,

BASIN

579
ICFS)
2%,
6l
56.
10,
113,
274,
$93.
10B4.
24L1.
1234,
357,
86,

6703,

BASEN AREA = 380000 ACRES

INFLOW
ICFS)
B33,
bbb,
2620,
242,
166,
7‘q.
B09.
ELY: NS
353,
271.
40,
=40.

6876,

RAIN
[AF)
203,
208 .
1480,
b
642
Shu,
601,
20%1.
658,
248,
55
38,

5484,

EVAP
LAF)
2064
273.
384,
552.
596.
568.
505.
535,
503,
4624
300.
260,

578
{AF]
404773,
265611,
380690,
450408,
86499,
2750146,
260661,
91594,
15951,
11767,
3707,
331l.

379
LAF)
460294,
291263,
5642874,
4Th240,.
96781,
319597,
310512,
114182,
37113},
28223,
5855,
615,

2142.2253989.26681007,

BASIN AREA = 2380000 ACRES

INFLOW
(CFS)
-2,
21.
-B3.
=209,
10,
216,
636,
845,
1995,
914,
248,
&i.

4269,

RAILN
LAF )

2%
151.

17.
1424
465,
875,
751,
823,
65~ L]
-¥4{-N
119

&l

4715,

EVAP
LAF)
261,
304,
hdh.
5452,
648,
524,
49k
471
411
352.
317.
270.

5088,

578
(AF}
1926,
2377,
91524
13459,
6497.
3094.
21705.
14327,
48317,
19430,
bob4.
491.

147440,

Ikrt: LHRIGALIUN VERMANL=cT=RercXPReSSED In INCHES uVeR IRRIGATED AREA
nalch UEMAND CLmPiLky FROUM PUMPAGE RELUWD FURNISHEL BY waTck TREATMENT PLANTS
LEMAND: TLIAL LOMSUMPTIVE UEMANUSPUB+IRR

Pugt Puoble

Tiebus: SAFE YlbLu=LlobLUa+ GeMaND=6OQ,

NewAllve Yitiu INOICAlCED

TABLE 7.

whedE 800 L
1E NET AMULUNT RELEASEW FROM 574 T MEE]D

579
(AF)
1544,
3386,
3449,
595,
6948,
14304,
61057,
66653,
143464,
75876.
21243,
5263.

405768,

ESTIMAFED HY SCS TR-20 METHQW

INFLOW
(AF)
51226,
29746,
161108,
14385,
10237.
44585,
49753,
22623,
21024,
18670,
2394,
~2475.

417276,

INFLOW
(AF)
=144,
1141.
=5234.
~12454.
633,
12858.
39092,
51974,
94905,
36171,
14777,
4981,

258701,

IHe MINIMUM FLOw REVUIREMENT,

Basin Yield Water Budget

ET
({IN)
i.21
1.4¢
1,94
2+43
2:91
2ak3
2.67
2ab17
2.1%
1.9%
lebb
1.21

24453

ET
{IN)
l.22
1.46
1.95
244
2493
2444
2.08
2.68
2419
1495
lebt
1.22

24402

THE DCwNSTREAM DEMAND

RE
CINY
1.2i
1439
1.94%
-«04
2291
2vh3
207
2.67
2419
l.67

«38
+ 23

19.68

RE
LIN)
17
1.0%
lo?
1.04
293
Zohh
2068
2468
2.19
1.95
+83
b2

18445

IRR
LIND
0.00

07
0.00
2e47
0.4¢
0.00
0.00
0.00C
0.00

27
1.08

97

4465

IRR
[IN)
1.05

42
1.88
l.40
0.0C
0.00
0,00
0.00
0.00
0.00

k)

+80

6.17

rFus
(AF}
172,
156.
172,
167.
172,
167,
172.
172,
167,
172,
161,
172,

203C.

PuB
(AF)
283.
235,
283,
274,
283,
2T4.
283,
283,
274.
2813,
214,
283.

3329,

CEMAND
[AF}
172.
597,
172,

16901,
172,
167.
172.
172,
187,

1491.
7467,
6721.

34873,

DEMAND
({AF)
7525,
31sl,
13287.
9954,
283,
274,
283.
283,
274,
283.
4656.
5801.

46062.

YIELD
(AF)
505%8.
25543,
1¢0481.,
30480
94609.
43932,
4G126.
219695,
20390.
17861k,
9060.
3448,

442549,

YIELD
{AF)
6581,
3502,
7254,
-3300.
116,
12332,
38574,
516457,
94378,
55654,
18633,
94982,

295163,



iy -

YEAR UF T2
ualt KALN
LIN)
i-19-72 l.11
e=ib=Tz 190
I-Ly-i2 3.2C
4=15=72 1a 07
5=15=-72 2415
e-13-72 11.33
I=-12-72 5457
B~15=72 8.0H
=15-72 3.90
10-15-72 l.01
11-15%-72 6467
12-15-12 le3e
TuTat 47431

TeAR oF 73

uAaTE

i=15-73
2=lu=13
3~-1u=-173
4=Lu=-13
9=19-13
b=19=73
T-40-13
b-1u-13
welk=13
10~10=13
1l-is~73
L2=i5=T41

TJIAL

——=-= btaPLaNAFLuUN
ChaaNEL PRECIPEIEATICN
CHANNGL EVAPULRATIUNS Osd PAN EVAPURATION LUEFFICIENT ASSUMMED

CuMPLIED Ax 579=5Tu+EvAP~HALN

CunsuMk 11VE GR eVAPUIRANSPIKATIUN UEMAND OF CROPS

Ralme
LWAPS
INFLURS
iz

RAIN
LIN)
4,04
2458
2.31
l.413
lebé
7.21
12.65
BaTT
behe
a3
05l
le23

24,2

LVAP
Ling
"l?"
3430
5413
2,72
6440
9493
bedl
Se4t
340
494
2479
2290

E1-RY ]

E VAP
LiN)
Z2+30
2.6
4.5
5450
be3d
5ab0
5.07
dabYy
4.00
Detb
3.065
2atil

23 .89

nLALM

578
tLrS)
ta
lve.
21.
45.
57.
759.
3c].
E3-N
S8,
40+
bés
13.

Laide

wlALM

574
{CF5)
L4,
173.
15.
k-2
23
P
6714,
1970,
ibcts
50,
L0
7'

“49Gh,

sASIN

5T
(Lhk5}
Il
luqi
33.
119.
57'
1458.
546,
228
379.
85,
369.
195.

3599.

BASIN

S79
(CF3)
223,
242,
39%,
l34.
10'
S48,
1645,
2937,
26U3.
752.
29,
10*.

LET-F

BASLN AREA = 380000 ACRES

INFLUW
(CFS)
25,
102,
15.
7.
6.
691,
246.
189.
Il4.
5G.
297.
1B4.

2196,

BASIN AKEA =

INFLOW
(CFS}
206,
419,
379
103,
=36
229
961,
S5bis
1174,
hht,
24,
39.

45H88.

RAIN
LAF)
101,
173.
292,
98,
1964
1033,
208,
737,
356.
92'
608.
120.

4314,

RAIN
1AF)
368.
234,
45*.
130,
140.
657.
L1554,
800,
569
23l,
7.
112

4944,

EVAP
(AF)
24%.
301,
46,
5g2.
584
541
S4b.
498,
498 .
451,
255.
265G,

3175.

EvaP
(AF )
215,
2h4,
424
538.
579,
511.
463
44be
%19,
494d.
333,
238,

4914.

574
(AF}
504,
530.

lala.
2910,
3486,
4516%.
18508,
2140,
3445,
24846,
3915.
818,

B5226.

578
(AF)
8?3.

9608.
?1b.
2249,
3250.
l4de3.
41381,
121131
B4853,
16323,
601,
431,

302468,

579
CAF)
1894,
€0h4,
2054,
1Q981,
i47e,
66757,
33sra.
14019.
22017,
5208.
21957,
119%0.

216074,

I60000 ACRES

519
LAF)
13712,
32878,
24288.
7974,
615.
32606,
lulilaz.
135494,
154685,
46854,
1743,
5395,

57909¢L.

Kel aAINFALL EFFECTIVE EIN SATISFYINe THE ET» ESTIMATED Y SCS TR-20 METHLD

lkni
Pud:
LEMANGT
YileclLu:d

Nrwskdlve

TAk NET AMULLNT

TABLE 7.

Basin Yield Water [udyet

iRk LuATILUN LoMaNgac T=HEse XPRESSED IN INCHMES UVER LERIGATED AWER
rUBL {v wATER UERANU CAMePLlLED FRAN PUNPAGE ReCORD FURNISHED BY WATEK TREATMENT PLANTS

Tolal LulsUMPiLlve LiMANUSKFLBH]RK
dArt Yleew=iNrLOom* LEMANU-GLL,
TleLu dhudCaled

INFLOW
LAF)
1538.
5652.
914.
4589,
375,
41101,
15142,
11640,
18713,
3083.
17688,
11217,

131712.

IhFLOW
CAF)
12685,
23279.
23311,
6132,
~2205.
13604,
59075,
34509,
69670,
287948,
1429,
6049,

271651748,

wriede oUV iS5 TAk MINIMUP FLUw REQUIREMENT.
KELEASED FRCM S7b0 Tu HMEEI

ET
(IN)
1.22
1e47
1.96
2a45
2.5%
2.4
2466
2ebS
2.20
1.98
l.47
l1.22

24.71

EY
{IN)
1.23
1'67
l.9¢
245
24958
2445
2.7¢C
£.7C
2e21
1.98
1.47
1e23

24.8C

THE DlmhaTrEAM LEMAND

KE
(IN)
16
lllu
1.93
.73
le43
2245
Zlbq
2.69
2.20
.b?
l.47
+ 83

18.98

RE
(IN)
1.23
lo4?
l.qb

95
1.06
2445
2.790
2+70
221
1.57

32

I78

19,41

IRR
LIN)
W52
25
Q2
l.72
1.20
0+GC
0.0C
0.00
0.00
1.29
0.00
039

5.73

IRR
LIN)
0.0G0
0.00
000
1+5¢
1.86§
0«00
0.00
.00
0.0¢

«39
1,16

L}

PuUB
[AF)
393.
355,
393.
380,
393.
380.
393.
333,
380.
393,
380.
3193.

4527,

PUB
(AF)
503,
455,
503,
487,
503,
487,
5013,
503.
487,
5013,
437'
503.

5925,

CEMAND
LAF)
4069,
2385,
555,
125417,
11020,
380,
353.
3913,
38o.
9511.
380.
317G,

45183,

DEMAND
{AF)
503.
455,
503,

11293,

14154,
487,
503.
503.
487.

3338.
8844,
3759.

4482%,

YIELD
(AF)
4807,
7217,
b6G.
1632¢,
10595,
40661,
14695,
11233,
18293,
11793.
17268,
13687,

167295,

YIELD
{AF)
123489.
22934.
23014,
16625,
11149,
132461,
58776,
34213,
69557,
J1336.
9473,
90448,

311807,



-

YLAR OF 74 KCALM  JASIN BASLN AREA = 3HO000Q ACRES

DATE RALN  EVAP s78 579 INHFLOW  RAIN  EVAP 5748 579 INFLOW €1 RE IRR PUR  DEMAND  YIELD
CIN) (LN} (CFS5)  (CFS)  (CFS)  (AF}  {AF) {aF) (AF) LAFY  UIND UIN)  (IN)  (AF) LAF) {AF)
1-13-74 12 3,00 it. 20. be 1l.  274.  10B2. 1205, 386, 1,213 W01 1.22 613, 983&6.  9272.
E-13-7% W6 3,82 B6. 21, -390. gB.  348. 3099, 1177. -1661. 1.4 62 «B& 554, 6889, 4428,
3-15-74 W13 u.s0 68, 10. -70. 12« 529. %423, 615, =4291. 1,97 202 1,95  bl3. 1501bs 9924,
4=19~74 1423 b5 121, 8. -95,  132. 596. 7200, 1059, =5&57. 2.4b W83 163 554, 12623,  b1bb.
5-i5-T4 6.20 6,73 Ty 154, 59,  566e  blé. 5903, 9469,  36l4. 2,96 2.96  €.00 613 613, 3427,
6-15-74 1591 5.34 643,  1940. 12B1. 1451. 487, 38261, 113438. 76213, 2.46 2.48 Q.00 594. 594. 760064
1-15-74 li.42  B9.3% 3853, 1376.  34b%. 104L. 487, 238756, 453533, 214222, 2,71 2.7F 0.00 613, 613, 214036,
8~15=14 Tedh  H.G4%  B72d. 10750e 2022  bble 460, 5306479, 660992, 124311. 2.71 2.71  0.00 613, 613, 124124,
9-)h=T4 Te58 3.2l 3b4).  524B.  1603.  b69l.  47%. 2166%%. 312278, 95407. 2422 2.22  0.0C 594, 594, 95201,
. 10=15-T4 4y 5,23 1, 3ll. 247, 4le 47T+ 4353, 16123, 15205, 1.97 +28 1.6  £13. 13078. 27483,
11=15-74 .73 3.49 694 b4 Z+ 1%, 318, 3850, 3734, 95, 148 1.08 +39 594, 3486, 2790,
12-15-74 1.09  2.24 17, 212. 137, 99, 204.  4704. 13035, B436. 1,23 .69 «56 413, 4595, 12232,
TOEAL 54,08 57,77 17463, 26123s  Bb4bs 4932 5268.1065T66,1%91708. 526279. 24,88 16.59 B.29 7223. 66361, 585040.
YEAK UF 79 WLALN BASIN BASIN AREA = 380000 ACRES
DATE RALN  EVAP 578 $75 INFLOM RAIN EVAP | S78 S7T9  INFLOW ET RE IR PUB DENMAND  YIELD
(IN)  VIN)  (CFS)  (CFS)  (CFS)}  (AF)  (AF? (AF) (AF) (AF)  (INY (IN)  {IN}  (AF) (AF} (AF)
1-15-75 232 3,30 32, 25. -2. 29. 301. 1937, 1513, =152. l.24 ¢17  1.06 724, B720. 7768.
2-15-75 1.09  3.90 74, 1C. -50. 99.  355. 4121, 555, =3310.  1l.46 .70 «78  &54. 6533. 2423,
3=1%-175 289 5.u4 281. 201, -713. 8le  533. 17278, 12359, -—6468, 1.98 «59  1.3%  724. 11160, 5893,
4=15-75 2,85  T.lb 324, 174¢ =147, 260« 6534 19517, 103%4. =877l., 2.47 1.80 «67  70C. 5771. =-3B00.
5-15-79 6,85 Tl.22 sz, 318, -63.  b25. 639, 23488, 19553, -3901. 2.96 2.96 0.00 724, 724, -3977.
6~15-75 6.63  6.34 604. 855, 251. 609« 57B. 35940, »0876. 14909, 2.47 2.47 06.00 700, 700. 14809,
7=La=75 Bald a3 b3t. 1745. 1107. 743«  598. 39106, L07296. 68043, 2,72  2.72  0.00 724, T24. 57969,
B-15-75 6490  beSh 114. 705, 590,  62%.  597. 7010, 43349. 36307, 2.72 7472  0.00 724 724, 16230
@=iu-15 7.26  5.50 493, 1917, 921. 662, 502, 59088. L14069. 54822, 2.22 2422 0.06  700. 700, 54722,
10-15-75 5.09 953 244, 942, 699, 464,  504. 15003. 57921. 42958. 1.98  1.98  0.00  724. 724. 420882,
11-15-75 W48 4.l 21, 62 44. 44s  377. 1363,  3665. 2636.  1.48 +30 1,19  700.  953%. li475e
12-15-175 W68 3.63 a4, 21, -19. 62+  331. 2718,  i267. ~-1i82. .24 43 <81 724, 67%4.  4B1Z.
lulac 47.L9 69.66 3755, 6974,  3241. 4303, 598B. 226569. 422777, 197693, 24.%6 19,06 5.90 8522. 52913. 241206.
----- EXPLANATILN ~—=—=

KAlnt CHANNEL PRECIPLTATION
EvAP: LHAWRNEL tVAPGKAILUNy Cod PAN EVAPLRATLION COEFFICIENT ASSULMMED
INFLUR: CLMPUTEL A> ST9=3TOLH+EVAP-KALN
E¥: cuMbLMPTLIVE Lr cVAPOTRANOSPIRATION LEMAND GF CROPS
Rb: KAINFALL EFFECIIvE I SATISFYING FTHE ETp ESTINATED BY SCS TR~20 METHGU
IkRs [KRIwAaTIUN DEMANU=ET~RE,EXAPReS3ED IN INCHEY UVER IRRIGATED AREA
PUB: Public wAlEK UEMAND CLRPLLED FROM PUMPAGE RECQRD FUKNISHED 4Y wATER IKEATHM 18
UeMANGE TulAL CUMUMPLIVE LEMANO=PUBY LKk
YibELui SArc YIELweiNFLUW? LEMAAG-aQUs wHERE BO0OQ L5 Trt MINJMUM FLUW REGUIREMENT,
NeGATive Yleblb INJLLATeES Tre NET AMULUNT RELEASED FRCM 57¢ Td MEET ThHE OOnNSTREAM LEPAMND

TABLE 7. Basin Yield Water Budged



Yeak wfk 76
UATE KALN
Lih}
1=13-18 o83
2=Ll5=7o Le 39
3=1l5-7b6 le5b
4=15=76 122
¥=15=170 6.97
6-15~76 BeTY
7-15-176 Y.6%
8=15-Te SeS%
. 9=l5=78 708
10-15=76 £+08
Ll=19-T78 2.86
12=15-7¢6 221
1aTAL 2G.82

YEAR OF 77
QATE RALN
tiNn)
1=-15=-77 he28
2=15=17 «50
3-15-71 olb
#-15-77 +5]
5=-15=77 5.,08
&=15=77 4,31
T=15-77 8457
B=13-77 Te53
G=15-77 beb 5
10=-15-77 lele
L1=15-711 1.7%5
12-1a=77 3.1l
TaT AL 43.9y

EVAP
LENS
3.23
3.5“
5430
te74
5.60
4.58
b.10
60k
472
4,94
3.29
200

20.00

EVAP
(IN)
3.27
3.86
6408
7.80
T.70
622
L83
L YY)
5.95
S5.42
4.00
3.08

bb.l6

wCALM

578
LCFS)
To.
167,
234,
359,
-
275,
Zjbl
880,
456,
80,
L0
1c.

3088,

WCALNM

578
(CFS5)
3a7.
“ZI
1l4.
2%7.
Hide.
404,
276,
356,
633,
111,
86
42C.

3938,

~—=== tAPLANATIUN =—==~==~
KALN: CHANNEL PRECLPLTATICN
EVAP: cHANMEL EVAPURAIILM, Vst PAN EVAPCRATICN CORFFICIENT ASSUMMED

INFLUWS

HASIN

579
(CFS)
96
“bo.
236,
192,
342,
627
668.
1837,
1035,
1848,
135,
39.

5635,

BASIN

$79
LCFS)
527,
133,
92,
135.
782,
773,
767.
1173,
1550,
105,
90.
T4,

6873.

CLBPUTEU A >79-57b¢cVAP=RAILN

BASIN AREA = 380000 ACRES

IhFLOw®
{CF5)
-1lb.
296.
B
=159.
55.
346,
427,
758.
575.
112,
126
28.

2535,

RAIN
LAF)

164
iBi.
142,
111,
&36.
802.
884,
505,
646,
190.
Z6l.
202,

4634,

EVAP
LAF)
295‘
32z.
LLEN
615,
5il.
%17,
556,
551
430.
450.
300,
182,

5113.

3748
{AF)
4648,
9275,
14386,
21362,
17524,
16364,
15741,
74109,
27134,
4919,
601.
627'

186692,

579
(AF)
31462,
25547,
14511,
114254
21029,
37309,
42303,
100655,
61567,
11560.
8033,
2392,

339813,

BASIN AREA » 380000 ACRES

INFLOW
{CFS)
219,
9.
=14,
~151,
=20,
292,
468,
Bl5.
915,
1'
iz7.

2970,

RAIN
{AF)
390.

46.

l6.

47.
463.
393,
TB2.
[-T-X
&06,.
102,
160.
284,

3675,

E1d CuMsubklive o/ EVAPGLIRARSPIRATLUN DEMAND OF CRUPS

REt ®RALNHALL EFFECTLVE LN DATISFYING IHE ETs

EVAP
{AF)
298,
352,
554,
71l6.
702,
568,
623,
571.
506,
494.
370,
279,

6033.

578
L{AF)
18877,
232l.
1010.
17673,
499280,
28600,
16971,
21890.
37666,
60823,
5111.
25425,

238896,

IKR: LwRIGATION LEMANCoET=RELEXPRESSED I LINCHES Lvek IRRIGATED ARea
FuBs PudLle walek ubMANL CCMPLLED ¢#xOM PUMPAGE REVGKU FURNISHED B8Y WATER IREAIMENT PLANTS
LemanDerupvlRn

CEMANL

ToTAL CuMaukrilve
Yleludd SAFE YIELL=INFLLWY UEMARD-dOQ,

TABLE 7.

Basin Yield Water Budget

579
{AF)
32404,
1386.
H632.
8033,
«8C83.
45997.
47161,
72125%.
92231.
64506,
9343,
45931,

416784,

ESTIMATED BY SC3 TR=20 MEIHUG

INFLOW

LAF)
=364,
loull,

L1 LY
=94313.
3380.
20561,
26235,
46592,
34238,
6%01.
7471,
1746,

153599,

INFLOW
{AF)
13435,
5371,
-839.
-8970.
=1606.
17371,
30032,
5012¢.
54405,
23.
LT
20102,

179946,

whbrbl 800 15 THE MINIMUM FLGw REQUIREMENT.
NEvallve YIewo INOLCATES TrE NET AMUUNT weLRASED FROA STE Tu MECT THE DOWNSTREAM UEMAND

ET
{IN}
1e24
L.4%
1.98
248
2497
2448
2.73
2.73
2.23
1.980
1.49
leZb

25.C3

El
ting
124
1,49
l.qq
2ok
2.98
2ok
2273
2.73
2424
1.99
1,48
1.24

25.1¢C

RE
1IN)

53
1.23
1.01

+ 83
2.97
2408
2.73
2.73
2423
l.32
1+49
l.2¢

20.78

RE
[IN}
1l.24

«31
«06
13"
2.498
2449
2.13
2473
2424
s 14
1410
124

18,20

IR
{IN)
.71
.25
.97
l.6%
0.060
0.00
.00
¢.CC
0.00
wbb
0.00
0.00

4425

IRR
(IN)
0.00
1.18
1.92
2415
0.40
0.00
OIDO
0.00
0.00
1.25

«39
.00

PUB
[AF}
B34,
753,
834,
807,
834.
607,
834,
834,
807.
B34,
807.
834.

962¢.

PUB
(AF}
944,
853,
Y4,
914,
LT
Fl4.
PLE
44,
914,
944,
914,
G4h,

6.%0 11118,

CEMAND
{AF)
5295,
27C3.
6274,
1348%,
834,
807,
834,
B3a4,
807,
5925,
807,
B34,

42444,

DEMAND
(AF )
Qh4.

10104,

16014.

17182,
Qa4 ,
914,
Féé.
944,
914&.

10712.

4002.
94k,

£5134.

YIELD
LAF)
4524,
18316,
7937,
3256,
3414,
20568,
26269,
46626,
34245,
12¢2¢6.
7478,
1780,

ltbhb3,

YIELD
{AF)
13580,
14675,
14375,
7962,
~14862.
17445,
30176.
50204,
54579.
99135,
3645,
20246,

235480,



_LL_

YEAk UF 78
LATE KAIN
LI
1=15=78 N
2=1h=7H rEy L]
3-15-74 3.7C
4=15=-78 1.06
5~15-178 Yohl
6-15-78 ileho
T=12=-Ty 1o.00
d4=15-78 bab%
§~15=-174 5.95
. 10~15-78 Zohi
11-15-78 2637
12-15-78 .34
TuTaL 56.85

YEAR UF 79
DATE RAIN
(IN)
1-15-79 7«10
2-15-79 1.06
3=15=19 1.62
a—19-79 1.7}
5=15=79 7.30
6=15-7Y 1.71
T=15=79 S35
B-1o-19 LR A ]
F=15-1v 10.81
10=15-1% le27¥
11=-15~-179 1.86
12=-15=79 3.77
107aAL 51.0%

LVAP
tind
AN
Cabb
4,77
bl?b
[ 733
5.0i
5473
6006
5.19
4,54
3.63
2.98

“BaT1

EVAP
LIN)
3.22
3.23
.97
Gel3
6.07
T.24
bbbt
2,94
habb
LEY-T)
3.6b
2a35

5%.19

WCALN

578
(CFS)
1k,
48,
145,
171.
408,
394,
42C.
4263,
1090.
27%.
115.
291.

8210,

WCALN

35178
{CFS)
3707.
3914,
2937,

104
1166.
103.
.
1bq'
le6k.
ITu?.
8B4,
620.

19360,

EXAPLARALLGUN =—===-

RAlmt LHANNEL PHECLPAIATECN

EVAPEZ (HANNEL EVAPUKATLUNS

DEMANUE

Yiciui ARt YlelusdlneLUm+ LiMaby=al0s

NEGaTIvE TitLw Ihvowlualed Tne NEF

dASIN

579
{LFS)
306.
204.
T1%.
b2
485
817
1855.
%063,
1758.
643,
2315,
455,

11600,

BASIN

579
{CFS)
5088.
4172,
3033.

B4 .

915,
192.
362,
340,
4408,
2068,
1349,
1454,

26266,

BASLIN AREA = 380000 ACRES

INFLOW
(CFS)
164,
156.
522'
-101.
B0,
413,
1029.
=-201.
667,
ars.
122.
163,

3390.

BASIN AREA = 380000

IRFLOMW
(CFS
376,
262,
101,
=20,
=253,
qal
2T
171.
2533,
2085,
468,
832,

6918,

RAIN
{aF)
Z'.a.
25%.
337.
97,
402,
1045.
F12.
610,
543,
221,
216.
305,

5184,

RAIN
LAF)
653,

97.
150.
338,
[-I-1.7%
156.
48Y.
223,
986,
1‘3.
115,
344,

463539,

EVap
(AF)
254,
230.
435,
616,
606.
457,
522.
552Z.
473.
Al3,
331.
271.

5172,

EVAP
LAF}
321.
295,
6553,
559,
354,
b6%.
600.
542,
425,
417,
334,
233.

578 $79
(AF) (AF)
8854, 1H93E.
2h4%. 11330,
11990, 43964,
10173, 3664.
25087. 29821.
23445, 48615,
50420+ 11406C.
2621224 245824,
64860. 104408,
16663, 39337,
6843, 13983,
17893, 271917,
500995, 706316,
ACRES
578 5719
{ AF) (AF}
227935. 251341,
217373, 231701.
180589, 1486492,
6426, 5016,
71695, 56261,
6129, 11425,
6038, 22320,
103%1. 2690¢.
111035, 262294,
232452« 3b080b.
52025, BO247.
38142, 89385,

5396.1161229.1578215.

D.d PAN EVAPGRATION CUEFFICIENT ASSUMMED
INFLunit CuMPUTEL AS STI-STHAEVAF-RALN
ET3 CuMaLMEIIve LR EVAFUTRANSPIRATILN OEMAND OF CRULPS
RE: KAINFALL bFFECFLIVE IN YATIOFYiINo THe kEls» ESTIMATED BY SCS TR-20 METHLD
LRI IRRILATILN GEMANRO=ET-KE e XPRESSED IN INCHES OVER LRxIGATED AREA
Pupi: PUSLIL wATER ukMANY CONPLLED FRUM PUMPAGE RCCURD FURNISHED BY WATEm TsbBEATMENT FLANTS

Tulal CUMMUMPIIVE LEMANU=PULB+IRR
wheRt HU0 IS THE MINIMUM FLOw REQUIKeMeNT.
AMOULNT ReLEASED FRLM S78 TC MEET

TABLE 7.

IRFLOw
(AF)
10094,
8667,
32071,
-599%.
4939,
24582,
63250,
-12355.
396480,
23071,
1256
10051.

205309,

ENFLOW
(AF)
23095,
14527.
6205.
=-1190,
~15545,
5604,
16394,
10533,
150699.
1282¢26.
27843,
51132.

417724,

ET
{IN)
1.2%
1.5¢
1.99
Z2e4S
2499
2449
274
2.74
2.24
1.99
1.50
1.25

25.17

ET
{IN}
1.25
14340
2.00
2420
3,0C
2.50
2.75
2475
2.25
2.00
l.30
l1.25

25,24

IThE DGwNSTREAN DEMAND

Basin Yield Water Bucget

RE
LIN)
1.25%
1:50
1.99

72
2.71
2445
2474
2eT4%
2424
1.51
l.%4
1.23

22.59

RE
{IN)
1.25

-1
1.07
2.27
3.00
1.14
2.75
275
2.25
1.02

81
L.23

20.23

IRR
CIN)
0.6C
0.00
.00
1.77

.28
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

48

N
Q.00

2458

IRR
(IND)
0.00

.82

W53

23
0.0C
136
0.00
€.dC
0.00

098

69
0.00

5.01

PUB
(AF)
1C55%.
952.
1055.
1021,
1055,
1021.
1058,
1455,
1021,
1055,
1021,
1055,

12416,

PUB
{AF)
1165,
1052,
1165,
1127,
1165,
1127,
1165.
1165,
1127.
1165,
1127,
1165,

13715,

DEMAND YIELO
(AF) {AF)
1055+ 10349,
952, 4820,
1035, 32325.
15146. 8350.
3290, T429.
1021. 24802.
1055« ¢&3509.
1055, -12101.
1021. 39900,
4892, 27182,
1428, 7684.
1055, 10305,

33023. 2488731,

CERMAND YIELD
(AF) LAF)
1185. 23460,
TEBT. 21414,
8730. 14135,
299%. 1004,
1165, =-15181.
12211. 17215,
1165. 16759.
11¢5. 10898,
1127, 151026,
9121« 136549,
6755. 33798,
1165. 51497,

54449, 4£2573.



_BL_

YEAR OF BO
0aTE RAIN

Y

1-15-50 Zels
2~15-80 1,77
3-13-40 2454
4~15-80 3.47
5-15-60 .81
t~io-40 letl
7=15-80 9.23
8-15-80 9.08
9-15~80 4450

. 10-15-80 1,80
11-13-80 3,63
12-15-80 .75
 T0¥AL 44434

EVAP
{iN)

2+B0
3.t
5.20
5.28
6.72
712
048
6408
Je52
4496
3.l2
2064

59.20

WCALHN

5T
LCFS)
1926,
4597
3058,
3135.
1526,
B43.
qu.
S68.
481.
17.
93.
60.

le582.

BASIN

379
ICFS)
262i.
2667,
3807,
3909.
2023.
924
587.
1360,
2134,
203,
251

51

23565,

BASLN ARE.

INFLOW RAIN
tCF3) LAF)
702. 196.
1072. l6l.
755. 232.
177. 316.
501. 347.
92. 129.
lBe, B42.
807, B28.
1655, 410,
131. lb4.
157. 349,
=T 68.

1026, 4043,

TABLE 7.



A * 24D000

EVAP
(AF)
255.
299,
474,
481.
t13.
49,
591,
554,
503,
452,
285,
241,

5399.

578
{AF)
118431.
255316.
187925,
186551,
93818.
50160,
12248,
34950,
28b45.
4704,
5534,
3689,

ACRES

5T9
{AF)
1615513,
314735,
234102,
23z620.,
124371,
55119.
36106
H4B822,
127008,
12464,
14924.
3105,

981971.1400%24,

INFLOW
LAF)
43181.
59557,
46420,
46233,
30819,
5479,
23800,
49599,
96453,
8046,
9325.
=412,

420308.

ET
{IN)
la25
1+3C
2.0C
2451
3.01
2.51
2.7¢
2476
2.25
2.00
1.50
1.25%

25,30

Basin Yield Water Budget

RE
(1IN}
1.2%
lell
1.58
2.14
2439

95
270
2+76
2+25
1.16
1.50

« 48

20.33

iRR
{IN)
0.00
35
.42
W30
62
1.56
0.00
0.0C
0.00
85
0.00
.78

4.98

fLB
(AF}
1275,
1152,
1275,
1234.
1275,
1234,
127%.
1275.
1234,
1275.
1234,
1275,

15013,

UEMAND
(AF)
127%.
44%16.
4782,
4249,
6385,
14118,
1275,
1275,
1234,
82e2.
1224,
77017,

76233,

YIELD
[AF)
43656,
£31732.
50402,
455682,
36404,
18797,
24081,
50074,
98887.
15530,
9759.
6495,

LBb741.
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