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2012 Appraisal Study Overview

s Started with OCR Grant for Campbell Creek
Reservoir

= 5 Alternatives studied with varying benefits to
Peshastin and Icicle Creeks

= Alternative 1 (Dryden) alternative move to fatal
flaw investigation (pre-feasibility)
o Location — Dryden, approx. RM 17.9

0 $3.9 M project implementation cost ($7.6 M 50-year
life cycle) for 40 cfs pump station

o Could benefit Peshastin by up to 40 cfs and Icicle by
up to 15 cfs (40 cfs combined total)
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Average PID Diversion from Peshastin Creek (2002, 2003, 2010, 2011) Figure 3-1
= = Peshastin Creek Flow at Green Bridge Road [2003) PID Diversions and Peshastin Creek
— = Peshastin Creek Flow at Green Bridge Road (2010) Flows at Green Bridge Road A HCHDR
= = Peshastin Creek Flow at Green Bridge Road [2011) PID Pump Exchange Appraisal Study QEA ===
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Figure 4-1

Prelimirary Alternatves

Peshastin Irigation District Pump Exchange Appraizal Study
Chelan County Matural Resources Department
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OCR Grant Overview / Next Steps

IPID Pump Exchange (Dryden Location) Fatal Flaw
Analysis:

= Build on December 2012 Appraisal Alternatives
Study

= Evaluate key issues required for feasibility:

o Property Owner Coordination
o Fisheries Coordination (Peshastin and Icicle Benefit)

o Geotechnical Exploration (soil/rock characterization in
pipe alignment / pump station)

o Topographic Survey (pump station / river stage survey,
pipeline alignment)
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