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u Reserve Credits ® Remaining Available Mitigation
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sStatus,of 200 CF,.S,.._Q@@‘;"*;"

= j"-i'_'-_-_'_' | Cap Total = 141 CFS

eUnofficial Cap Numbers:

*12/31/12: Including Pending Apps = 1 CFS left
*10/15/13: Including Pending Apps = 27 CFS left
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Alloegaiileg C—a_—p@dh Cancellation™

- )]vLsL)'H 500 adopted Jtne 4 2010
- ’\]]JWQ@ CES to be added back upon
r)@rf | ~‘cancellat|on

= | mlted Cancellation to ORS 537.410

—_— Did not include other cancellation statues,

_— - -
~ _Including voluntary cancellation

- ® Cancellation limitation also affects
reassignment of mitigation credits
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SNerchartered banks:
(MDESChutes River Conservancy
— J.FLLV bank authorized for temporary credits

A prommately 50% of available mitigation
‘through DRC

i-ﬂ.é’ Deschutes Irrigation LLC
— No transactions via bank to date

— Have provided assistance to ground water
applicants
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m Mitigation Available
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12,746.4

| 8 0.92 221.5 129.8
10 14.80 5,680.7 2,385.5
11 4.40 1,213.7 585.5
_'______; .ﬁ’n&';é-oeschutes 3 0.48 368.3 W)
— Upger_Deschutes 5 0.29 76.8 46.1
Metolius River -- -- =1 —
Totals 95 88.2 20,307.4 9,530.3
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® Mitigation
Available

Mitigation
Used

W No mitigation in the Metolius zone

wrpl Mitigation Used includes credits held in reserve by the Mitigation Bank
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ASS @x‘» ;ng the Impact of Mitigation on
Jr@_] flow In the Deschutes Basin

_”isf' ts at sites based on Deschutes
“'Ttlgatlon Model
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Baselme = 1966 to 1995
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2 Al LJ’]J es are small.

> Posi| w'* changes are larger than negative
ff]rlf'é
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Deschutes River below Bend, Or
Gaged Stream Flow

Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar

Apr May
Month

W 1966-95 (avg discharge 335 cfs
242,700 ac-ft/yr)

W 2008-12 (avg discharge 375 cfs
271,700 ac-ft/yr)

Jun Jul Aug Sep
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=10 years of implementation,
VA NatoN dEMOenStates program Working:

=95 né’v permlts ISsued

= JJWLC Nt mitigation available

jV lodel indicates instream requirements met
= more frequently as compared to baseline.

z _};=£Gaged stream flow shows major benefits In
== ~summer
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Alternatives _—

“ - - M‘b
{=Ac GCEpt the annualireport and the five year

rér)J directistaffitosnitiate. rulemaking ..
‘ir.o mc' Division 522 to clarn’y how the
Pepartment adds water back to the amount
alVell able under the allocation cap and

= | fEe: tabllshes mitigation credits upon
ancellatlon of a permit.

:tll"'_'.-.

= Dlrect staff to report back after further
~_review of the program.

3. Accept both the annual and five year
reports.
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“Recommend Option it
| —
IBAGcept the annuﬁls;eport andthe five year

oA eieckHstalistiolnItiate Julemaking ..
soNnodify Division 522 to clarlfy how the
)ér)drr lent adds water back to the amount
avallal ple tinder the allocation cap and
_c‘m tabllshes mitigation credits upon

= ancellatlon of a permit.

_.--
ﬁ

2. Dlrect staff to report back after further
~_review of the program.

3. Accept both the annual and five year
reports.
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~ Deschutes River Below Pelton Dam -r
dean Stream Flo Result O undwater Use
Base Line iti — Change in
Stream Flow* ~Stream Flow* Stream Flow St Change

- — —

e

e 5240 5220 -19.1 -0.37

- 5190 5170 -19.1 -0.37

;,__'. 5520 5500 19.1 0.35

&= 5130 5130 7.36 0.14

4420 4430 8.57 0.17

4230 4240 17.2 0.41

4020 4040 20.1 0.50

z 3940 3950 17.3 0.44

~  September 3980 3990 11.1 0.28
~ "~ October 4190 4190 0.1 0.00

- November 4680 4660 118.8 -0.40
December 5030 5010 -19.1 -0.38

Annual 4630 4630 2.35 -0.05

s Stream flows have been rounded to three significant figures.
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Deschutes River below Pelton Dam o

Percent Of Time Instream Requiremen

As A %%ieﬂGrou
Base Line It - Changein

_Percentage Percentage Percentage

Percent Change

64.1 -0.64 -1.01
575 0.83 1.33

66.9 0.97 -1.45

7.07 0.78 -1.10

60.0 1.18 1.97

59.1 3.56 6.02

_ _ 427 1.72 4.03

— August . 99.0 0.86 0.87
~ September 66.8 67.4 0.67 0.99
“October 81.1 81.1 0.00 0.00

~ November 97.2 97.2 0.00 0.00
December 66.1 65.5 -0.64 -0.99
Annual 69.3 69.7 0.35 0.50

e

R.M. Cooper, Assessing the Impact of Mitigation on Stream flow in the Deschutes Basin.
WRD Draft not yet available.
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m 1966-95 (avg discharge
6100 cfs 4,418,000 ac-ft/yr)

Gaged Stream Flow
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6020 cfs 4,3 00 ac-ft/yr)
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