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Background
® Interim Guidelines (2007-2026)
* Shortage triggers for Arizona & Nevada
* Consultation if Lake Mead drops below 1,025’

* Silent on additional delivery reductions

* ~¥10% chance of Lake Mead reaching 1,020’



Background (Cont.)

® Included Intentionally Created Surplus (ICS)

* Key to filling CRA supplies in drought years
® Metropolitan taken delivery of 500,000 acre-feet

* Arizona & California disagreed on how
program would operate during shortages

® Interim Guidelines do not address ICS delivery in
shortage



Proposed Drought Contingency Plan

® Now ~25% chance of Lake Mead reaching 1,020’
* Risks potentially greater from climate change
* MWD goals of proposed plan discussions

* Continue cooperative collaboration on River

* Reduce risk of Lake Mead falling to 1,020’

* Resolve ICS delivery dispute
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Summary of Proposed Plan

® Water use reductions triggers for each state
* In addition to existing shortage amounts
®* Cumulative cap on delivery reductions

* Delivery reduction amounts conditionally
recoverable



Proposed Water Use Reductions
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Summary of Proposed Plan (Cont.)
®* Recovery of plan’s delivery reductions

* Access full reduction amount, to be returned
within 1 year

* Full reduction amount accessible if Lake Mead
reaches 1,110’

* |f Lake Mead reaches 1,075’:

®* Access full reduction amount, to be returned
within 5 years, or

® If not returned, subject to 20% system assessment



Summary of Proposed Plan (Cont.)

® |ICS recoverable when Lake Mead above 1,025’

® Interstate banking/exchanges permitted when
Lake Mead above 1,045’

®* Binational exchanges permitted when Lake
Mead above 1,025’



Proposed California Distribution of
Contingency Plan Contributions

Delivery reductions™ allocated:

. Palo Verde
Metror:)olltan\ e Irrigation
25% ‘ District
8%
Coachella/ e Imperial
Valley Water Irrigation
District District
7% 60%

*Reductions made by extraordinary conservation activities



Proposed Elements for California
Implementing Agreements
* PVID — MWD Agreement
* PVID to fallow additional land when triggered
* MWD to reimburse PVID at fallowing rate

* PVID delivery reduction amount to accrue to
MWAD’s account

®* CVWD to reduce its call on 35,000 acre-foot QSA
exchange agreement



Tentatively Proposed Elements for
California Implementing Agreements

-

ncreased IID’s ICS limits

-

ID to implement additional water conservation
measures to meet delivery reductions

* Verification committee established to determine
amount of water conserved by IID programs



Tentatively Proposed Elements for CA
Implementing Agreements (Cont.)

®* Metropolitan may participate to fund a portion of
lID conservation programs

* Water added to IID’s ICS account
* Metropolitan has temporary access to water

* 11D responsible for any environmental mitigation
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MWD DCP Reduction and Recovery

Likelihood of DCP

Reductions™
No MWD
o Activity
77% = MWD DCP
— Activity

* Frequency based on 107
hydrologic traces

Likelihood of DCP
Recovery™*

m All MWD
DCP
Recovered

MWD DCP

PASYL

_— | Remains

in Storage

** Frequency based on 25
hydrologic traces with
MWD DCP activity



Metropolitan DCP Contributions
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
For each state, the average is based only on nonzero events.  The number of events is the same for AZ and NV but not for CA because of the cap on contributions.
AZ and NV are based on the requirement of a DCP contribution based on elevation and CA is adjusted based on the cap (total IID and MWD direct contributions + conversion from ICS).

R-1110 and Pro-Rated Recovery had identical results for this plot.



Cumulative Metropolitan ICS Takes
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Summary of DCP Effects on MWD
* MWD could add water to Lake Mead

* Ave. of 60 taf, up to 350 taf in driest scenario
®* MWD could pay for additional ag conservation
* Reduced risk of Lake Mead reaching 1,020’

* Stability on Colorado River

®* Increased flexibility to help fill CRA (ICS, banking)

®* Potential new supplies through CA agreements
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