










































Figure D-1  Comparison of Reservoir Dam DPW Measured Water Levels During 2011-2016 to WEAP 

Model Proposed Conditions 

 

 

 

 

Figure D-2A  Comparison of Reservoir Dam DPW Measured Water Levels to WEAP Model Proposed 

Conditions During 2016 Wet Conditions 
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Figure D-3A

Reservoir Dam Growing Season Water Level Frequency Curve with Existing and 
Proposed Conditions (2011-2016)

DPW (Existing) WEAP Model
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Figure D-3B

Tack Factory Pond Growing Season Water Level Frequency Curve with Existing and 
Proposed Conditions 

DPW (Existing) WEAP Model
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