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A. Yes.

Q If I could direct your attention to
the next exhibit marked in order, premarked as
Exhi bit No. 96.

(Wher eupon, Scal mani ni Exhibit 96 was

i ntroduced for identification.)

BY MR. DUNN:
Q Do you have Exhibit No. 96 before you?
A Yes.
Q This exhibit is | abeled "Total Safe

Yield." Did you prepare this exhibit?

A Yes.

Q Does this table in Exhibit No. 96
summari ze your total safe yield calculations?

A. Yes.

Q Woul d you pl ease explain the total safe
yield for each tine period shown.

A. Sure. As | think I introduced with regard
to the land use periods that we picked, we | ooked
at what we called an earlier historic period just
for informati on when the basin was predoni nated
by agricultural |land use and computed it in an
approxi mate or estinmated native safe yield of 80,000
acre feet per year for those conditions. There was

no supplenental water use in that era. So the tota
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yield of the basin would be equal to its native
yield, or about 80,000 acre feet per year.

In the subsequent tinme periods; you know,
closer to the present but all influenced by the use
of supplenental water, as | think we went through
yest erday, supplenental water was introduced from
the state water project beginning in the 1970s. So
everything fromthe md '90s to the present is --

i ncludes the influence of supplenental water from
the state water project.

So in sinple sunmary, for each of those
three time periods; from'95 to 99, from'96 to
2005, and for the single year 2005, the total safe
yield of the basin would be the conbination of its
native yield and supplenmental yield. So using '95
to '99, for exanple, the native yield of 82,300
and the suppl enental yield of 25,300 added together
woul d produce a total safe yield of 107,600 acre
feet per year.

If you chose the ten-year period on
average leading up to the end of this analysis, then
t he conbi nati on of 82,300 of native yield and 27,500
of supplenental yield would lead to a total yield of
109, 800, or close to 110, 000.

And for the single year 2005 at the end
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of the overall analysis the conbination of, again,
82,300 acre feet per year of native yield and 28, 200
acre feet of supplenental yield would indicate or
result in a calculated total safe yield of 110,500
acre feet per year.
MR. KUHS: | object and nove to strike
M. Scal manini's | ast answer on rel evance grounds.
MR. ZI MVER:  Joi n.
BY MR. DUNN:

Q M. Scal mani ni, based on the experience
that you have in anal yzi ng groundwater basins in
California, together with your education and
training and the work that you have done in this
case and the work that you have coll aborated with
ot hers, and using the work by both M. Durbin and
M. WIldermuth, did you reach any opini ons about
the safe yield of the Antel ope Vall ey groundwater
basin or the Antel ope Valley area of adjudication?

MR. JOYCE: Asked and answer ed.
MR. KUHS: Vague as to tine.

THE W TNESS: Yes.

BY MR. DUNN:
Q I"d like --
A And | think they're sunmmarized in

Exhibit 96. So nmy opinion would be that the
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