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Hydrologic Conditions




Northern Sierra Precipitation — Cumulative
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Northern Sierra Snowpack

Water Content (in.)

55
50
45
40
35
30
25
20
15
10

23.1in.

.
]
i ]
Current: |
l'l\

V4

Normal [

Current Water Year

97-98 El Nino ----

Previous Water Year =---

— o ——

Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun

Jul

A
[l

A e IO —

Aug Sep

¥ o,



Upper Colorado River Basin Snowpack
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2016 State Water Project Allocation



Northern Sierra Precipitation - Projected
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DWR Allocation Study (Feb 22"9)
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Northern Sierra Precipitation - Projected
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Northern Sierra Precipitation — Monthly
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Northern Sierra Precipitation - Projected
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2016 Water Supply Demand Balances



2016 Supply Demand Balances
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Benefits of Demand Management Programs
(Data from FY 2014/15 SB60 Report)
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2016 Supply Demand Balances
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2016 Supply Demand Balances  **"#
(MAF)

20

- - - 1.7 MAF

Million Acre-Feet

o

30% SWP 50% SWP
Allocation Allocation



2016 Supply Demand Balances
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Metropolitan Storage Reserves

End of Year Balances
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Regional Storage Reserves Could be Higher

with CA Water Fix
End of Year Balances
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Key WSAP Considerations

-

Supporting the Governor’s emergency water
conservation regulations

Avoiding use of Emergency storage
Managing storage for the following years

Avoiding steep increases in WSAP levels in
future years, if dry conditions persist

Allowing for uncertainties



Supply and Demand Uncertainties

®* Agricultural Adjustment (+/- 100 TAF)
* Dependent on hydrologic conditions
* Better known as the year progresses

* Transfer and Exchanges (+/- 100 TAF)

* Low Lake Mead Storage levels may preclude
development of additional supplies for CRA

* Capacity to export supplies from Delta
decreases as SWP allocation increases



Supply and Demand Uncertainties (Cont’d)

®* Member Agency Demands (+/- 100 TAF)

* LA Aqueduct supplies dependent on
southern Sierra hydrologic conditions

* WSAP decision

* Access to Storage
* |ICS storage dependent on Lake Mead levels

* Many state storage programs dependent on
SWP allocation






Historical 12 Month Delivery vs. Estimated WSAP Level 3
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Next Steps

®* Continue to monitor developing hydrologic
conditions

* Continue to evaluate uncertainties

* Provide WSAP recommendation in April






