An Overview of Walker River and
Walker Lake

EXHIBIT J - LANDS

Document consists of 28 slides.
Entire Exhibit Provided

Meeting Date: 03-24-06




water quality
(TDS)
*Ongoing
litigation and um P
medlatlon ,,, I Toonerers

15 MILES




1. Hoye Bridge
2. Hudson

3. Wabuska
4. Strosnider

Waller Rerer Basin Region

E— Interior Basins

idgepat,
ESErVoir
A y5.G.5. Gaging Stations

WALKER RIVER
WATERSHED IN

Office of the State Engineer of Nevada
12 Miles Division of Water Resourc es

[ 0 @
| —___—— 123 W. Nye Lane
Carson Ciiy, Nevada 89706

Scale 1:500,000 Sep tervd er 2003




Surface Water Law In the West

Prior Appropriation Doctrine

- YFirstintime, firstin right,
. vBeneficial use is the limit of the water right,
e ._ '-”;-'__':? it or lose It




Different approaches in California
and Nevada water regulation
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Surface water use
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Valleys of the Walker River
System
* Bridgeport Valley (California)

e . I dwaters of the East Fork
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. — 26,277 irrigated acres
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Valleys of the Walker River
System

5 Walker River Irrigation District (79,906
o qt. ] igated acres)
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CONSUMPTIVE USE IN THE ANTELOPE, SMITH, MASON AND EAST WALKER BASINS
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Hydrographic
Basins

HYDROLOGIC BASINS
OF NEVADA
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Perennial Yield

each year over the long term without
depleting the groundwater reservoir.

« USGS Recon and Bulletin Reports
calculated perennials yields starting In
the 1940’s. Ongoing update of these
values



Approving An Application

— Does it conflict with existing rights?

— Does the use prove detrimental to the public
Interest?

— Does it Impact the protectible interest in
domestic wells?



Supplemental Use

water and/or storage rights;

 Inayear thatisn’t a ‘full allocation’ year, any available
surface water must be used FIRST before the supplemental
groundwater can be pumped — and then only enough to
meet the permitted acre-feet per acre duty.



Water Use Inventories

 From 1994 to present, the water use from the

wells In these two basins has been estimated by
direct and indirect means.

e From 2000 to present, flow meters have been
required on all non-domestic use wells.



Manner of Groundwater Use

o Approximately 90 percent of the agricultural
groundwater use permitted is supplemental to

decreed and storage rights from the Walker
River.

* The non-supplemental agricultural rights are
located in eastern Smith Valley and north of
Artesia Lake, and in eastern Mason Valley.



Summary of Estimated Annual
Groundwater Pumpage, Mason & Smith
Valleys, Nevada

(All Values in Acre-feet)
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Walker Lake




LAKE-SURFACE ALTITUDE, IN FEET ABOVE SEA LEVEL
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Litigation




Litigation

o Walker River Decree
1
i

~ua»1 d Walker River system in Nevada
__and Califor cluding reserved rights of
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Litigation

~* United States, Walker River Paiute Tribe
e er River Irrigation District




Litigation

* United States counter claim
. —Federal Reserved water right for use of

M -m_ Indwater on the reservation
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Ny rights for the benefit
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Litigation

 Intervention by Mineral County and Walker
' V orking Group
2allocation of Walker River to preserve
evels in Walker lake.
"““‘*‘1 itional annual flows
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Litigation
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January 2003 the parties agreed to
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Parties represented at the
Settlement Negotiations

. Walker River Irrigation District
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