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Current
Projected

Slow
Growth

Rapid
Growth

Enhanced
Environment

A

Cland C2

D1 and D2

Continuation of growth, development
patterns, and institutions follow long-term
trends

Slow growth with emphasis on economic
efficiency

Economic resurgence (population and
energy) and current preferences toward
human and environmental values

Expanded environmental awareness and
stewardship with growing economy
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Agriculture

Municipal and Industrial
Energy

Minerals

Fish, Wildlife, Recreation

Tribal

Water used to meet irrigation requirements of
agricultural crops, maintain stock ponds, and sustain
livestock

Water used to meet urban and rural population needs,
and industrial needs within urban areas

Water used for energy services and development

Water used for mineral extraction not related to energy
services

Water used to meet National Wildlife Refuge, National
Recreation Area, state park, and off-stream wetland
habitat needs

Water used to meet tribal needs and settlement of
tribal water rights claims
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Option
Option
1

Option

Implementation
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Quantity of

Tier2 Yield

Timing

Cost

Techincal
Feasibility

Implementation
Risk

Long-Term
Viability

Summary of Characterization Criteria Ratings

Operational
Flexibility

Energy Needs

Criteria

Energy Source

Permitting

her
Environmental

Legal

Palicy

Recreation

Water Quality

Hydropower

Socio-econom..

Import

Desalination

Reuse

Local Supply

Watershed
Management

Energy Water Use
Efficiency

Agricultural
Conservation

M & | Conservation

System Evaporation
Reduction

System Operation

Rating
| A
B

WD
HE
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List of options by
priority:

 Ranked by cost-
effectiveness

« Adjusted by option
characteristics

Implementation rules:

« External conditions
that trigger option
Implementation




Tableau - CRBS_PDT-2012.07.05

File Data Worksheet Dashboard Analysis Map Format Server Window Help

B IGIEE D

] T |En|ir=\li=w =Tz

Define User Portfolio

Reduction

; Seietan e '_”n e ?r‘l’é‘r“{‘)ﬁ"’“ Tier2 Number of Options Sum of Yield (AFyr)
Technical Environmental
Technical Feasibility Permitting Augment Desalination 7 2,626K
A,B.CDE v ABCDE ~+ | Supply
Risks Energy Needs Import 3 1.883K
AB,C,DE ~ ABCDE -
Local Suppl 2 0K
Reliability LT Energy Source By
A,B,C,DE ~ ABCDE -
Reuse 8 1,260K
Reliability i Other Envir Factors
ABCDE v ABCDE s Watershed Management 5 2,650K
Social Others
Total 27 8,529K
A,B,C,DE v ABCDE -
Reduce Agricultural Conservation 5 1,945K
Water Quality Demand
AB,C,DE ~ ABCDE - E;\fergy Water Use 1 167K
iciency
Policy C
A,B,C,D,E - M & | Conservation 2 1,700K
Legal
ABCDE - System Evaporation = TR

i

1« » w[\ INTRODUCTION { Option Characterization Matrix _{ Options (cost and yield) { Options (characteristics) { Strategy Portfolio Definitions { Portfolio Option Ranking ), Define User Portfolio { Compare Portfc =

30 marks  15rowsby 2 columns  SUM of Measure Values: 12,779,047
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. Agricultural conservation

Local supply

M&I conservation
Desalination
Imports

Reuse

. Watershed management

Low Reliability
— Low reservoir elevations

— Upper Basin shortages
— Lower Basin shortages
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May - June

July

August

September

« Complete characterization of
submitted options

o Complete reliability analysis without
and with operation and strategies

« Evaluate portfolios and summarize
findings

e Publish final Study report
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QUESTIONS?





