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# Map of irrigated | ands | ooks very good when | aid over
t he 2000 satellite imge.

Only 4% of the irrigated |ands had the water source
assi gned by extrapolation. The rest were included in
the water right and adjudication data from | DWR

It | ooks like recharge nmay over-estimated the ground-
wat er contri bution on m xed-source | ands.

This shoul d have only m nor effect on calibration because it
only changes the spatial distribution of the stress. This
I S because the total SWvolune is applied, and ET is applied

to all | ands.

# The effect on the A & B scenario is 30,000 to 50, 000
acre feet per year in the "everyone but A & B"
scenario

1.5 to 2.5 percent of the stress.
Locally (within | ESW40) the curtail nent stress nmay have
been 20% to 30% t oo high.
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