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- r,<o~rn 3 Precessing of new apphcatlons
for Or‘f pit when they are matched with
EXISTH Lg trust water rights

et CL :ny water budget neutrality in the
:_ sontext of Yakima River basin
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_ "‘Bank” credit for substantial enhancement
to the natural environmental
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- Agglie ations must e non- consumptlve
ZIERST tantlally enhance the natural
SV o)f ment -- WAC 173-152-050(2)(b)

= s ppllcatlon matched with a trust water right
—= acmust be water budget neutral
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- Sybstantial enhancement to the natural
“environment Is determined with consideration
of the trust water right
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i-i::" -Equwalent reductions in consumptive use
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5 “-L-* - \Water that would have been used if not for transfer
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- — Transfer must adhere to specific delivery schedule
— Must be no adverse change in instream flow
— Yakima Project operational impacts must be identified


http://www.roundtableassociates.com/xfer/CAG Guidelines.htm
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o /\oong;r.-u OIS can be expedlted as leng as
WIertirlst Water program holds rights that
Oy izliy * \the substantial benefit to the
JﬂrLE Ifenviroenment

;I'rlbutary flow and habitat improvement

~ — Consumptive use surplus provides lower
Yakima River flow improvement
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> Thie el pollcy relies on mitigation concepts
ESDEdd _2001 and 2005 droughts

O n 8 'where ground water Is present, but IS
rrnr Jmoved from the Yakima River, a new
mitIsi required to authorize a mitigated use
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1_-,# T(pedlted processing Is the only available means
1o permlt non-exempt uses in cases where the
source Is far removed from the river

e Policy would not be used without Reclamation
and Yakama Nation concurrence
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