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Frenchman Valley Appraisal Study

McCook Field Office

August 24 2007 1000 100

Introductions

Review of Study Reclamation 1000 1030

Purpose Objectives Problems Opportunities

Phase IModeling Results Neb Depart Natural Resources 1030 1145

Dry Normal Wet year

Imperial Gage Palisade Stinkingwater Gages Culbertson Gage

Reductions in pumping to meet target inflows

BREAK 11451200

Phase TI Scoping of Alternatives Reclamation 1200 1220

Future Without No Action Alternative

Recreation Alternatives

Enders Elevation 3089.40

ii Enders Elevation 3099.00

Groundwater Recharge Alternative

Other Alternatives

Phase III Selection of Alternatives Reclamation 1220 1230

Narrowing of Alternatives to Advance for Further Study

Evaluation of Alternatives vs Future Without No Action

Method of Determining Benefits Reclamation 1230 100

Irrigation Benefits

Recreation Benefits

Flood Control Benefits


