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California’s - s

Water Supply

* ~60% from surface waters

« Sacramento-San Joaquin
Watershed supplies
>25 million people

* ~00% freshwater inflow
to San Francisco Estuary

« Sustainable supply
requires stewardship of
ecosystems and biological
resources
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Indicators for
Ecologically Sustainable
Water Management

 Flow Alteration

* Habitat Quality
and Quantity

* Ecological Processes
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Flow Alteration eDry Year Frequency
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Flow Alteration eDry Year Frequency
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Flow Alteration eDry Year Frequency
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Flow Alteration eDry Year Frequency
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Flow Alteration eDry Year Frequency
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Flow Alteration eDry Year Frequency
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* Frequency
* Magnitude
» Duration




Habitat

® Open Water Estuarine Habitat
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® Open Water Estuarine Habitat
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® Open Water Estuarine Habitat

o301 M7

T 2 /1 Good
'%'*E )5 munn "n
Ml I

%gzo- l Fair
23 | .

5T 1 I L

Q:)

0= 1y i

1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010



Ecological Processes: Flood Flows

‘Frequency, Magnitude, and Duration




Ecological Processes eFlood Flows
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Ecological Processes eFlood Flows
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Ecological Processes eFlood Flows
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Ecological Processes eFlood Flows
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Flood Events
(frequency, magnitude and duration)
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The Power of
Measurement

* Understanding
« Evaluation

* Management

« Accountability




State of San Francisco Bay 2011

http://www.sfestuary.org/StateofSFBay2011/

* Main report

 Technical
Appendices

Christina Swanson
cswanson@nrdc.org



Flow Alteration ePeak Flow
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Flow Alteration ePeak Flow
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Flow Alteration ePeak Flow
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Flow Alteration ePeak Flow
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