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As directed by SRBA the purpose of theAs directed by SRBA, the purpose of the 
Technical Memo was to give the US Army 
Corps of Engineers the information thatCorps of Engineers the information that 
they must have to start their required 
processes What the Corps requires is aprocesses.  What the Corps requires is a 
documented need for water to consider 
an increase in conservation storage (poolan increase in conservation storage (pool 
raise) at Wright Patman.



10 b d/ l i10 – about grammar and/or text clarity
(comments 1 – 9 and 14)

2 b JCPD d l l h2 – about JCPD and local share
(comments 10 and 11)

2 b t l d l d t2 – about goals and release date 
(comments 12 and 13)

14





Page 2 of 14 in Attachment 2.  “Combination 
Yields, last sentence first paragraph.  “The data 
used to make Combination Yields, last 
sentence first paragraph “the data used tosentence first paragraph. the data used to 
make the graph” are shown in Error! Reference 
source not found.”
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Page 7 of 7 in Attachment 1.

“Table 1-7 Monthly Total Flows at Lake Wright 
P i i k h i l i dPatman contains at asterick that is unexplained. 
On page 5 of 7, Table 1-5 Monthly Flows at 
Marvin Nichols Site contains an asterick that isMarvin Nichols Site contains an asterick that is 
explained at the bottom of the Table.  Is the 
explanation the same or different for Table 1-7 
compared to Table 1-5?”



AsteriskAsterisk
Without
Explanatory
Comment



AsteriskAsterisk
With
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Comment





Page 6 of 7 in Attachment 1. Table 1-6: 
Monthly Marvin Nichols Passage for Lake 
Wright Patman Senior Right.  

“It does not have an asterick, although the 
table before it and the table after it contain antable before it and the table after it contain an 
asterick.  It is unknown whether the omission 
of an asterick is consistent with the analysis 
used in Table 1-5 and Table 1-7.”



Table 1-5 and 1-7 refer to Monthly Total Flows (as 
l b l d ) Th i k dd d l ilabeled.)  The asterisk was added to ensure clarity 
that the total flows included those originating 
above the upstream reservoirs. Table 1-6, asabove the upstream reservoirs.  Table 1 6, as 
labeled, refers specifically to Monthly Marvin 
Nichols passage flows, which are the flows passed 
downstream for Texarkana’s senior water rightdownstream for Texarkana’s senior water right.  

Therefore a label was not needed for clarificationTherefore, a label was not needed for clarification 
on Table 1-6; as a result no asterisk was intended 
or needed. 



Seven pages in Attachment 1. 

“On seven pages of Attachment 1 at the 
bottom, the date June 3, 2015 appears and , J , pp
that date is not the same date as the date of 
the Memorandum and is not the same date of 

h f th di l d f Att h t 2each of the pages displayed for Attachment 2. 
Also, the numbering of these pages 
(Attachment 2) is not consistent with the(Attachment 2) is not consistent with the 
numbering of pages in Attachment 1.”





The date shown at the bottom of the 
referenced printout reflects the date that 
particular Excel file/table was finalized.  To 
avoid confusion the date reference on the fileavoid confusion, the date reference on the file 
printout has been deleted and the page 
numbers have been deleted and replaced with p
consecutive numbering within the 
memorandum. 



Page 2 of 6 in the Memorandum.  

“There is a grammatical error.  In Results 
section the sentence reads Lake Wrightsection, the sentence reads….Lake Wright 
Patman reallocation that that meet the 
604,000…”







Page 1 of the Memorandum.  

“The supply goals were set by the Joint 
C i f P D l (JCPD)Committee for Program Development (JCPD) 
according to the third sentence of the first 
paragraph of the first page of theparagraph of the first page of the 
Memorandum.  The Memorandum makes no 
mention of the position of the SRBA Board of 
Directors in relation to the goal.”



Two separate briefings on the data 
ithi th T h i l M dwithin the Technical Memorandum:

 May 22 2015 meeting of the Joint May 22, 2015 meeting of the Joint 
Committee for Program Development 
(JCPD), of which SRBA is a member.

 June 16, 2015 SRBA Board Meeting 
(presentation at: http://srbatx org/wp-(presentation at: http://srbatx.org/wp-
content/uploads/2015/10/Revised-Yield-Study-
SRBA-Presentation-6-16-2015.pdf)



Page 1 of the Memorandum.  
“Local share is not correctly stated The supplyLocal share is not correctly stated.  The supply 
goals do not assure that 20% will be made 
available for local use.  The law provides that the 
local share for Marvin Nichols Reservoir would belocal share for Marvin Nichols Reservoir would be 
at least 20%. The contract signed by SRBA 
contemplates that 20% will be allocated to local 
use and 80% will be allocated to remote use. Theuse and 80% will be allocated to remote use. The 
memorandum states the total goal is 604,000 acre 
feet per year.  It also describes that Region C will 
be allocated 584,000 acre feet of the total 
604,000.  That percentage is greater than 96.6%, 
not 80%.”



To answer Comment #11 we must distinguish 
between the components of project need
required to get the USACE started on 
reallocation analysis and contractual localreallocation analysis and contractual local 
share.  The technical memorandum addresses 
project need.  p j



 Using the most aggressive population growth 
scenario of the 30 considered, municipal 
demand estimated at 64,000 af/yr

 Industrial demand estimated at 210,000 af/yr

 Total demand estimated at 274,000 af/yr



 Jim Chapman Lake – 18,000 af/yr

 Wright Patman Lake – 201,000 af/yr

 Cross-basin providers – 35,600 af/yr

 Total availability – 254,600 af/yr



 Using the most aggressive population growth scenario, 
municipal demand estimated at 64,000 af/yr

 Industrial demand estimated at 210 000 af/yr Industrial demand estimated at    210,000 af/yr
 Total demand estimated at           274,000 af/yr

 Availability from previous slide is 254,000 af/yr

 Estimated Remaining in-basin need is 20,000 af/yr



Amount Allocated through 2060 from New 
Sulphur Basin Supplies 

DWU 112, 100 (Wright Patman)

TRWD 280,000 (Marvin Nichols)

NTMWD 174 800 (Marvin Nichols)NTMWD 174,800 (Marvin Nichols)

UTRWD 17,500 (Marvin Nichols)

Irving 0

TOTAL 584 400584,400



 Estimated Additional
In-Basin Need: 20,000 af/yr

 Region C Out-of-
Basin Need: 584 000 af/yrBasin Need: 584,000 af/yr

Total Need: 604 000 af/yr Total Need: 604,000 af/yr



 Project Need: 604 000 af/yr Project Need: 604,000 af/yr
 Environmental 

Flows: 20% maximum
120 800 f/120,800 af/yr

 Total Purpose 
& Need: 724,800 af/yr& Need: 724,800 af/yr

 Contractual (80/20) 
◦ Region D 20%◦ Region D 20%

144,960 af/yr
◦ Region C 80%

579 840 f/579,840 af/yr



Page 1 of the Memorandum.   
“S f l l ff l“Source of total goal is not sufficiently 
explained.  The contract signed by SRBA 
provides an intention to find 727,500 acre feetprovides an intention to find 727,500 acre feet 
as the volume in total terms.  The memorandum 
is not consistent with the contract and the 
Memorandum provides no explanation for theMemorandum provides no explanation for the 
departure from the intention described in the 
contract.  The total amount is not consistent 
with the amount described in a contract signed 
by SRBA.”



The Answer – Gross or Net

 The project need discussed in the previous 
slides reflects a requirement “net” ofslides reflects a requirement net  of 
environmental flows (Eflows). 

 The exact requirement of Eflow is not 
known at this time, but has been estimated 

b b 5 d 20% d bto be between 5 and 20% over and above 
project yield.



EXAMPLE
Gross or Net

If h Efl i i 20% h “ ” If the Eflow requirement is 20%, the “gross” 
project size would be 724,800 af/yr in order to 
generate a “net” supply of 604,000 af/yr.generate a net  supply of 604,000 af/yr.  

 This is not appreciably different than the pp y
727,500 af/yr as identified in SRBA funding 
agreements with various JCPD members.  



Public Release date.  “The Memorandum 
provides no explanation why it is dated June 4, 
2015 but was not released to the public until 
October of 2015 ”October of 2015.



SBG l t d d ft J 4 2015 SBG completed a draft on June 4, 2015.

 Briefed the Board at the June 2015 Board Briefed the Board at the June 2015 Board 
Meeting, 

 Board approved to release to the public and Board approved to release to the public and 
place technical memorandum on website at 
the October 2015 meeting.




