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Figure 22a. 1980 irrigated lands. Figure 22c. 1992 irrigated lands. Figure 22e. 2002 irrigated lands.
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Figure 22b. 1986 irrigated lands. Figure 22d. 2000 irrigated lands. Figure 22f. 2006 irrigated lands.

Figures 22a — 22f. Irrigated lands for the years 1980, 1986, 1992, 2000, 2002, and 2006.



Figure 40a. Fixed Point Pumping Figure 40c. Fixed Point Pumping
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Figure 40b. Fixed Point Pumping Figure 40d. Mud Lake Exchange Wells
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Figure 40a. Time series of fixed point pumping for exchange wells E1 — E6. Figure 40b. Time series of fixed point pumping for exchange wells E7 — E12. Figure 40c. Time series of fixed point pumping for exchange
wells E13 — E19. Figure 40d. Time series of fixed point pumping for Mud Lake exchange wells F1 —F6. See figures 37 and 38 for well locations.



Figure 44a. Tributary Underflow Figure 44d. Tributary Underflow
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Figure 44b. Tributary Underflow Figure 44e. Tributary Underflow
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Figure 44c. Tributary Underflow Figure 44f. Tributary Underflow
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Figures 44a — 44f. Pre-PEST underflow from tributary basins. Note the difference in vertical scale between Figures 44a through 44f.



Figure 47a. Non-Irrigated Recharge May 1980 - October 2008

Figure 47c. Non-Irrigated Recharge May 1990 - April 2000
(Stress Periods 121 - 240)
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Figure 47b. Non-Irrigated Recharge May 1980 - April 1990 Figure 47d. Non-Irrigated Recharge June 2000 - October 2008
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Figure 47a. Time series of Pre-PEST non-irrigated recharge for the entire calibration period May 1980 — October 2008. Figure 47b. Time series of non-irrigated recharge for May 1980 — April 1990 (Stress Periods 1 —
120). Figure 47c. Time series of non-irrigated recharge for May 1990 — April 2000 (Stress periods 121 — 240). Figure 47d. Non-irrigated recharge for June 2000 — October 2008 (Stress periods 241 — 342).
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Figure 52b. Figure 52c.
Figures 52a — 52c. Non-Snake River sources of surface-water seepage. Figure 52a. View of the entire Snake River Plain showing the seepage locations. Figure 52b. Enlarged scale view of the western side

of the Eastern Snake River Plain. Figure 52c. Enlarged scale view of the eastern side of the Eastern Snake River Plain.



Figure 54a. Non-Snake River Seepage

Figure 54c. Non-Snake River Seepage

3.0E+04
4.0E+04 Little Lost Ri = Birch Creek Hydropower
= | jttle Lost River
Bie Lost River Reach 1 == \edicine Lodge Creek
e Big LOst River Reac
e Beaver Creek Reach 1
g - Big Lost River Reach 2 "&‘:; 2 OE+04 Beaver Creek Reach 2
qd-, == == Big Lost River Reach 3 qq'-.n : e o o o Birch Creek
5; 2.0E+04 s * ¢ ¢+ +BigLost River Reach 4 E’, = = = | one Tree Flood Control
¥ E
o : o
p 1 8 & 1 0E+04
8 . . X 7]
5 u ' w AR (iR M MG 5
|
| ‘
5 " TR s 0" =
a N J‘r' M" ‘b I/ 'h 'A '*' MANRLGES [ MU g .
° 0.0E+00 )
€ Q 1 o 9 ) ) ol L B o €
2 2 o po) B 55 9> 9 9 Q Q Q Q Q
3 R W OST o8 @ T WY el (0T o pd WY % ot 3 0.0E+00
> > P @ o e ® o P P gl O
g \g X v g X V7 02 ’ X ’ X
QT W oY YT (e e W7 ef OV @ 0T WY % of
-2.0E+04 -1.0E+04

Figure 54b. Non-Snake River Seepage
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Figure 54d. Non-Snake River Seepage
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Figures 54a — 54d. Pre-PEST volume of seepage per stress period from non-Snake River surface-water sources. Note the difference in scale between Figures 54a — 54d.




