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55:  See the response to Comment 57-11 regarding the selection of the 70R strategy as the baseline.  The determination of surplus conditions under the Flood Control Alternative would be the same procedure as was used in 1998-2000.  56:  A conjunctive use is a state authorized program based on the use of a rechargeable groundwater aquifer to supplement surface water supply during periods of shortage. Groundwater pumped at such times would be replaced by artificial recharge when recharge water is available.  See the response to Comment 57-8 regarding the formulation of an alternative to meet only California's needs. 57:  See the response to Comment 11-6 and 11-8.58:  The Six States and California Alternatives are derived from the triggers and other operational provisions described in the respective proposals from the states, but the alternatives evaluated do not necessarily contain all the provisions of those proposals.  Thus what is actually covered and proposed for implementation is the specific provisions of the alternatives described in Chapter 2 and in the detailed Guidelines in Attachment I.  The operational modeling results, expressed in terms of river flows, reservoir levels, and the associated environmental impacts for each alternative are unique to the specific provisions of each alternative.59:  While it is true that the alternatives having lower trigger elevations than the baseline increase the probability of surplus water determinations during the interim period, the predictability aspect is critical to the integrated management of available water resources by the Lower Division States.  Each of the Lower Division States currently manages surface and groundwater sources to meet its water delivery commitments.  The establishment of triggering elevations on Lake Mead or flood control rules as the criteria for determining surplus water availability would enable water planners of the Basin States to forecast Colorado River water availability in advance with a reasonable degree of certainty and thereby avoid unpredictable water supply shortfalls that could result from year-to-year determinations under the AOP process.60:  Section 2.2.5 has been revised.61:  Please see response to Comment 33-3.62:  Section 2.3 has been revised for clarification.
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63:  The change has been made.64:  The same runoff data is used for the Baseline and all the alternatives.  This point was clarified in the section cited.  The elevations of the triggering line during the interim period are based on a statistical analysis of required reservoir space for runoff  in relation to the cited percentage of  runoff (i.e., 70R).   If a surplus is determined based on that line, it is possible for the level of Lake Mead to go below the triggering line, depending on actual runoff conditions in the year.  In as much as the baseline triggering elevations for surplus water determination would involve a relatively full condition of Lake Mead, there would be sufficient water to meet the States' desired depletions. Mexico would receive its additional apportionment of 200,000 acre-feet in years when flood control releases were necessary.  This would occur when Lake Mead levels were high enough to invoke the flood control operating rules (i.e., the Lake Mead levels indicated by the average Flood control release trigger shown on Figure 2-1).65:  A surplus may be determined in any month for any alternative due to flood control 70R and the other surplus alternatives determine surplus at the first of the year.  See Section 1.1.1 for information regarding the 5-year review of the interim surplus criteria. 66:  A five-year review is included in this alternative.67:  See Section 2.3.2.2 for information regarding the 1211 elevation.  See Figure 3.3-10 for information regarding the 1.5 maf flood pool.68:  See response to Comment 37-8.69:  Under the Six States Alternative, as under all alternatives, Mexico would receive its additional apportionment of 200,000 acre-feet in years when flood control releases were necessary from Lake Mead.




