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             Sarah Bartlett 
Metropolitan Water District 



MWD  
Service Area 

26 Members Agencies 
 

4 MAF Annual Demand 

½ Local Supplies 

½ Imported Supplies 

 

19 Million People 

5,200 Square Miles 
 

Water Wholesaler 
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Surplus Supplies 

Basic Apportionment 

~1.2 MAF 
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Lake 
Mead 

 

Coachella Valley 
Water District 

 

Palo Verde 
Irrigation 
District 

Metropolitan 
Water District 

Yuma 
Project 

Imperial Irrigation 
District 



Priority California Party 
Million 

acre-feet 

1 Palo Verde Valley Irrigation District 

3.85 
2 Yuma Project 

3 
Imperial Irrigation District 
Coachella Valley Water District 

4 Metropolitan Water District 0.55 

Subtotal 4.40 

5 Metropolitan Water District 0.70 

Total 5.10 



Priority California Party 
Million 

acre-feet 

1 Palo Verde Valley Irrigation District 
0.42 

2 Yuma Project 

3 
Imperial Irrigation District 3.10 

Coachella Valley Water District 0.33 

4 Metropolitan Water District 0.55 

Total 4.40 

* Amount fluctuates based on PVID/Yuma Project use, 
unused IID and CVWD water 

(Average) 

*  



Basic Apportionment 

~1.2 MAF 

Invest in local supplies and demand 
reduction 

Agricultural partnerships 



$782M 
2,848,000 acre-feet 
saved 

$158M 
941,000 acre-feet 

recovered 

$474M 
2,757,000 acre-feet 
produced 

Program 
# of 

Projects 

     Recycling 82 

     Groundwater 25 
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Potable Per Capita Water Use* 
Metropolitan's Service Area 

History IRP Projection 

*2017 GPCD based on best available data as of July 2018 and is subject to reconciliation. 





 

 

 

      

    

50-year Program (1990-2040) 

Between 100 and 110 TAF 
conserved each year 

Allows IID to grow the same 
crops with less water 
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35-year Program (2005-2040) 

Variable Fallowing Call 

Stabilizes Farm Economy 

Community Improvement Program 
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MWD can store 1.5 million 
acre-feet in Lake Mead 

Avoids costs and impacts of 
building new storage 
reservoirs 



40 41 
94 

146 

256 

435 

580 

474 

151 
80 85 

479 

600 

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

TAF 

Calendar Year 



ICS Storage 

Basic Apportionment 

Conservation Programs 

Land Fallowing 

1.2 MAF 
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10.83 MAF Average 

78% 

Historic Drought 
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Lake Mead Elevation 
Max. Capacity 1229 ft, 26.1 MAF 

EOM Elev Shortage Surplus

69% Chance of 
Shortage in 2020 

Shortage Elevation 1,075’ 
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Year 

2007 Projection 

2018 Projection with a DCP 

2018 Projection without a DCP 

Probability Lake Mead Elevation 
Less than 1,020’ in any month 

If Mead falls below 1,020’, 
AZ, NV, and CA could all face severe and 
sustained water curtailments 



Water use reductions triggers for each state 

In addition to existing shortage amounts 

Delivery reduction amounts conditionally 
recoverable 

Provides flexibility during shortages 

Delivery of stored water in Lake Mead (ICS) 

Interstate Banking 
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Lake Mead Elevation (feet) 

California Contribution

Nevada Contribution

Arizona Contribution

Nevada Shortage

Arizona Shortage



Negotiations on post-2026 operating guidelines 
to begin immediately 

MWD to conduct study looking at new Colorado 
River water supply options 




