Modeling Technical Appendix
Freeport Regional Water Project DEIR/EIS

Table of Contents
List of Figures
List of Tables

1. Introduction

2 070 1< 0 0 [ YQ 0 (0= 141174 4 o U PRRS 1-2
1.2, MOOEING TEAM ...ttt e et b bbb se s e e e e e nas 1-2
2. Modeing Methodology Overview
2.1. Surface water and reservoir operations MO NG ........c.covererereieierere e 2-2
P2 I I @AV o S T 1= o S 2-2
2.1.2. EBMUD SYSEEIM ..ottt sttt be st sttt enennesnas 2-2
2.1.3. SCWA SYSIEIM ..ottt bbbttt bbbt b bt ne e 2-3
2.1.4. MOdEliNg FramEWOIK ........cccoiiiriiiiesee s 2-4
2.2. Water quality modeling for the Sacramento-San Joagquin Delta.........ccccccevivevveveeneeseenen, 2-6
2.3. Temperature and salmon mortality Modeling.... .....ccccveveiiieecie e 2-6
2.4. Hydroelectric poWer MOUEIING........ciiiririeieieieieiiee sttt 2-6
2.5. Reverse flow modeling for the Sacramento RIVEX ...........coco v, 2-6
2.6. Modeling scenarios evaluated for the Freeport Regional Water Project..........ccccoveveevieeneen. 2-7
L T AN = 1 = (Y= 2-7
2.6.2. Level Of deVEIOPIMENT........coiie et s 2-7
2.6.3. Simulation period NYArolOgy ........cccieeiieerieiirieeie e see e et e e ennes 2-9
2.7. Application and limitations of modeling results to estimates of impacts on
DENEFICIAl USES... ittt sttt st et s re et e te e e e stesseensennens 2-9
3. Surface Water and Reservoir Operations M odeling

3.1. Modeling MEtNOTOIOY .......coeririiriiriiieee e 31
30 0 I 1 0 1V S 31
G300 It I I Y/ oo (= 0 Y = T USSR 31
3.1.1.2. Consistency with USBR OCAP CALSIM Il analyses.........cccocvvereevesennennnns 32
3.1.1.3. BaSe aSSUMPLIONS .....couiieeeeieeeieeiesie st nee et ie et see e e e e seesseeeeseesneensens 33
3.1.1.3.1. ASSUMPLIONS OVEIVIEW ...c.eveeieeieeieesieesieeseestesteeteesseessessressnessnsessesnns 3-3
G300 51 G T o 1Yo | (] oo |V 2 3-8

TNt I G T TR = o 1 1= 3-13

3.1.1.3.4. Regulatory Standards..........cccoceerererieneneeee e 3-15

3.1.1.3.5. Operations Criteral......ccoeieereeiieiee e eieeseesteesee e seeeee s nre e e e sreesnee s 3-32

B L2 EBMUDSIM ..ottt st sttt e e b e sn et st e n e neenn 3-43

G T80 220 W /oo (= I (== o 1 1o o 1SS SRR 3-43

G 2 St IR VA= ¢ 1 o= (o) 1= (U o Y2 3-45

3.1.2.2. Application to FRWP MOAElING.......ccviieiiiiee et 3-47

TNt A N N L (= 1 0= Y= 3-47

31222, AREINAIVES 2-5 ... 3-48

3.1.2.2.2.1. EBMUDSIM interaction with CALSIM Il .......ccccovvivininnininnne 3-49

3.1.2.2.3. AILEINELVE B....ooveveeeecie ettt et ee e 3-51

3.1.2.2.3.1. EBMUDSIM interaction with CALSIM Il ....c.cccovvvvvieieinennne 3-55

3.1.3. Mokelumne Reservoirs Daily Model ..o 3-56

Modeling Technical Appendix 1 July 2003



3.1.3. 1. MOAEl DESCIIPLION. ....ccueeuirieriiitesiisteeeeee sttt e e 3-56

3.1.3.2. MOdel ASSUMPLIONS ....ccueeieiieeiesie e eee et ee e e see e e seeeneesaesneeneesne e 3-56
3.1.3.2.1. Historical Daily Inflow to Pardee RESEIVOIT ........ccoceveeveevcenicenrce e, 3-56
3.1.3.2.2. Camanche Reservoir Flood Control Operations.............cccceeererereereennen. 3-58
3.1.3.2.3. RESEIVOITr GEOMELTY ..ottt eeas 3-58
3.1.3.2.4. Enlarged Pardee RESEIVOIN .......ccccceevieereeiee e see st este et 3-62
3.1.3.25. Water SUPPIY Yi€ld....cco ot 3-62
3.1.3.3. Application of Daily Reservoir Operations Model ...........cccocevvrerinencienieniens 3-63
3.1.3.4. SIMUIALION RESUITS .....eeeieeecee ettt ne 3-63
3.1.3.4.1. Average Runoff Results (Year 2000) ........ccccoveveeveireeieeseseereesieseesee e 3-63
3.1.3.4.2. Dry Runoff ResUlts (Year 1994) .........ccccvereneneiinene e 373
G300 I 1 TR ] o 11 o] = 3-77
3135, REFEIENCES. ..o ettt 3-77
3.1.4. SCWA Water Allocation MOE! ..........ccoieiriiininireseee s 3-79
G T80 0 5 I /oo (= I (== o 1 1o o 1SS USRS 3-79
3.1.4.2. ASSUMPLIONS. ...cueeieeiieeieeteesteeseeseesee e teeste e s teesreesneesneeenteete e teesreesanesneesnseennes 3-79
31421, SCWA DEMEAN......ciiiiiieiiiriniesie sttt st 3-79
3.1.4.2.2. Surface Water FaCilitieS.........ccovvieereiinese e 3-80
3.1.4.2.3. Groundwater FaCilitieS ........ccooeeiiiieereeeee e 3-80
3.1.4.2.4. Surface Water SUPPIY .....ceeeeiicieeceeee et 3-80
3.1.4.2.5. GroundwWater SUPPIY......covereeeeiriiriinie st 3-80
3.1.4.3. Application to FRWP MOAEING.......ccviieiiiieese e 3-81
3.2. MOAEliNg @SSUMPLIONS ......ceeiieeiteeieeseese e e teesteete e eesteesreeseeseeeteeseesseesaeesaeesnnesneeenseensens 3-84
AN I o (0 1= o 0= (T = T 3-84
T I =1V 0 S ORPTRSSRS 3-84

B2 1.2, SCWA ettt ettt sttt Rttt sttt e e nenreas 3-86

3.2.2. AsSUMPLioNS fOr AlterNaLiVES........cceiiiieiecieee st e 391
RS I LoTe (= I 1 011=s | = 1 o] o FOO oSO U USSR 3-95
3.4. Simulation results - 2001 LOD .......ccoiiiieeieeeese et see e sneeseesneeeeneas 3-98
S 1.2 Y (= U £ 3-98
3.4.2. Freeport ProjeCt QiVEISIONS ........cciiieiirieieeeieiesie sttt 3111
R G T B = < Vo L= (] o L= 3-143
O A AV g o= 3-204
A5, DEITATIOWS. ..ot bbbt 3-261
34.6. DEITAEXPOIS ...ovieieeeieeiieieeieeie sttt b bbb e e en e 3-304
K B OAY A o 1= 1Y =S SRS 3-316
34.8. SWP AElIVEIES. ..ottt 3-344
3.4.9. Discussion of CALSIM 11 FESUILS.......cccueivieeiesieeee s eee e seeeee e see e s eee s 3-365

3.4.9.1. Alternatives 2-5 comparison to Alternative L .........cocoeeeieiieirsceneere e 3-365

3.4.9.2. Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative L.........cccoocveveeieeveevee v, 3-366

34.9.3. CONCIUSION.....ciuiiiiiiieiieiesie sttt sttt b e bt e b e e nneas 3-368

3.4.10 EBMUD-aS-Delta-EXPOrt SLUAY ......cceevereeeeieieenesiesieseseeseeesessesessesseseeseeseesessenss 3-369
3.5. Simulation results — 2020 LOD.........cccoiiiieierieieesee et sie et e s re s e e sreeeeseesseeneesaeas 3-375
351, SUMMENY FESUILS......ocveeie ettt et e st e st e b e e naesneeneenne e 3-375
3.5.2. PrOJECE QIVEISIONS. ...ttt sttt sttt sb et nn e 3-388
e T B = < Vo L= (] o L= 3-418
O A AV g o TP 3-479
BN T I T | = B (1 3-536
N ST BT | = 1= o £ 3-579
3.5.7. CVP AElIVENIES ....oeeeeeeeee ettt sttt eneenas 3-591
3.5.8. SWP AEIIVENES ..ottt 3-619

Modeling Technical Appendix 2 July 2003



3.5.9. DiscusSioN Of CALSIM 1] FEOUITS......ooeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e s e seneneees 3-640

3.5.9.1. Alternatives 2-5 comparison to Alternative L .........cocoeoeieiieieneierr e 3-640
3.5.9.2. Alternative 6 comparisonto Alternative L........cccoocveveeieevieevee v, 3-641
3.5.9.3. CONCIUSION......oitieieiieeeiesie ettt ee et e st s e tesneeneestesneenaesreensensens 3-642
4. Water Quality Modeling for the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta
I I @ V= 4T T PSSR 4-1
4.1.1. Affected ENVIFONMENL ........ccveieieeese et te e aesreeneenne s 4-2
4.1.2. Beneficia uses and water quality parameters.........ccocveeeeereeieereneese e 4-3
4.1.2.1. Municipal and INAUSLIal .........cccoeeeiiiieeicceec e e 4-3
4.1.2.1.1. Safe Drinking Water ACt........ccceoeeeiriniresieseseeeeesese e 4-4
4.1.2.1.2. Sdinity Targets of California Urban Water Agencies..........ccccocveeeneee. 4-4
4.1.2.1.3. Delivered water quality goal of Contra Costa Water District ................ 4-5
4.1.2.1.4. CALFED long-term water quality goal .........ccevvevervieeseseeeese e 4-5
4.1.2.2. ECOSYSEOIM ...ttt ettt ettt sttt e et e e b e e sbe e sae e saneeane e 4-6
G T AN otV (1 S 4-6
4.1.3. Approach towater quality aNalYSIS.......ccceiviieiiereiieie e 4-7
4.2. Modeling MethOOIOQY ........ccveveeriieiirieriesiesei e e 4-10
4.2.1. Deltaoutflow-X2 Model of Kimmerer and Monismith..........ccocooeiiniiiencncecennnne 4-11
4.2.2. Outflow-salinity Model of the Contra Costa Water District (the “ G-model”)........... 4-11
4.2.3. Artificial Neural Network Algorithm of the Department of Water Resources.......... 4-12
4.2.4. Fischer DeltaModel (FDM) of Hugo B. Fischer, INC.......cccoooeiiiieiiiiiiec e 4-12
4.2.5. DeltaSimulation Model 11 (DSM2) of the Department of Water Resources............. 4-13
4.2.6. Disinfection BY-ProdUCLS............cccoiiiieiiii ittt 4-13
4.2.6.1. OzONation BY-ProUCLS .......ccoiririiriirieieieeeesesie s see e 4-14
4.2.6.2. Chlorination BY-ProdUCLS...........ccceiiereeieeneesee e seeeeeesreeseeesressressnesseesneesnees 4-14
4.2.7. Model uncertainties and lIMItatioNS..........c.ccverireieininre s 4-15
4.2.8. Potential use of daily MOUEIS.........ccoiiiiiiie s 4-15
4.2.9. Multi-dimensional MOEIS ........ccceiiiiee e 4-16
4.2.10.Consistency with other approaches in recent impact analyses..........cccveevvcervcernenne 4-16
4.2.10.1. Los Vaqueros Project of Contra Costa Water DiStriCt ........ccoovvererieieeieneniens 4-17
4.2.10.2. Eastside Reservoir Project of Metropolitan Water District of Southern
L0 L) ] o= TSRS 4-17
4.2.10.3. KEN WELEr BANK........coiieeieieiriisiesiese et 4-18
4.3. Modeling Assumptionsin FDM and DSM2 SIMUIELIONS.........ccooeieeriinenene e 4-19
G T N I T = I o o o TSRS 4-19
4.3.2. Sdinity of Deltainflows and conversion between salinity parameters..................... 4-20
4.3.2.1. Sacramento RIVEr af FrEEPOM........cccviirierierieieeee ettt 4-20
4.3.2.2. Sainity of San Joaquin River a Vernalis.......c.ccooevvieerene e 4-21
4.3.2.3. Empirical relationships between different salinity parameters.........c.cccoe....... 4-34
4.3.3. Operations of flow CONLIrol SITUCIUIES.........cceeoveieiiere e 4-35
4.3.3.1. DetaCross Channel.........cccoooeiiiiieeeiee et ene s 4-35
4.3.3.2. South DeltafloOw DarrierS.... ..o e 4-36
4.3.3.3. Suisun Marsh Salinity Control Gate...........cccceevviieieeiesiere e 4-36
4.3.4. Assigning CCWD diversionsto Old River and Rock Slough intakes.............c.c........ 4-37
4.4. Modeling Results and Potential Changes..........ccooeiiereieeesie e 4-51
N R |V = 1] 1SRN 4-54
4.4.2. X2 and other ECOSYySIEM MEBSUIES...........cceiiiieeeiriesie et 4-58
4.4.3. Verndissainity and agricultural beneficial USES..........ccoooviieieniieeierecee e 4-62
4.4.4. Deltadrinking Water INtAKES .......cccceieiiiereie e s 4-63
4.4.4.1. Potentia changesin compliance with the Safe Drinking Water Act ............... 4-71

Modeling Technical Appendix 3 July 2003



4.4.4.1.1. Ozonation BY-ProduCES..........cccoereririininenieieeeeeeee s 4-71

4.4.4.1.2. Chlorination BY-prodUCLES...........cceoereeienereeese e 4-73
4.4.4.2. Potential effects on meeting CUWA and SWP salinity targets.........c...cceeu..... 4-74
4.4.4.3. Contra Costa Water District Delivery Water QUalItY .........ccceeveerinirienieiinnens 4-76
4.4.5. Monthly resultSat 2001 LOD .......cccccciererierierieeeeeeseseseeseeseeeeesses e sse e seessesessessenss 4-79
4.4.6. Monthly resultsat 2020 LOD ........ccccovieririerieeeinesese e e e sse e s neens 4-170
4.4.7. An aternative analysis based on empirical significance criteria........c.cccccvvvveecnenen. 4-228
4.4.7.1. ContraCostaWater District’s Los Vaqueros Reservoir Project EIR/EIS
SIGNITICANCE CIITEITA. .. e ieeieeeeeee e e 4-228
4.4.7.2. Approach to supplemental water quality analysiS........cccccevvvieeieveseese e 4-229
4.4.7.3. Results of supplemental @nalYSiS..........cocererieiriinininese e 4-230
4.4.7.3.1. AREINALIVES 2-5 ...ttt nnens 4-230
4.4.7.3.2. AREINALIVE 6.ttt enens 4-231
4.5, SUMMary and CONCIUSIONS.......cc.civeeierieeieeiisteeee e se e testeesaeste s e esesseesestesseensesressaesesreensenns 4-240
T o = 1= 107 TP 4-242
A o - 4-244
5. Water Temperature and Salmon Mortality Modeling
5.1, TeMPErature MOGEIS. .......cociie ettt esteeseentesae e e e sneeneeneas 51
5.2, SAmMon mMortality MOAE] .........cccueiiiieiiciee et 5-2
5.3. Application and limitations of the temperature and salmon mortality modeling................. 5-2
5.4. Simulation results — 2001 LOD........ccciiiiierieeeee e eeesee e see e eee e seeeeesee e esee e eeesseeneeseas 5-3
5.4.1. Temperature MOdeling rESUILS.........cceiierieeiieeree s 5-3
5.4.2. Salmon mortality modeling reSUILS.........ccvceeiiieciee e 5-27
5.5. Simulation results — 2020 LOD..........cceiiiieierieiieseseseesteseeeesiesseeeessesseessesseessessesseessessens 5-32
5.5.1. Temperature MOdeling FESUILS.........ccceiiieiieeiir e et 5-32
5.5.2. Salmon mortality MOodeling reSUILS..........cevuiiieiericeece e 5-57
S = 1= = 0= 5-62
6. Hydroeectric Power Modeling
6.1, MOOE! JESCIIPLION ...ttt st e e ene e 6-1
6.2, SIMUIBLTION FESUITS......oeiieeeie ettt ettt eseeeaeeneeseeeseenaesneeneesaeaneeneas 6-1
LA I N | (7= 1 Y= TP 6-2
6.2.2. AILEINELIVES 2-5......eeeee ettt bttt 6-5
L T AN | (7= Y= 6-8

Attachment A - Results of preliminary modeling of “worst case” reverse flow events

Modeling Technical Appendix 4 July 2003



List of Figures

2-1 Information Exchange Between FRWP Simulation Models

21.4-1 FRWP Surface Water and Reservoir Operations Model Interactions

3.121-1 EBMUDSIM System Schematic

3121-2 Drought Planning Sequence Hydrology

3.1.21.1-1 EBMUD Total System Storage — 2002 Verification Analysis

3.1.2.1.1-2 Tota Releases from Camanche Reservoir- 2002 Verification Analysis

3.1.2.1.1-3  Annua Tota Camanche Releases— Regression Analysis

3.1.2221-1 CALSIM/EBMUDSIM Interaction Schematic

3.1.34.1-1  Pardee Reservoir Inflow for 2000

3.1.34.1-2 Historica Range of Simulated Monthly Pardee Reservoir Inflow (cfs)

3.1.34.1-3  Simulated Pardee Reservoir Storage and Elevation for 2000

3.134.1-4 Simulated EBMUD Diversions and Pardee Reservoir Releases for 2000

3.1.34.1-5 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Storage and Elevation for 2000

313416 Comparison of Enlarged Pardee Reservoir Storage and Elevation for 2000

3.1.3.4.1-7  Comparison of Simulated Camanche Storage and Releases for Existing
Pardee and Enlarged Pardee for 2000

3.1.34.2-1 Pardee Inflow and Simulated Existing Pardee Storage for 1994

3.1.34.2-2 Simulated and Historic Camanche Reservoir Storage and Release for 1994

3.1.34.2-3 Comparison of Simulated Existing and Enlarged Pardee Elevation and
Storage for 1994

3.1.34.2-4  Simulated Camanche Storage and Releases for Existing Pardee and
Enlarged Pardee for 1994

3.1.34.3-1 Potential Effects of Enlarge Pardee on Rafting Operations

31431 Assumed SCWA CVP Delivery Patterns Based on Hydrologic Y ear-Type

3.1.4.3-2 SCWA Water Supply Allocation Over 72-Y ear Evaluation Period, 2001
LOD Studies

3.1.4.3-3 SCWA Water Supply Allocation Over 72-Y ear Evaluation Period, 2020
LOD Studies

Freeport Regional Water Project Figures-1 July 2003

Draft EIR/EIS

Modeling Technical Appendix



3.21.2-1

CALSIM 1l schematic of DSA 70 Region

331 Model Iteration Formulation

34.1-1 Average Change in Simulated Flows, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD
(Average of All Years)

34.1-2 Average Change in Simulated Flows, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1928-1934)

3.4.1-3 Average Change in Simulated Flows, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1976-1977)

34.1-4 Average Change in Simulated Flows, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1987-1992)

34.1-5 Average Change in Simulated CVP/SWP Operations, Alternatives 2-5,
2001 LOD (Average of All Years)

34.1-6 Average Change in Simulated CVP/SWP Operations, Alternatives 2-5,
2001 LOD (Dry Period WY 1928-1934)

34.1-7 Average Change in Simulated CVP/SWP Operations, Alternatives 2-5,
2001 LOD (Dry Period WY 1976-1977)

34.1-8 Average Change in Simulated CVP/SWP Operations, Alternatives 2-5,
2001 LOD (Dry Period WY 1987-1992)

3.4.1-9 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected Parameters, 2001 LOD (Average
of All Years)

3.4.1-10 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected Parameters, 2001 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1928-1934)

34.1-11 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected Parameters, 2001 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1976-1977)

34.1-12 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected Parameters, 2001 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1987-1992)

34.1-13 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, 2001
LOD (Average of All Years)

34.1-14 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, 2001
LOD (Dry Period WY 1928-1934)

3.4.1-15 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, 2001
LOD (Dry Period WY 1976-1977)

3.4.1-16 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, 2001
LOD (Dry Period WY 1987-1992)

Freeport Regional Water Project Figures-2 July 2003

Draft EIR/EIS

Modeling Technical Appendix



34.2-1 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Total Project Diversions, 2001 LOD
(Contract Y ear)

3.4.2-2 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Total Project Diversions, 2001 LOD
(Water Year)

3.4.2-3 Simulated Annual Total Project Diversions, 2001 LOD (Contract Y ear)
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1

3.4.2-4 Simulated Annual Total Project Diversions, 2001 LOD (Contract Y ear)
Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1

3.4.2-5 Simulated Annual Total Project Diversions, 2001 LOD (Water Y ear)
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1

3.4.2-6 Simulated Annual Total Project Diversions, 2001 LOD (Water Y ear)
Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1

3.4.2-7 Simulated Monthly Tota Project Diversions, 2001 LOD (Dry Period WY
1928-1934) Alternatives 2-5 & 6 minus Alternative 1

3.4.2-8 Simulated Monthly Tota Project Diversions, 2001 LOD (Dry Period WY
1987-1992) Alternatives 2-5 & 6 minus Alternative 1

3.4.2-9 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2001 LOD
(Contract Y ear)

3.4.2-10 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2001 LOD
(Water Year)

34.2-11 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2001 LOD (Contract Y ear)
3.4.2-12 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2001 LOD (Water Y ear)

3.4.2-13 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2001 LOD (Dry Period WY
1928-1934)

3.4.2-14 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2001 LOD (Dry Period WY
1987-1992)

3.4.2-15 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento
River Water Treatment Plant, 2001 LOD (Contract Y ear)

3.4.2-16 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento
River Water Treatment Plant, 2001 LOD (Water Y ear)

3.4.2-17 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento River Water
Treatment Plant, 2001 LOD (Contract Y ear)

3.4.2-18 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento River Water
Treatment Plant, 2001 LOD (Water Y ear)

Freeport Regional Water Project Figures-3 July 2003
Draft EIR/EIS
Modeling Technical Appendix



3.4.2-19 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento River Water
Treatment Plant, 2001 LOD (Dry Period 1928-1934)

3.4.2-20 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento River Water
Treatment Plant, 2001 LOD (Dry Period WY 1987-1992)

3.4.2-21 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2001
LOD (Contract Y ear)

3.4.2-22 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2001
LOD (Water Year)

3.4.2-23 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2001 LOD
(Contract Y ear) Alternatives 2-5 & 6

3.4.2-24 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2001 LOD
(Water Year) Alternatives 2-5 & 6

3.4.2-25 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2001 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1928-1934)

3.4.2-26 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2001 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1987-1992)

34.3-1 Exceedence for Simulated Pardee Reservoir End-of-September Storage,
2001 LOD

3.4.3-2 Simulated Pardee Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-3 Simulated Pardee Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.4.3-4 Simulated Pardee Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

3.4.3-5 Exceedence for Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage: End-of-
September Storage, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-6 Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage: End-of-September Storage,
2001 LOD

3.4.3-7 Exceedence for Simulated Trinity Reservoir End-of-September Storage,
2001 LOD

3.4.3-8 Simulated Trinity Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-9 Simulated Trinity Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.4.3-10 Simulated Trinity Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

Freeport Regional Water Project Figures-4 July 2003

Draft EIR/EIS

Modeling Technical Appendix



34.3-11 Exceedence for Simulated Shasta Reservoir End-for-September Storage,
2001 LOD

34.3-12 Simulated Shasta Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-13 Simulated Shasta Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.4.3-14 Simulated Shasta Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

3.4.3-15 Exceedence for Simulated Folsom Reservoir End-of-September Storage,
2001 LOD

3.4.3-16 Simulated Folsom Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-17 Simulated Folsom Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.4.3-18 Simulated Folsom Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

3.4.3-19 Exceedence for Simulated Oroville Reservoir End-of-September Storage,
2001 LOD

3.4.3-20 Simulated Oroville Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-21 Simulated Oroville Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.4.3-22 Simulated Oroville Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2001 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

34.4-1 Average Simulated Monthly Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam
(Dry and Ciritical Years), 2001 LOD

3.4.4-2 Average Simulated Monthly Sacramento River Flow Below Freeport
Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow (Dry and Critical Y ears), 2001 LOD

3.4.4-3 Average Simulated Monthly Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (Dry
and Critical Years), 2001 LOD

3.4.4-4 Average Simulated Monthly American River Flow Below Nimbus (Dry
and Critical Years), 2001 LOD

3.4.4-5 Average Simulated Monthly Mokelumne River Flow Below Camanche
Reservoir (Dry and Critical Y ears), 2001 LOD

3.4.4-6 Average Simulated Monthly Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (Dry
and Critical Years), 2001 LOD
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3451 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Mokelumne River Delta Inflow, 2001
LOD

3.4.5-2 Simulated Annual Mokelumne River Delta Inflow, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-3 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Georgiana Slough Flow, 2001 LOD

3454 Simulated Annual Georgiana Slough Flow, 2001 LOD

3.4.55 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Total Delta Inflow, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-6 Simulated Annual Total Delta Inflow, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-7 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Delta Outflow, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-8 Simulated Annual Delta Outflow, 2001 LOD

34.6-1 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant,
2001 LOD

3.4.6-2 Simulated Annual Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant, 2001 LOD

3.4.6-3 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant,
2001 LOD

3.4.6-4 Simulated Annual Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant, 2001 LOD

34.7-1 Exceedence for Simulated Annual CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water
Service Deliveries, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-2 Simulated Annual CVP North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service
Deliveries, 2001 LOD (Alternative 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.7-3 Simulated Annual CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service
Deliveries, 2001 LOD (Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

34.7-4 Exceedence for Simulated Annual CVP North-of-DeltaM&| Deliveries,
2001 LOD

34.7-5 Simulated Annual CVP North-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries, 2001 LOD
(Alternative 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.7-6 Simulated Annual CVP North-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries, 2001 LOD
(Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.7-7 Exceedence for Simulated Annual CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water
Service Deliveries, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-8 Simulated Annual CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service
Deliveries. 2001 LOD (Alternative 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.7-9 Simulated Annual CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service
Deliveries, 2001 LOD (Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)
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3.4.7-10 Exceedence for Simulated Annual CVP South-of-DeltaM &1 Deliveries,
2001 LOD

34.7-11 Simulated Annual CV P South-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries, 2001 LOD
(Alternative 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.7-12 Simulated Annual CV P South-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries, 2001 LOD
(Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.8-1 Exceedence for Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries, 2001
LOD

3.4.8-2 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries, 2001 LOD
(Alternatives 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.8-3 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries, 2001 LOD
(Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.8-4 Exceedence for Simulated Annual SWP M& I Deliveriesto Metropolitan
Water District, 2001 LOD

3.4.8-5 Simulated Annual SWP M& I Deliveriesto Metropolitan Water District,
2001 LOD (Alternatives 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.8-6 Simulated Annual SWP M& I Deliveriesto Metropolitan Water District,
2001 LOD (Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.8-7 Exceedence for Simulated Annual SWP M &I Deliveries Other than
MWD, 2001 LOD

3.4.8-8 Simulated Annual SWP M& I Deliveries Other than MWD, 2001 LOD
(Alternatives 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.4.8-9 Simulated Annual SWP M& I Deliveries Other than MWD, 2001 LOD
(Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

34.10-1 Comparison of Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, Sensitivity to COA
Assumption, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD (Average of All Y ears)

3.4.10-2 Comparison of Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, Sensitivity to COA
Assumption, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD (Dry Period WY 1928-1934)

3.4.10-3 Comparison of Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, Sensitivity to COA
Assumption, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD (Dry Period WY 1976-1977)

34.10-4 Comparison of Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, Sensitivity to COA
Assumption, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD (Dry Period WY 1987-1992)
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3511 Average Change in Simulated Flows, Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD
(Average of All Years)

35.1-2 Average Change in Simulated Flows, Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1928-1934)

35.1-3 Average Change in Simulated Flows, Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1976-1977)

35.1-4 Average Change in Simulated Flows, Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1987-1992)

35.1-5 Average Change in Simulated CVP/SWP Operations, Alternatives 2-5,
2020 LOD (Average of All Years)

35.1-6 Average Change in Simulated CVP/SWP Operations, Alternatives 2-5,
2020 LOD (Dry Period WY 1928-1934)

35.1-7 Average Change in Simulated CVP/SWP Operations, Alternatives 2-5,
2020 LOD (Dry Period WY 1976-1977)

35.1-8 Average Change in Simulated CVP/SWP Operations, Alternatives 2-5,
2020 LOD (Dry Period WY 1987-1992)

3.5.1-9 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected Parameters, 2020 LOD (Average
of All Years)

3.5.1-10 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected Parameters, 2020 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1928-1934)

351-11 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected Parameters, 2020 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1976-1977)

35.1-12 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected Parameters, 2020 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1987-1992)

35.1-13 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, 2020
LOD (Average of All Years)

351-14 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, 2020
LOD (Dry Period WY 1928-1934)

3.5.1-15 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, 2020
LOD (Dry Period WY 1976-1977)

3.5.1-16 Comparison of Alternatives for Selected CVP and SWP Parameters, 2020
LOD (Dry Period WY 1987-1992)

35.2-1 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Project Diversions, 2020 LOD
(Contract Y ear)
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3.5.2-2 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Project Diversions, 2020 LOD (Water

Y ear)

3.5.2-3 Simulated Annual Project Diversions, 2020 LOD (Contract Y ear)
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1

3.5.2-4 Simulated Annual Project Diversions, 2020 LOD (Contract Y ear)
Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1

3.5.2-5 Simulated Annual Project Diversions, 2020 LOD (Water Y ear)
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1

35.2-6 Simulated Annual Project Diversions, 2020 LOD (Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1) (Water Y ear)

3.5.2-7 Simulated Monthly Project Diversions, 2020 LOD (Dry Period WY 1928-
1934) Alternatives 2-5 & 6 minus Alternative 1

3.5.2-8 Simulated Monthly Project Diversions, 2020 LOD (Dry Period WY 1987-
1992) Alternatives 2-5 & 6 minus Alternative 1

3529 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2020 LOD
(Contract Y ear)

3.5.2-10 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2020 LOD
(Water Year)

3.5.2-11 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2020 LOD (Contract Y ear)
3.5.2-12 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2020 LOD (Water Y ear)

3.5.2-13 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2020 LOD (Dry Period WY
1928-1934)

3.5.2-14 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto EBMUD, 2020 LOD (Dry Period WY
1987-1992)

3.5.2-15 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento
River Water Treatment Plant, 2020 LOD (Contract Y ear)

3.5.2-16 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento
River Water Treatment Plant, 2020 LOD (Water Y ear)

3.5.2-17 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento River Water
Treatment Plant, 2020 LOD (Contract Y ear)

3.5.2-18 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento River Water
Treatment Plant, 2020 LOD (Water Y ear)

3.5.2-19 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento River Water
Treatment Plant, 2020 LOD (Dry Period 1928-1934)
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3.5.2-20 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto SCWA at Sacramento River Water
Treatment Plant, 2020 LOD (Dry Period WY 1987-1992)

3.5.2-21 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2020
LOD (Contract Y ear)

3.5.2-22 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2020
LOD (Water Year)

3.5.2-23 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2020 LOD
(Contract Y ear) Alternatives 2-5 & 6

3.5.2-24 Simulated Annual Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2020 LOD
(Water Year) Alternatives 2-5 & 6

3.5.2-25 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2020 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1928-1934)

3.5.2-26 Simulated Monthly Deliveriesto SCWA at Freeport, 2020 LOD (Dry
Period WY 1987-1992)

35.3-1 Exceedence for Simulated Pardee Reservoir End-of-September Storage,
2020 LOD

3.5.3-2 Simulated Pardee Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-3 Simulated Pardee Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.5.34 Simulated Pardee Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

3.5.35 Exceedence for Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage: End-of-
September Storage, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-6 Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage: End-of-September Storage,
2020 LOD

3.5.3-7 Exceedence for Simulated Trinity Reservoir End-of-September Storage,
2020 LOD

3.5.3-8 Simulated Trinity Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2020 LOD

35.39 Simulated Trinity Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.5.3-10 Simulated Trinity Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

3.5.3-11 Exceedence for Simulated Shasta Reservoir End-for-September Storage,
2020 LOD
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35312 Simulated Shasta Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-13 Simulated Shasta Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.5.3-14 Simulated Shasta Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

3.5.3-15 Exceedence for Simulated Folsom Reservoir End-of-September Storage,
2020 LOD

3.5.3-16 Simulated Folsom Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2020 LOD

35.3-17 Simulated Folsom Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.5.3-18 Simulated Folsom Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

3.5.3-19 Exceedence for Simulated Oroville Reservoir End-of-September Storage,
2020 LOD

3.5.3-20 Simulated Oroville Reservoir End-of-September Storage, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-21 Simulated Oroville Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1928-1934)

3.5.3-22 Simulated Oroville Reservoir Drought Period Storage, 2020 LOD (WY
1987-1992)

354-1 Simulated Average Monthly Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam
(Dry and Ciritical Years), 2020 LOD

3.5.4-2 Simulated Average Monthly Sacramento River Flow Below Freeport
Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow (Dry and Critical Y ears), 2020 LOD

3.54-3 Simulated Average Monthly Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (Dry
and Critical Years), 2020 LOD

3.5.4-4 Simulated Average Monthly American River Flow Below Nimbus (Dry
and Critical Years), 2020 LOD

3.54-5 Simulated Average Monthly Mokelumne River Flow Below Camanche
Reservoir (Dry and Critical Y ears), 2020 LOD

3.5.4-6 Simulated Average Monthly Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (Dry
and Critical Years), 2020 LOD

3551 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Mokelumne River Delta Inflow, 2020
LOD
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3.5.5-2 Simulated Annual Mokelumne River Delta Inflow, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-3 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Georgiana Slough Flow, 2020 LOD

3554 Simulated Annual Georgiana Slough Flow, 2020 LOD

3555 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Total Delta Inflow, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-6 Simulated Annual Total Delta Inflow, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-7 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Delta Outflow, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-8 Simulated Annual Delta Outflow, 2020 LOD

3.5.6-1 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant,
2020 LOD

3.5.6-2 Simulated Annual Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant, 2020 LOD

3.5.6-3 Exceedence for Simulated Annual Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant,
2020 LOD

3.5.6-4 Simulated Annual Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant, 2020 LOD

35.7-1 Exceedence for Simulated Annual CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water
Service Deliveries, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-2 Simulated Annual CVP North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service
Deliveries, 2020 LOD (Alternative 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.5.7-3 Simulated Annual CVP North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service
Deliveries, 2020 LOD (Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

35.7-4 Exceedence for Simulated Annual CVP North-of-DeltaM&| Deliveries,
2020 LOD

35.7-5 Simulated Annual CVP North-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries, 2020 LOD
(Alternative 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

35.7-6 Simulated Annual CVP North-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries, 2020 LOD
(Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.5.7-7 Exceedence for Simulated Annual CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water
Service Deliveries, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-8 Simulated Annual CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service
Deliveries. 2020 LOD (Alternative 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.5.7-9 Simulated Annual CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service
Deliveries, 2020 LOD (Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)
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3.5.7-10 Exceedence for Simulated Annual CV P South-of-Delta M& | Deliveries,
2020 LOD

3.5.7-11 Simulated Annual CV P South-of-Delta M& | Deliveries, 2020 LOD
(Alternative 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

35.7-12 Simulated Annual CVP South-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries, 2020 LOD
(Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

3581 Exceedence for Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries, 2020
LOD

35.8-2 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries, 2020 LOD
(Alternatives 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3583 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultura Deliveries, 2020 LOD
(Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

3584 Exceedence for Simulated Annual SWP M& I Deliveriesto Metropolitan
Woater District, 2020 LOD

3.5.8-5 Simulated Annual SWP M &I Deliveriesto Metropolitan Water District,
2020 LOD (Alternatives 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.5.8-6 Simulated Annual SWP M &I Deliveriesto Metropolitan Water District,
2020 LOD (Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.5.8-7 Exceedence for Simulated Annual SWP M& | Deliveries Other than
MWD, 2020 LOD

3.5.8-8 Simulated Annual SWP M& | Deliveries Other than MWD, 2020 LOD
(Alternatives 2-5 comparison to Alternative 1)

3.5.89 Simulated Annual SWP M& | Deliveries Other than MWD, 2020 LOD
(Alternative 6 comparison to Alternative 1)

41.1-1 Variation of monthly average salinity at Jersey Point with net Delta
outflow in water years 1965 to 1998

4.1.1-2 Variation of monthly average salinity at Jersey Point with antecedent
Delta outflow (Denton, 1993) in water years 1965 to 1998

4.2.1-1 Variation of steady-state X2 location with Delta outflow based on the
Kimmerer-Monismith Equation

4323 1a Simultaneous measurements of bromide and chloride concentration of
water sample from Rock Slough collected between January 1990 and
October 1994
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4.3.2.3-1b

Simultaneous measurements of bromide and electrical conductivity of
water sample from Rock Slough collected between January 1990 and
October 1994

4.3.2.3-1c Simultaneous measurements of chloride concentration and electrical
conductivity of water sample from Rock Slough collected between July
1983 and October 1994

4.3.2.3-2a Simultaneous measurements of total dissolved solids and chloride
concentration of water sample collected at Banks Pumping Plant between
July 1986 and January 1995

4.3.2.3-2b Simultaneous measurements of total dissolved solids concentration and
electrical conductivity of water sample collected at Banks Pumping Plant
between July 1986 and January 1995

4.3.2.3-3 Simultaneous measurements of chloride concentration and electrical
conductivity of water sample collected from Old River near the Los
Vagueros intake between March 1989 and January 1998

44.1-1 Simulated monthly-average Delta outflow at Martinez and potential
changes under Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD

4.4.1-2 Potential changes in monthly-average Delta outflow at 2001 LOD under
Alternatives 2-5

4.4.1-3 Simulated monthly-average electrical conductivity at Martinez and
potential changes under Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD.

4.4.1-4 Potential changes in monthly-average salinity under Alternatives 2-5 at
Martinez at 2001 LOD

4.4.1-5 Monthly-average Delta outflow at Martinez and potential changes under
Alternative 6 at 2001 LOD

4.4.1-6 Potential changes in monthly-average Delta outflow under Alternative 6 at
2001 LOD

4.4.1-7 Potential changes in monthly-average electrical conductivity at Martinez
under Alternative 6 at 2001 LOD

4.4.1-8 Monthly-average Delta outflow at Martinez and potential changes under
Alternatives 2-5 at 2020 LOD

4.4.1-9 Potential changes in monthly-average Delta outflow under Alternatives 2-
5at 2020 LOD

4.4.1-10 Potential changes in monthly-average salinity at Martinez under
Alternatives 2-5 at 2020 LOD
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4.4.1-11 Monthly-average Delta outflow at Martinez and potential changes under
Alternative 6 at 2020 LOD

4.4.1-12 Potential changes in monthly-average Delta outflow under Alternative 6 at
2020 LOD

4.4.1-13 Potential changes in monthly-average salinity at Martinez under
Alternative 6 at 2020 LOD

4.4.2-1 Potential changesin monthly mean X2 and salinity at Chipps Island under
Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD

4.4.2-2 Potential changes in monthly-average X2 location from February through
June under Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD

4.4.2-3 Potential changes in monthly-average X2 location from February through
June under Alternative 6 at 2001 LOD

4.4.2-4 Potential changes in monthly-average X2 location from February through
June under Alternatives 2-5 at 2020 LOD

4.4.2-5 Potential changes in monthly-average X2 location from February through
June under Alternative 6 at 2020 LOD

4.4.4-1 Simulated monthly-averaged chloride concentration in Rock Slough at Old
River under Alternative 1 and Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD

4.4.4-2 Potential change in monthly-averaged chloride concentration in Rock
Slough at Old River under Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD

4.4.4-3 Simulated monthly-averaged chloride concentration in Rock Slough at Old
River under Alternative 1 and Alternative 6 at 2001 LOD

4.4.4-4 Potential change in monthly-averaged chloride concentration in Rock
Slough at Old River under Alternative 6 at 2001 LOD

4.4.4-5 Simulated monthly-averaged chloride concentration in Rock Slough at Old
River under Alternative 1 and Alternatives 2-5 at 2020 LOD

4.4.4-6 Potential change in monthly-averaged chloride concentration in Rock
Slough at Old River under Alternatives 2-5 at 2020 LOD

4.4.4-7 Simulated monthly-averaged chloride concentration in Rock Slough at Old
River under Alternative 1 and Alternative 6 at 2020 LOD

4.4.4-8 Potential change in monthly-averaged chloride concentration in Rock
Slough at Old River under Alternative 6 at 2020 LOD

44.7.3.1-1 Potentia changes in monthly-average chloride concentration in Rock
Slough under Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD.
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4.4.7.3.1-2  Potential changesin monthly-average chloride concentration in Clifton
Court Forebay under Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD.

4.4.7.3.1-3  Potentia changes in monthly-average chloride concentration at Tracy
Pumping Plant under Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD.

4.4.7.3.1-4  Potential changesin monthly-average chloride concentration in Rock
Slough under Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD.

4.4.7.3.2-1 Potentia changes in monthly-average chloride concentration in Rock
Slough under Alternative 6 at 2001 LOD.

4.4.7.3.2-2  Potentia changes in monthly-average chloride concentration in Rock
Slough under Alternative 6 at 2001 LOD.

6.2-1 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Power Plants,
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

6.2-2 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Load Center,
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

6.2-3 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Power Plants,
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

6.2-4 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Load Center,
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

6.2-5 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Power Plants,
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

6.2-6 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Load Center,
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

6.2-7 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Power Plants,
Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

6.2-8 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Load Center,
Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

6.2-9 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Power Plants,
Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

6.2-10 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Load Center,
Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

6.2-11 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Power Plants,
Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

6.2-12 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Load Center,

Alternative 6, 2020 LOD
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Enlarged Pardee Elevation-Area-Capacity Table

JSA Fishery Release Y ear-type Comparison for Different Alternatives
Pardee/Camanche Storage Thresholds for JSA Fishery Release
Customer Cutback Frequency and Severity Comparison

Total System Storage Thresholds for Customer Cutback | mplementation

Summary of Pardee Reservoir Inflows for 1952-2001
Summary of Camanche Reservoir Geometry Data
Summary of Existing Pardee Reservoir Geometry Data
Summary of Enlarged Pardee Reservoir Geometry Data

Potential Effects of Enlarge Pardee on Rafting Operations

CALSIM Il Input for EBMUD Diversion Pattern @ Freeport (TAF) Alternatives
2-5 (2001 LOD)

SCWA Demand and Supply Sources

CALSIM Il Input for SCWA CVP Diversion Pattern @ Sacramento WTP (TAF)
Alternatives 2-5 (2001 LOD)
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3.2.1.2-3 CALSIM Il Input for SCWA CVP Diversion Pattern @ Freeport (TAF)
Alternatives 2-5 (2001 LOD)

32124 CALSIM II Input for SCWA “Other” Water Diversion Pattern @ Freeport (TAF)
Alternatives 2-5 (2001 LOD)

3.2.2-1 FRWP-Specific Assumptions for 2001 LOD

3.2.2-2 FRWP-Specific Assumptions for 2020 LOD

3.4.2-1 Simulated Total Project Diversions (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.2-2 Simulated Total Project Diversions (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.2-3 Simulated EBMUD Water Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.2-4 Simulated SCWA Total Diversions (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-5 Simulated SCWA Total Diversions (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-6 Simulated SCWA Total Diversions (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-7 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Sacramento River WTP (TAF), Alternative
1, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-8 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Sacramento River WTP (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-9 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Sacramento River WTP (TAF), Alternative
6, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-10 Simulated SCWA Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-11 Simulated SCWA Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-12 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.2-13 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-14 Simulated SCWA Appropriated Excess Water @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-
5, 2001 LOD

3.4.2-15 Simulated SCWA Appropriated Excess Water @ Freeport (TAF), Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

3.4.2-16 Simulated "Other" Water Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.2-17 Simulated "Other" Water Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD
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34.31 Simulated Pardee Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-2 Simulated Pardee Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-3 Simulated Pardee Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3434 Simulated Camanche Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-5 Simulated Camanche Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-6 Simulated Camanche Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-7 Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
3.4.3-8 Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD
3.4.3-9 Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-10 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
34.311 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD
3.4.3-12 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-13 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

34.3-14 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
3.4.3-15 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-16 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-17 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-18 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.3-19 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

3.4.3-20 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

34.3-21 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-22 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-23 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
3.4.3-24 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
3.4.3-25 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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3.4.3-26 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-27 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-28 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

3.4.3-29 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-30 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

34.3-31 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-32 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-33 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

3.4.3-34 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-35 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-36 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-37 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-38 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-39 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative
1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-40 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-41 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-42 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-43 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.3-44 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

3.4.3-45 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-46 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-47 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.3-48 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.3-49 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001
LOD
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3.4.4-1 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.4-2 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternatives 2-5,
2001 LOD

3.4.4-3 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

3.4.4-4 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternatives 2-5
minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-5 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternative 6
minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-6 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.4-7 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternatives 2-5,
2001 LOD

3.4.4-8 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

3.4.4-9 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternatives 2-5
minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-10 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternative 6
minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-11 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS) ,
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-12 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS),
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-13 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS),
Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-14 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS),
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-15 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS),
Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-16 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
(CFS), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-17 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
(CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD
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3.4.4-18 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
(CFS), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-19 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
(CF9), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-20 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
CFS), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

34.4-21 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-22 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.4-23 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-24 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-25 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-26 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
3.4.4-27 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD
3.4.4-28 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-29 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-30 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

34.4-31 Simulated American River Flow at Nimbus (CFS), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
3.4.4-32 Simulated American River Flow at Nimbus (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 , 2001 LOD
3.4.4-33 Simulated American River Flow at Nimbus (CFS), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-34 Simulated American River Flow at Nimbus (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-35 Simulated American River Flow at Nimbus (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-36 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
3.4.4-37 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD
3.4.4-38 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-39 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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3.4.4-40 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-41 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-42 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-43 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-44 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-45 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.4-46 Simulated Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

3.4.4-47 Simulated Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.4-48 Simulated Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternative 6, 2001
LOD

3.4.4-49 Simulated Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.4-50 Simulated Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3451 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-2 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-3 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-4 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-5 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-6 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-7 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-8 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-9 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-10 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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34511 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-12 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-13 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-14 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.45-15 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.5-16 Simulated San Joaquin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-17 Simulated San Joaguin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-18 Simulated San Joaquin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-19 Simulated San Joaquin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-20 Simulated San Joaguin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

34.5-21 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-22 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-23 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-24 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

3.4.5-25 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

3.4.5-26 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-27 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-28 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-29 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-30 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-31 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Position (Days Open), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-32 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Position (Days Open), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.5-33 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Position (Days Open), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-34 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-35 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD
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3.4.5-36 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-37 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.5-38 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternative 6 minus Alternative
1, 2001 LOD

34.6-1 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

3.4.6-2 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.6-3 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001
LOD

3.4.6-4 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.6-5 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.6-6 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.6-7 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.6-8 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.6-9 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.6-10 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

34.7-1 Simulated CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF) ,
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-2 Simulated CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-3 Simulated CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-4 Simulated CVP North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-5 Simulated CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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3.4.7-6 Simulated CVP North-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-7 Simulated CVP North-of-DeltaM &1 Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.7-8 Simulated CVP North-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-9 Simulated CVP North-of-Delta M& | Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-10 Simulated CVP North-of-DeltaM& I Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

34.7-11 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-12 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-13 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-14 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-15 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-16 Simulated CVP South-of-DeltaM &1 Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-17 Simulated CVP South-of-Delta M &1 Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.7-18 Simulated CVP South-of-DeltaM &1 Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-19 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta M& 1 Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.7-20 Simulated CVP South-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

34.8-1 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.8-2 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.8-3 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.4.8-4 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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3.4.8-5

Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.8-6 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

3.4.8-7 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.8-8 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001
LOD

3.4.8-9 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.8-10 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF) , Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

34.8-11 Simulated Annual SWP M &I Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.4.8-12 Simulated Annual SWP M &I Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternatives 2-
5,2001 LOD

3.4.8-13 Simulated Annual SWP M &I Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

3.4.8-14 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternatives 2-
5 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.8-15 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternative 6
minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.4.10-1 Summary, EBMUD-as-Sacramento-River-inbasin-use study compared with
EBMUD-as-Delta-export study, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.10-2 Annua Comparison for CVP System, EBMUD-as-Sacramento-River-inbasin-use
study compared with EBMUD-as-Delta-export study, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.4.10-3 Annua Comparison for SWP System, EBM UD-as-Sacramento-River-inbasin-use
study compared with EBMUD-as-Delta-export study, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

35.2-1 Simulated Total Project Diversions (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.5.2-2 Simulated Total Project Diversions (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

3.5.2-3 Simulated EBMUD Water Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD
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3.5.2-4 Simulated SCWA Tota Diversions (TAF), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

3.5.2-5 Simulated SCWA Total Diversions (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3.5.2-6 Simulated SCWA Total Diversions (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.5.2-7 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Sacramento River WTP (TAF), Alternative
1, 2001 LOD

3.5.2-8 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Sacramento River WTP (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

3529 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Sacramento River WTP (TAF), Alternative
6, 2001 LOD

3.5.2-10 Simulated SCWA Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

35.2-11 Simulated SCWA Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.5.2-12 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.5.2-13 Simulated SCWA CVP Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3.5.2-14 Simulated SCWA Appropriated Excess Water @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-
5,2001 LOD

3.5.2-15 Simulated SCWA Appropriated Excess Water @ Freeport (TAF), Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

3.5.2-16 Simulated "Other" Water Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD

3.4.2-17 Simulated "Other" Water Diversions @ Freeport (TAF), Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

3531 Simulated Pardee Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-2 Simulated Pardee Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-3 Simulated Pardee Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.34 Simulated Camanche Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.35 Simulated Camanche Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-6 Simulated Camanche Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-7 Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-8 Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-9 Simulated EBMUD Total System Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-10 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD
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35311 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-12 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-13 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.3-14 Simulated Trinity Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-15 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-16 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-17 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-18 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

3.5.3-19 Simulated Whiskeytown Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.3-20 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

35321 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-22 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-23 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-24 Simulated Shasta Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-25 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-26 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-27 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-28 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.3-29 Simulated Folsom Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-30 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-31 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-32 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-33 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.3-34 Simulated Oroville Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-35 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-36 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD
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3.5.3-37 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-38 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-39 Simulated CVP Total Upstream Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative
1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-40 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.341 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.342 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.343 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

35344 Simulated CVP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.3-45 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-46 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-47 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.3-48 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

3.5.3-49 Simulated SWP San Luis Storage (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

354-1 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

3.5.4-2 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternatives 2-5,
2020 LOD

3.5.4-3 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternative 6,
2020 LOD

3544 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternatives 2-5
minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-5 Simulated Trinity River Flow Below Lewiston Reservoir (CFS), Alternative 6
minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-6 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

3.5.4-7 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternatives 2-5,
2020 LOD
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3.5.4-8 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternative 6,
2020 LOD

3549 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternatives 2-5
minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-10 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Keswick Dam (CFS), Alternative 6
minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.54-11 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS),
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-12 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS),
Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-13 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS),
Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-14 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS),
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-15 Simulated Sacramento River Flow Below Navigation Control Point (CFS),
Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-16 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
(CFS), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.54-17 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
(CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.54-18 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
(CFS), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-19 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
(CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-20 Simulated Sacramento River Below Freeport, Upstream of DSA 70 Return Flow
(CFS), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-21 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-22 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD

3.5.4-23 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-24 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-25 Simulated Feather River Flow Below Thermalito (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-26 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD
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3.5.4-27 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-28 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-29 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-30 Simulated Feather River Flow at the Mouth (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-31 Simulated American River Flow Below Nimbus (CFS), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-32 Simulated American River Flow Below Nimbus (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 , 2020
LOD

3.5.4-33 Simulated American River Flow Below Nimbus (CFS), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.54-34 Simulated American River Flow Below Nimbus (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-35 Simulated American River Flow Below Nimbus (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-36 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-37 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-38 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternative 6 , 2020 LOD

3.5.4-39 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-40 Simulated American River Flow at H Street (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.54-41 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-42 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-43 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-44 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-45 Simulated Camanche Reservoir Release (CFS), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

3.5.4-46 Simulated Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.4-47 Simulated Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD

3.5.4-48 Simulated Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternative 6, 2020
LOD
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3.5.4-49 Simulated Mokelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.4-50 Simulated M okelumne River Flow at Woodbridge (CFS), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3551 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-2 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-3 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3554 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3555 Simulated Sacramento River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-6 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-7 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-8 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-9 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-10 Simulated Mokelumne River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

35511 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

35512 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-13 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

35514 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

3.5.5-15 Simulated Georgiana Slough Flow (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

3.5.5-16 Simulated San Joaquin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-17 Simulated San Joaquin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-18 Simulated San Joaquin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-19 Simulated San Joaguin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-20 Simulated San Joaquin River Inflow to Delta (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD
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35521 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-22 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-23 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-24 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.5-25 Simulated Total Delta Inflow (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.5-26 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-27 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-28 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-29 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-30 Simulated Delta Outflow (TAF), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-31 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Position (Days Open), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-32 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Position (Days Open), Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD

3.5.5-33 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Position (Days Open), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.55-34 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

35535 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-36 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.5-37 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.4.5-39 Simulated Delta Cross-Channel Net Flow (CFS), Alternative 6 minus Alternative
1, 2020 LOD

356-1 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.6-2 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD

3.5.6-3 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020
LOD

3.5.6-4 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD
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3.5.6-5 Simulated Delta Exports at Banks Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.6-6 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.6-7 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD

3.5.6-8 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.6-9 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.6-10 Simulated Delta Exports at Tracy Pumping Plant (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

35.7-1 Simulated CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-2 Simulated CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-3 Simulated CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-4 Simulated CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-5 Simulated CV P North-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-6 Simulated CVP North-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-7 Simulated CVP North-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD

3.5.7-8 Simulated CVP North-of-DeltaM&| Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-9 Simulated CVP North-of-DeltaM &1 Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-10 Simulated CVP North-of-DeltaM &1 Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

357-11 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-12 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-13 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 6, 2020 LOD
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3.5.7-14 Simulated CVP South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-15 Simulated CV P South-of-Delta Agricultural Water Service Deliveries (TAF),
Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-16 Simulated CVP South-of-Delta M& | Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-17 Simulated CVP South-of-DeltaM& | Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD

3.5.7-18 Simulated CVP South-of-Delta M&| Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-19 Simulated CVP South-of-DeltaM &1 Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.7-20 Simulated CVP South-of-Delta M& | Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3581 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.8-2 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD

3.5.8-3 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

3.5.8-4 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.8-5 Simulated Annual SWP Agricultural Deliveries (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.8-6 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF), Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

3.5.8-7 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF), Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD

3.5.8-8 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF), Alternative 6, 2020
LOD

3.5.8-9 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF), Alternatives 2-5 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.8-10 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveriesto MWD (TAF), Alternative 6 minus
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

35811 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

3.5.8-12 Simulated Annual SWP M&I Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternatives 2-
5,2020 LOD
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3.5.8-13 Simulated Annual SWP M& | Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternative 6,
2020 LOD

3.5.8-14 Simulated Annual SWP M& I Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternatives 2-
5 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

3.5.8-15 Simulated Annual SWP M& I Deliveries Other than MWD (TAF), Alternative 6
minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD
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41.1-1 Water quality at Delta drinking water intakes between 1982 and 1995

41.1-2 Treated water quality of urban agencies using Delta water in 2001

4131 Statistics of potential changes in monthly Delta hydrology and export pumping at
2001 LOD, based on CALSIM I results for water years 1922-1991

4.1.3-2 Statistics of potential changes in monthly Delta hydrology and export pumping at
2020 LOD, based on CALSIM |1 results for water years 1922-1991

4.2.6.2-1 Monthly-average temperature at Contra Costa Canal based on 115 measurements
made by DWR between Oct 1990 and Feb 1998

4.3.2.1-1a Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in Sacramento River inflow
(below Freeport) in Alternative 1 at 2001 LOD

4.3.2.1-1b Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in Sacramento River inflow
(below Freeport) in Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD

4.3.2.1-1c Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in Sacramento River inflow
(below Freeport) in Alternative 6 at 2001 LOD

4.3.2.1-2a Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in Sacramento River inflow
(below Freeport) in Alternative 1 at 2020 LOD

4.3.2.1-2b Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in Sacramento River inflow
(below Freeport) in Alternatives 2-5 at 2020 LOD

4.3.2.1-2c Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in Sacramento River inflow
(below Freeport) in Alternative 6 at 2020 LOD

4.3.2.2-1a Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in San Joaquin River inflow at
Vernalisin Alternative 1 at 2001 LOD

4.3.2.2-1b Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in San Joaquin River inflow at
Vernalisin Alternatives 2-5 at 2001 LOD

4.3.2.2-1c Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in San Joaquin River inflow at
Vernalisin Alternative 6 at 2001 LOD

4.3.2.2-2a Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in San Joaquin River inflow at
Vernalisin Alternative 1 at 2020 LOD
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4.3.2.2-2b Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in San Joaquin River inflow at
Vernalisin Alternatives 2-5 at 2020 LOD

4.3.2.2-2c Monthly-average chloride concentration (mg/L) in San Joaquin River inflow at
Vernalisin Alternative 6 at 2020 LOD

4.3.2.3-1 Regression relationships used in the conversion of salinity parameters

43.4-1 Monthly demand (in cfs) assumed for division of CCWD diversions

4.3.4-2a Monthly-average diversion of Contra Costa Water District at its Rock Slough
intakein Alternative 1 at 2001 LOD

4.3.4-2b Differences between Alternatives 2 through 5 and Alternative 1 in monthly-
average diversion of Contra Costa Water District at its Rock Slough intake at
2001 LOD

4.3.4-2c Differences between Alternative 6 and Alternative 1 in monthly-average diversion
of Contra Costa Water District at its Rock Slough intake at 2001 LOD

4.3.4-3a Monthly-average diversion of Contra Costa Water District at its Los Vaqueros
intake at Old River in Alternative 1 at 2001 LOD

4.3.4-3b Differences between Alternatives 2 through 5 and Alternative 1 in monthly-
average diversion of Contra Costa Water District at its Los Vagueros intake at
Old River at 2001 LOD

4.3.4-3c Differences between Alternative 6 and Alternative 1 in monthly-average diversion
of Contra Costa Water District at its Los Vagueros intake at Old River at 2001
LOD

4.3.4-4a Monthly-average diversion of Contra Costa Water District at its Rock Slough
intakein Alternative 1 at 2020 LOD

4.3.4-4b Differences between Alternatives 2 through 5 and Alternative 1 in monthly-
average diversion of Contra Costa Water District at its Rock Slough intake at
2020 LOD

4.3.4-4c Differences between Alternative 6 and Alternative 1 in monthly-average diversion
of Contra Costa Water District at its Rock Slough intake at 2020 LOD

4.3.4-5a Monthly-average diversion of Contra Costa Water District at its Los Vagueros
intake at Old River in Alternative 1 at 2020 LOD

Freeport Regional Water Project Tables-25 July 2003

Draft EIR/EIS

Modeling Technical Appendix



4.3.4-5b

Differences between Alternatives 2 through 5 and Alternative 1 in monthly-
average diversion of Contra Costa Water District at its Los Vagueros intake at
Old River at 2020 LOD

4.3.4-5¢c Differences between Alternative 6 and Alternative 1 in monthly-average diversion
of Contra Costa Water District at its Los Vagueros intake at Old River at 2020
LOD

4.4-1 Historical hydrological year types based on measured unimpaired runoffs

44.1-1 Summary statistics of 70 years of simulated monthly average electrical
conductivity at Martinez and potential changes in Alts.2-5 compared to Alt.1 at
2001 LOD

44.1-2 [This Tableisintentionaly left blank.]

4.4.1-3 Summary statistics of 70 years of simulated monthly average electrical
conductivity at Martinez and potential changesin Alt.6 compared to Alt.1 at 2001
LOD

4.4.1-4 Summary statistics of 70 years of simulated monthly average electrical
conductivity at Martinez and potential changes in Alts.2-5 compared to Alt.1 at
2020 LOD

4.4.1-5 Summary statistics of 70 years of simulated monthly average electrical
conductivity at Martinez and potential changesin Alt.6 compared to Alt.1 at 2020
LOD

4.4.2-1 Summary statistics of potential changes resulting from Project alternatives on X2
(km) for the months February through June at 2001 LOD

4.4.2-2 Summary statistics of potential changes caused by Project alternatives on
electrical conductivity at Chipps Island for the months February through June

4.4.2-3 Summary statistics of potential changes in monthly average salinity at Collinsville
between October and May at 2001 LOD

4.4.2-4 Summary statistics of potential changes in monthly-average salinity at Jersey
Point in April and May at 2001 LOD

4.4.2-5 Summary statistics of potential changes in monthly-average salinity at Prisoner's
Point in April and May at 2001 LOD
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4.4.2-6 Summary statistics of potential changes resulting from Project alternatives on X2
(km) for the months February through June at 2020 LOD

4.4.2-7 Summary statistics of potential changes caused by Project aternatives on
electrical conductivity at Chipps Island for the months February through June at
2020 LOD

4.4.2-8 Summary statistics of potential Project impacts on monthly average chloride
concentration at Collinsville between October and May at 2020 LOD

4.4.2-9 Summary statistics of potential Project impacts on monthly average chloride
concentration at Jersey Point in April and May at 2020 LOD

4.4.2-10 Summary statistics of potential Project impacts on monthly average chloride
concentration at Prisoner's Point in April and May at 2020 LOD

44.4-1 Summary statistics of 70-years of simulated monthly average chloride
concentration in Rock Slough at Old River at 2001 LOD and potential changes
under Alts.2-5 compared to Alt.1

4.4.4-2 Statistics of potential Project changes under Alts.2-5 in monthly-average chloride
concentration in Rock Slough at Old River from Alt.1, at 2001 LOD

4.4.4-3 Summary statistics of potential changes in monthly average salinity in Old River
south of Highway 4 crossing at 2001 LOD

4.4.4-4 Summary statistics of potential changes in monthly average salinity in Clifton
Court Forebay at 2001 LOD

4.4.4-5 Summary statistics of potential changes in monthly average salinity at Tracy
Pumping Plant at 2001 LOD

4.4.4-6 Summary statistics of 70 years of simulated monthly average chloride
concentration in Rock Slough at Old River and potential changes of Alt.6
compared to Alt.1.

4.4.4-7 Statistics of potential changes under Alt.6 in monthly-average chloride
concentration in Rock Slough at Old River

4.4.4-8 Summary statistics of simulated monthly average chloride concentration in Rock
Slough at Old River from water years 1922 to 1991at 2020 LOD and potential
changes of Alts.2-5 compared to Alt.1
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4.4.4-9

Statistics of potential changes under Alts.2-5 in monthly-average chloride
concentration in Rock Slough at Old River at 2020 LOD

4.4.4-10 Summary statistics of potential changes in monthly average salinity in Old River
south of Highway 4 crossing at 2020 LOD

444-11 Summary statistics of potential changes in monthly average salinity in Clifton
Court Forebay at 2020 LOD

4.4.4-12 Summary statistics of potential changes in monthly average salinity at Tracy
Pumping Plant at 2020 LOD

4.4.4-13 Summary statistics of simulated monthly average chloride concentration in Rock
Slough at Old River from water years 1922 to 1991 at 2020 LOD and potential
changes of Alt.6 compared to Alt.1

44.4-14 Statistics of potential changes under Alt.6 in monthly-average chloride
concentration in Rock Slough at Old River at 2020 LOD

44.4.1.1-1 Summary statistics of 70-years of annual mean bromate concentration (computed
guarterly) in ozonated water from Rock Slough at Old River and potential
changes under Alts.2-5 compared to Alt.1 at 2001 LOD

44.4.1.2-1 Summary statistics of 70-years of annual mean TTHM concentration (computed
guarterly) in chlorinated water from Rock Slough at Old River and potential
changes under Alts.2-5 compared to Alt.1 at 2001 LOD

4.4.4.2-1 Salt Load exported at Banks Pumping Plant between 1922 and 1991 for Alt. 1 and
Alts. 2-5 under 2001 LOD

4.4.4.2-2 Salt Load exported at Banks Pumping Plant between 1922 and 1991 for Alt. 1 and
Alt. 6 under 2001 LOD

4.4.4.2-3 Salt Load exported at Banks Pumping Plant between 1922 and 1991 at 2020 LOD
based on FDM estimates

4.4.4.3-1 Mean monthly diversions and salt loads at CCWD intakes at 2001 LOD

4.4.4.3-2 Statistics of salt load diverted at CCWD intakes at 2020 LOD

4.4.5-1 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Martinez / Benicia,
FDM resultsfor Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-2 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Martinez /
Benicia, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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4.4.5-3 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Martinez
/Benicia, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-4 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Chipps Island, FDM
results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-5 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Chipps
Island, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-6 Difference in ssmulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Chipps
Island, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-7 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Collinsville, FDM
results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-8 Difference in ssmulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at
Coallinsville, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-9 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at
Collinsville, FDM resultsfor Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-10 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Jersey Point, FDM
results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-11 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Jersey
Point, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-12 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Jersey
Point, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-13 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Prisoners Point,
FDM resultsfor Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-14 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Prisoners
Point, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-15 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Prisoners
Point, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-16 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Rock Slough
Entrance at Old River, FDM resultsfor Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-17 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1,
2001 LOD
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4.45-18 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

4.45-19 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Old River at
CCWD's Los Vaguerosintake, FDM results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-20 Difference in ssmulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Old River
at CCWD's Los Vagueros intake, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative
1, 2001 LOD

4.45-21 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Old River
at CCWD's Los Vagueros intake, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

4.4.5-22 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Tracy Pumping
Plant, FDM results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-23 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Tracy
Pumping Plant, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-24 Difference in smulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Tracy
Pumping Plant, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-25 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Clifton Court
Forebay, FDM results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-26 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Clifton
Court Forebay, FDM resultsfor Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-27 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Clifton
Court Forebay, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-28 Simulated running annual average bromate concentration (ug/L) for source water
from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on FDM estimated salinity for
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-29 Difference in simulated running annual average bromate concentration (%) for
source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on FDM estimated
salinity for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-30 Difference in simulated running annual average bromate concentration (%) for
source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on FDM estimated
salinity for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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4.45-31 Simulated running annual average total trihalomethanes concentration (ug/L) for
source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on FDM estimated
salinity for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-32 Percentage difference in ssmulated running annual average total trihalomethanes
concentration (%) for source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River,
based on FDM estimated salinity for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

4.45-33 Percentage difference in simulated running annual average total trihalomethanes
concentration (%) for source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River,
based on FDM estimated salinity for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-34 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Martinez/Benicia,
DSM2 results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-35 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Martinez/Benicia, DSM2 results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-36 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Martinez/Benicia, DSM2 results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-37 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Chipps Island,
DSM2 results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-38 Difference in ssmulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Chipps
Island, DSM2 results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-39 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Chipps
Island, DSM2 results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-40 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Collinsville, DSM2
results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-41 Difference in smulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Collinsville, DSM2 results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-42 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Collinsville, DSM2 results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-43 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Jersey Point, DSM2
results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-44 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, DSM2 results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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4.4.5-45 Difference in ssmulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, DSM2 results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-46 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) in Barker Slough at
North Bay Aqueduct Intake, DSM2 results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-47 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) in Barker
Slough at North Bay Aqueduct Intake, DSM2 results for Alternatives 2-5 vs.
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-48 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) in Barker
Slough at North Bay Aqueduct Intake, DSM2 results for Alternative 6 vs.
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-49 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Rock Slough
Entrance at Old River, DSM2 results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-50 Difference in ssmulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, DSM2 results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative
1, 2001 LOD

4.45-51 Difference in ssimulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, DSM2 results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

4.45-52 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Old River at
CCWD's Los Vagueros intake, DSM2 results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-53 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Old River
at CCWD's Los Vagueros intake, DSM2 results for Alternatives 2-5 vs.
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-54 Difference in ssmulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Old River
at CCWD's Los Vagueros intake, DSM2 results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative
1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-55 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Tracy Pumping
Plant, DSM2 results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-56 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Tracy
Pumping Plant, DSM2 results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-57 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Tracy
Pumping Plant, DSM2 results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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4.4.5-58

4.4.5-59

4.4.5-60

4.4.5-61

4.4.5-62

4.4.5-63

4.4.5-64

4.4.5-65

4.4.5-66

4.4.5-67

4.4.5-68

4.4.5-69

4.4.5-70

Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Clifton Court
Forebay, DSM2 results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Clifton
Court Forebay, DSM2 results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Clifton
Court Forebay, DSM2 results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Simulated running annual average bromate concentration (ug/L) for source water
from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on DSM2 estimated salinity for
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Difference in simulated running annual average bromate concentration (%) for
source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on DSM?2 estimated
salinity for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Difference in simulated running annual average bromate concentration (%) for
source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on DSM?2 estimated
salinity for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Simulated running annual average total trihalomethanes concentration (ug/L) for
source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on DSM?2 estimated
salinity for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Percentage difference in simulated running annual average total trihalomethanes
concentration (%) for source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River,
based on DSM2 estimated salinity for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

Percentage difference in simulated running annual average total trihalomethanes
concentration (%) for source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River,
based on DSM2 estimated salinity for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (mS/cm) at Martinez/Benicia,
G-model resultsfor Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Difference in smulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Martinez/Benicia, G-model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

Difference in smulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Martinez/Benicia, G-modd results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (mS/cm) at Chipps Island, G-
model results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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4.45-71 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Chipps
Island, G-model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

44572 Difference in ssmulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Chipps
Island, G-model results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-73 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (mS/cm) at Collinsville, G-
model results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-74 Difference in smulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Collinsville, G-model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1,2001 LOD

4.4.5-75 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Collinsville, G-model results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-76 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (mS/cm) at Jersey Point, G-
model results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-77 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, G-model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.45-78 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, G-model results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-79 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Contra Costa Canal
at Pumping Plant No.1, G-model results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-80 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Contra
Costa Canal at Pumping Plant No.1, G-model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs.
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-81 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Contra
Costa Canal at Pumping Plant No.1, G-model results for Alternative 6 vs.
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-82 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Jersey Point, ANN
results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-83 Difference in ssmulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, ANN results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-84 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, ANN results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2001 LOD
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4.4.5-85 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Rock Slough
Entrance at Old River,ANN results for Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-86 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, ANN results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

4.4.5-87 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, ANN results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1,
2001 LOD

4.4.5-88 Simulated X2 position (km), Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-89 Simulated X2 position (km), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.5-90 Simulated X2 position (km), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

4.4.6-1 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Martinez/Benicia,
FDM resultsfor Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-2 Difference in ssmulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at
Martinez/Benicia, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-3 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at
Martinez/Benicia, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-4 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Chipps Island, FDM
results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-5 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Chipps
Island, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-6 Difference in ssmulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Chipps
Island, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-7 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Collinsville, FDM
results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-8 Difference in ssmulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at
Collinsville, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-9 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at
Collinsville, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Freeport Regional Water Project Tables-35 July 2003

Draft EIR/EIS

Modeling Technical Appendix



4.4.6-10 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Jersey Point, FDM
results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-11 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Jersey
Point, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-12 Difference in ssmulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Jersey
Point, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-13 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Prisoners Point,
FDM resultsfor Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-14 Difference in smulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Prisoners
Point, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-15 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Prisoners
Point, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-16 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Rock Slough
Entrance at Old River, FDM results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-17 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

4.4.6-18 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

4.4.6-19 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Old River at
CCWD's Los Vagueros intake, FDM results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-20 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Old River
at CCWD's Los Vagueros intake, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative
1,2020 LOD

4.4.6-21 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Old River
at CCWD's Los Vagueros intake, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

4.4.6-22 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Tracy Pumping
Plant, FDM resultsfor Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-23 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Tracy
Pumping Plant, FDM results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD
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4.4.6-24

4.4.6-25

4.4.6-26

4.4.6-27

4.4.6-28

4.4.6-29

4.4.6-30

4.4.6-31

4.4.6-32

4.4.6-33

4.4.6-34

4.4.6-35

4.4.6-36

Difference in smulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Tracy
Pumping Plant, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Clifton Court
Forebay, FDM resultsfor Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Clifton
Court Forebay, FDM resultsfor Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Clifton
Court Forebay, FDM results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Simulated running annual average bromate concentration (ug/L) for source water
from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on FDM estimated salinity for
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Difference in ssmulated running annual average bromate concentration (%) for
source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on FDM estimated
salinity for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Difference in ssmulated running annual average bromate concentration (%) for
source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on FDM estimated
salinity for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Simulated running annual average total trihalomethanes concentration (ug/L) for
source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River, based on FDM estimated
salinity for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Percentage difference in simulated running annual average total trihalomethanes
concentration (%) for source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River,
based on FDM estimated salinity for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

Percentage difference in simulated running annual average total trihalomethanes
concentration (%) for source water from Rock Slough Entrance at Old River,
based on FDM estimated salinity for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (mS/cm) at Martinez/Benicia,
G-model results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Martinez/Benicia, G-model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Martinez/Benicia, G-model results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD
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4.4.6-37 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (mS/cm) at Chipps Island, G-
model results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-38 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Chipps Island, G-
model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-39 Difference in ssmulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Chipps
Island, G-model results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-40 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (mS/cm) at Collinsville, G-
model resultsfor Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-41 Difference in smulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Collinsville, G-model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-42 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at
Collinsville, G-model results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-43 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (mS/cm) at Jersey Point, G-
model results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-44 Difference in ssmulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, G-model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-45 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, G-model results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-46 Simulated monthly average chloride concentration (mg/L) at Contra Costa Canal
at Pumping Plant No.1, G-model results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-47 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Contra
Costa Canal at Pumping Plant No.1, G-model results for Alternatives 2-5 vs.
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-48 Difference in simulated monthly average chloride concentration (%) at Contra
Costa Canal at Pumping Plant No.1, G-model results for Alternative 6 vs.
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-49 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Jersey Point, ANN
results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-50 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, ANN results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD
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4.4.6-51 Difference in smulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Jersey
Point, ANN results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-52 Simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (uS/cm) at Rock Slough
Entrance at Old River, ANN results for Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-53 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, ANN results for Alternatives 2-5 vs. Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

4.4.6-54 Difference in simulated monthly average electrical conductivity (%) at Rock
Slough Entrance at Old River, ANN results for Alternative 6 vs. Alternative 1,
2020 LOD

4.4.6-55 Simulated X2 position (km), Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-56 Simulated X2 position (km), Alternatives 2-5 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

4.4.6-57 Simulated X2 position (km), Alternative 6 minus Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

54.1-1 Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Trinity River, Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

54.1-2 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Trinity River, Alternatives 2-5,
2001 LOD

5.4.1-3 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Trinity River, Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

54.1-4 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Trinity River According to
Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD and Alternative 1,
2001 LOD)

54.1-5 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Trinity River According to
Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6, 2001 LOD and Alternative 1,
2001 LOD)

54.1-6 Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Sacramento River at Keswick Dam,
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

54.1-7 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Keswick
Dam, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

54.1-8 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Keswick
Dam, Alternatives 6, 2001 LOD

54.1-9 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Keswick
Dam According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD
and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)
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5.4.1-10 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Keswick
Dam According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6, 2001 LOD
and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

54.1-11 Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Sacramento River at Ben Bridge,
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

54.1-12 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Ben Bridge,
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

5.4.1-13 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Ben Bridge,
Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

54.1-14 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Bend
Bridge According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

5.4.1-15 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Bend
Bridge According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6, 2001 LOD
and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

5.4.1-16 Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam, Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

5.4.1-17 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam, Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

5.4.1-18 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam, Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

5.4.1-19 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5,
2001 LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

5.4.1-20 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6,
2001 LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

54.1-21 Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Feather River below Thermalito,
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

54.1-22 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Feather River below Thermalito,
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

5.4.1-23 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Feather River below Thermalito,
Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

5.4.1-24 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Feather River below
Thermalito According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2001
LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

5.4.1-25 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Feather River below
Thermalito According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6, 2001
LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)
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5.4.1-26

5.4.1-27

5.4.1-28

5.4.1-29

5.4.1-30

5.4.2-1

5.4.2-2

5.4.2-3

5.4.2-4

5511

5.5.1-2

5.5.1-3

5.5.1-4

5.5.1-5

Simulated Water Temperature Data for the American River, Alternative 1, 2001
LOD

Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the American River, Alternatives 2-
5,2001 LOD

Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the American River, Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the American River at Sunrise
According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD and
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the American River at Sunrise
According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6, 2001 LOD and
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

Simulated Chinook Salmon Egg Mortality (%) in the Trinity River for Alternative
1 and Change in Percentage for Alternatives 2-5 and Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

Simulated Chinook Salmon Egg Mortality (%) in the Sacramento River for
Alternative 1 and Change in Percentage for Alternatives 2-5 and Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

Simulated Chinook Salmon Egg Mortality (%) in the Feather River for
Alternative 1 and Change in Percentage for Alternatives 2-5 and Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

Simulated Chinook Salmon Egg Mortality (%) in the American River for
Alternative 1 and Change in Percentage for Alternatives 2-5 and Alternative 6,
2001 LOD

Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Trinity River, Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Trinity River, Alternatives 2-5,
2020 LOD

Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Trinity River, Alternative 6,
2020 LOD

Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Trinity River According to
Water Year Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD and Alternative 1,
2001 LOD)

Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Trinity River According to
Water Y ear Type (Comparison of 2020 Alternative 6, 2020 LOD and Alternative
1,2001 LOD)
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55.1-6 Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Sacramento River at Keswick Dam,
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

55.1-7 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Keswick
Dam, Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

55.1-8 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Keswick
Dam, Alternatives 6, 2020 LOD

55.1-9 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Keswick
Dam According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD
and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

5.5.1-10 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Keswick
Dam According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6, 2020 LOD
and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

55.1-11 Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Sacramento River at Ben Bridge,
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

55.1-12 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Ben Bridge,
Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

55.1-13 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Ben Bridge,
Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

55.1-14 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Bend
Bridge According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

5.5.1-15 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Bend
Bridge According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6, 2020 LOD
and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

5.5.1-16 Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam, Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

55.1-17 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam, Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

5.5.1-18 Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam, Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

5.5.1-19 Freguency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5,
2020 LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

5.5.1-20 Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Sacramento River at Red Bluff
Diversion Dam According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6,
2020 LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

55.1-21. Simulated Water Temperature Data for the Feather River below Thermalito,
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD
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5.5.1-22

5.5.1-23.

5.5.1-24

5.5.1-25

5.5.1-26

5.5.1-27

5.5.1-28

5.5.1-29

5.5.1-30

55.2-1

55.2-2

5.5.2-3

55.2-4

6.2-1

Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Feather River below Thermalito,
Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the Feather River below Thermalito,
Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Feather River below
Thermalito According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2020
LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the Feather River below
Thermalito According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6, 2020
LOD and Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

Simulated Water Temperature Data for the American River, Alternative 1, 2020
LOD

Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the American River, Alternatives 2-
5,2020 LOD

Simulated Change in Water Temperature for the American River, Alternative 6,
2020 LOD

Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the American River at Sunrise
According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD and
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

Frequency of Change in Water Temperature in the American River at Sunrise
According to Water Y ear Type (Comparison of Alternative 6, 2020 LOD and
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD)

Simulated Chinook Salmon Egg Mortality (%) in the Trinity River for Alternative
1, 2001 LOD and Change in Percentage for Alternative 1, Alternatives 2-5, and
Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

Simulated Chinook Salmon Egg Mortality (%) in the Sacramento River for
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD and Change in Percentage for Alternative 1,
Alternatives 2-5, and Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

Simulated Chinook Salmon Egg Mortality (%) in the Feather River for
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD and Change in Percentage for Alternative 1,
Alternatives 2-5, and Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

Simulated Chinook Salmon Egg Mortality (%) in the American River for
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD and Change in Percentage for Alternative 1,
Alternatives 2-5, and Alternative 6, 2020 LOD

Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Plant and at Load Center,
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD and 2020 LOD
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6.2-2 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Individual Plants,
Alternative 1, 2001 LOD

6.2-3 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Individual Plants,
Alternative 1, 2020 LOD

6.2-4 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Plant and at L oad Center,
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 and 2020 LOD

6.2-5 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Individual Plants,
Alternatives 2-5, 2001 LOD

6.2-6 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Individual Plants,
Alternatives 2-5, 2020 LOD

6.2-7 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Plant and at Load Center,
Alternative 6, 2001 and 2020 LOD

6.2-8 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Individual Plants
Alternative 6, 2001 LOD

6.2-9 Simulated Monthly Average Total System Energy at Individual Plants
Alternative 6, 2020 LOD
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