STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Allocation: 25% of Table A Supplies

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 89% of Normal

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2008 Runoff: of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/13/08

SWP Allocation (2008): 25% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 776,000 AF (62% of full CRA)
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Allocation: 25% of Table A Supplies

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 88% of Normal

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2008 Runoff: of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)
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COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES

MWD Supply Forecast: 776,000 AF

Upper Basin Precipitation: 118% of Normal
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2008 Runoff: of Average
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 01/14/08

Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008):
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Allocation: 25% of Table A Supplies

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 83% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 01/21/08
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Allocation: 25% of Table A Supplies

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 87% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 01/27/08
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 94% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification:

DRY

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

MWD Supply Forecast: 776,000 AF

Upper Basin Precipitation: 125% of Normal
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 02/06/08
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff: 71% of Average

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 93% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

MWD Supply Forecast: 776,000 AF

COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES

Upper Basin Precipitation: 128% of Normal
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 02/10/08

Unless otherwise indicated
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SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 74% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 86% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:
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MWD Supply Forecast: 776,000 AF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 106% of Average
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REGIONAL FORECAST

Northern CA:

Dry earlier in the week with rain expected by end
of week and into weekend. Snow expected at
higher elevations into the weekend.

Southern CA:

Dry earlier in the week with rain expected by end
of week and into weekend.

Colorado Basin:

Snow expected over weekend.

As of: 02/18/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 02/18/08

Unless otherwise indicated
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SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 74% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 89% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

916 TAF
858 TAF
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COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES REGIONAL FORECAST
MWD Supply Forecast: 776,000 AF Upper Basin Precipitation: 123% of Normal Northern CA:
2008 Runoff Forecast: 106% of Average - . . .
0 g Dry this week, stormy weather likely this
weekend.
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage South CA:
(2000-Present) (2000-Present) Southern CA:
26 e — 23 ‘ Dry this week and weekend.
m 24 0.87 MAF less in 21 0.77 MAF less in | )
% = storage than this ~ 19 storage then this | | Colorado Basin:
£ 8 time last year 3 17 \ time last year Snow for Tuesday and Wednesday. Remainder
£ o 201 e \ of the week looks dry.
2 8 18- g
c |_ . - - 13 4
S 19.8in S 16 - S ]
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As of: 03/02/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 03/02/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2008): 728,910 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 776,000 AF  62% of full CRA
3.50 Water Year Classification:
3.00 - DRY
2501 as of Feb 1, 2008
L 2.00
<
= 150 ,
1.00 | 1.46 MAF SN\ °
0.50 -
//
000 /" Nor, Sierra
Lake Oroville ! (8 Sta.)
41% 25.0
(79%) 89%
200 1
200 Wanger Action Impacts N 15.0
1: 20 TAF (Dec 28- Jan 6) <
160 2: 170 TAF (Jan 7 - Jan 31) 10.0 1 10.86 MAF
3: 1-2 TAF /day (Feb) 50 | :
L 1204 ’
2 TOT: 1.77 MAF ° Eastern. 00
' SWP: 916 TAF* Sierra Lake Powell
, 128% oy
0.40 0 (48%)
0.00 -
San Luis Res 325 .13.06 MAF
87%
(95%) 260 1 20.0
* Includes ~40 TAF not , 195 y 150
yet delivered to & 130 | 310 TAF = 1004
Southern California to
accommodate Pyramid 65 - a0 / 50
Lake Sedimentation ,/ 0.0 4
removal work 0 7 g
. 600 /’ =an. Lake Mead
Castaic /'-ake 603 TAF /  Diego 50%
b w |
o % 400 - \ (54%)
(56%) = \ 92%
200 -
N\
! ,// \_ Percent of Normal - 0 . B Storage Volume
2::’ Il Precip Water Year to date DVL f Current capacity
N (Oct - Sept) 74% (%) Capacity last year
=— (91%)




SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 74% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 86% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

913 TAF
853 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Water Content (Inches)

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack
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Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)
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Diamond Valley Lake Storage
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MWD Supply Forecast: 797,000 AF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 118% of Average

COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES

Upper Basin Precipitation: 118% of Normal

Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack

Lake Mead Reservoir Storage
(2000-Present)

Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2000-Present)

22 ‘ ‘ ‘ 19 ‘
i 0.87 MAF less in 17 N 0.84 MAF less in| |
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REGIONAL FORECAST

Northern CA:

Predominately dry for the first part of the week.
Potential shower activity as we get into the
weekend.

Southern CA:
Dry with cooler temperatures as the week
progresses.

Colorado Basin:
Predominately dry for the first part of the week.

Potential precip/snow activity as we get into the
weekend.

As of: 03/09/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 03/09/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 797,000 AF  64% of full CRA
3.50 Water Year Classification:
3.00 - DRY
2501 as of Feb 1, 2008
L 2.00
<
= 150 ,
1.00 | 1.51 MAF SN\ °
050 1
//
000 /" Nor, Sierra
Lake Oroville ! (8 Sta.)
43% 25.0
(60%) 86%
200 1
200 Wanger Action Impacts N 15.0
1: 20 TAF (Dec 28- Jan 6) <
160 2: 170 TAF (Jan 7 - Jan 31) 10.0 1 10.8 MAF
3: 1-2 TAF /day (Feb) 50 | :
L 1204 ’
2 TOT: 1.77 MAF ° Eastern. 00
' SWP: 913 TAF* Sierra. Lake Powell
, 119% e
0.40 0 (48%)
0.00
San Luis Res 325 .13.06 MAF
87% N\
(98%) 260 1 // \\ 20.0 1
’ N 15.0
* Includes ~40 TAF not |, 1951 ;. _Los w15
yet delivered to S a0 302 TAF ./ Angeles = 00
Southern California to \
accommodate Pyramid 65 600 . 114% Y 501
Lake Sedimentation ,/ 0.0 4
removal work 0 7 g
. 600 /’ =an. Lake Mead
Castaic /'-ake 604 TAF /  Diego 50%
b w |
% 400 - \ (54%)
(56%) - . 86%
200 1
N\
! ,// \_ Percent of Normal - 0 OI] Storage Volume
2::’ Il Precip Water Year to date DVL f Current capacity
N (Oct - Sept) 75% (%) Capacity last year
=— (92%)




SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 73% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 85% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

920 TAF
830 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
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‘ @ \|ormal E—)007-08 ‘—2006—07 2007-08 Capacity‘ ‘—2006-2007 2007-2008 Capacity ‘ S—Storage Capacity
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES REGIONAL FORECAST
MWD Supply Forecast: 788,000 AF Upper Basin Precipitation: 116% of Normal Northern CA:
2008 Runoff Forecast: 118% of Average T .
0 g Light rain possible early in the week but
predominately dry.
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage )
(2000-Present) (2000-Present) w' .
25 22 ‘ ‘ ‘ 19 ‘ No rain in the forecast this week.
a 0.82 MAF less in 17 N 0.96 MAF less in | | .
2 201 / . 2 storage than this || _ ‘\ storage then this Colorado Basin:
(&) - . .
£ o 18 time lastyear | | 3 15 time last year [ Rain and snow showers through the week. Dry
£ P S \ e 13 weekend.
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As of: 03/16/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 03/16/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 788,000 AF  63% of full CRA
3.50 Water Year Classification:
3.00 - DRY
2501 as of Mar 1, 2008
L 2.00
<
= 150 ,
1.00 | 1.55 MAF SN\ °
050 1
//
000 /" Nor, Sierra
Lake Oroville ! (8 Sta.)
44% 25.0
(79%) 85%
200 1
2.00 Wanger Actions - SWP Impagts N 15.0
1: 20 TAF (Dec 28- Jan 6) <
160 2: 250 TAF (Jan 7 - Mar 2) 10.0 1 10.68 MAF
3: 70 TAF (Mar 3 -Mar 11) :
. 5.0
1.20 A Ongoing
[T
< TOT: 1.75 MAF 'S Eastern 00 4
0.80 1 SWP: 920 TAF* Sierra Lake45§we”
0.40 110% .
0 (48%)
0.00
San Luis Res 325 .13.11 MAF
86%
(98%) 260 1 20.0
* Includes ~40 TAF not , 195 ,/ Los \ y 150
yet delivered to S a0 289 TAF ./ Angeles = 00
Southern California to \
accommodate Pyramid 65 - a0 v 108% / 50
Lake Sedimentation ,/ 0.0 4
removal work 0 7 g
. 600 s/ 2an Lake Mead
Castaic /'-ake 602 TAF /  Diego 51%
b w |
N < 400 \ (54%)
(56%) = \ 84%
200 1
N\
! ,// \_ Percent of Normal - 0 OI] Storage Volume
2::’ 'l Precip )} Water Year to date DVL f Current capacity
N (Oct - Sept) 74% (%) Capacity last year
== (91%)




SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 82% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 917 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 73% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 798 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES REGIONAL FORECAST
g/l(;/(\)/g;uppflfyFForecait. 171220/,001?:F Upper Basin Precipitation: 114% of Normal Northern CA:
uhoft Forecast. o o Average Slight chance of rain showers at lower elevations
and snow showers at higher elevations all week.
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage South CA:
(2000-Present) (2000-Present) Southern CA: _
25 22 ‘ ‘ ‘ 19 ‘ No rain in the forecast. Temperatures will cool
n 0.91 MAF less in 17 N 0.89 MAF less in | | as we go through the week.
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E s 161 : A S 1 M through Tuesday. A cooling trend starts mid
¢ 10 2 14 | ‘V V\, 2 week through the weekend bringing below
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As of: 03/23/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 03/23/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 782,000 AF  63% of full CRA
3.50 Water Year Classification:
3.00 - DRY
2501 as of Mar 1, 2008
L 2.00
<
= 150 ,
1.00 | 1.61 MAF SN\ °
0.50 -
//
000 /" Nor, Sierra
Lake Oroville ! (8 Sta.)
45% 25.0
(79%) 82%
200 1
2.00 Wanger Actions - SWP Impagts N 15.0
1: 20 TAF (Dec 28- Jan 6) <
160 2: 335 TAF (Jan 7 - Feb 26) 10.0 1 10.75 MAF
3: 110 TAF (Feb 27 - Mar 16) 50 | :
1.20 4 Ongoing ’
[T
g TOT: 1.71 MAF 'S Eastern 00 4
0.80 1 SWP: 917 TAF* Slerra Lake POOWe”
0 44%
0.40 1 107% (48%)
0.00 -
San Luis Res 325 .13.02 MAF
84% N\
(98%) 260 1 // \\ 20.0 1
// \\
* Includes ~40 TAF not , 195 / Los N\ y 150
yet delivered to S a0 283 TAF ./ Angeles = 00
Southern California to \
accommodate Pyramid 65 600 v 102% Y 501
Lake Sedimentation ,/ 0.0 4
removal work 0 7 g
. 600 /’ =an. Lake Mead
Castaic /'-ake 598 TAF /  Diego 50%
b w |
N < 400 \ (54%)
(56%) - N 79%
200 -
N\
! ,// \_ Percent of Normal - 0 OI] Storage Volume
2::’ Il Precip Water Year to date DVL f Current capacity
N (Oct - Sept) 74% (%) Capacity last year
== (90%)




SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 73% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 79% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification:

DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

917 TAF
774 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

4.0
3.5

3.0 +
2.5 1
2.0
1.5 A

N

San Luis Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

2.5 ~

2.0

\

50.0

> 450 7N\

[} | -

£ 400 36.5in

£ 350 \

= 300 \

£ 250 \

S 200

2 ’ /

S 100 ’

= 5o / f

00 et —

~ ~ ~ © © [e'e) o) [e'e] o) [e'e)
S 2 9 9 9 9 9 ¥ 3 9
§ 28 58 88 % 833
‘ @ Normal C—2007-08

Million Acre-feet

1.0
0.5 +
0.0

2.90 MAF less in
storage than this
time last year

Oct Dec

Feb

Apr Jun

Aug

2007-08

Million Acre-feet

Diamond Valley Lake Storage

Capacity ‘

1.0
101 TAF less in
0.5 | stqrage than this
time last year
0.0 —
‘ —2006-2007 2007-2008 Capacity

800
©
& 750 -
1)
5 700 |
IS
T 650 +
@
% 600 -
e 550 1| 127 TAF less in
= storage than this
500 +— time last year
450 o ——
N © © © © N~ N~ N~ N~ © o
2 22 Q< Q 2 9 9 @ 9
g 8 5 & &8 8 5 & &8 &8 5
a = > . o = S5 un o = 5
—Storage Capacity

MWD Supply Forecast: 781,000 AF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 118% of Average

COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES

Upper Basin Precipitation: 114% of Normal

Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack

Lake Mead Reservoir Storage
(2000-Present)

Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2000-Present)
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REGIONAL FORECAST

Northern CA:
Isolated snow showers today for the mountain
areas. Rain very likely this coming weekend.

Southern CA:
Cool temperatures during week and rain for
Wednesday. Weekend will be warmer and dryer.

Colorado Basin:
Chance of snow all week

As of: 03/31/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 03/31/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008):

SWP Allocation (2008):

729,000 AF
781,000 AF

35% of Table A Supplies
62% of full CRA

3.50 Water Year Classification:
3.00 | DRY
2501 as of Mar 1, 2008
L 200
<
= 150 ,
1.00 | 1.68 MAF SN\ °
0.50 +
//
000 /" Nor, Sierra
Lake Oroville ! (8 Sta.)
47% 250
(79%) 79%
20.0 +
2.00 Wanger Actions - SWP Impagts N 15.0
1: 20 TAF (Dec 28- Jan 6) <
160 2: 335 TAF (Jan 7 - Feb 26) 10.0
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1.20 4 Ongoing ’
[T
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’ SWP: 917 TAF* Sierra Lakesscgwe”
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83% //\
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7 \,
7/ \
* Includes ~40 TAF not , 195 / Los N\ y 150
yet delivered to . 270 TAF .(/ Angeles = 100 |
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removal work 0 s~
. 600 1 /’ S.ﬂ Lake Mead
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(] |
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SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 73% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 78% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification:

DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

917 TAF
749 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
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MWD Supply Forecast: 781,000 AF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 118% of Average

COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES

Upper Basin Precipitation: 113% of Normal

30

Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack

Lake Mead Reservoir Storage
(2002-Present)

Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2002-Present)
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As of: 04/06/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 04/06/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2008):
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008):

729,000 AF
781,000 AF

35% of Table A Supplies
62% of full CRA

3.50 Water Year Classification:
3.00 - DRY
2801 as of Mar 1, 2008
L 200
<
= 1.50
1.00 1 1.7 MAF
0.50 -
0.00 -
Lake Oroville
48% 250
(80%) ’
20.0 -
2.00 Wanger Actions - SWP Impagts N 15.0
1: 20 TAF (Dec 28- Jan 6) <
1.60 | 2. 335 TAF (Jan 7 - Feb 26) 10.0 1 10.82 MAF
3. 128 TAF (Feb 27 - Mar 25) 50 ] :
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T8
g 050 TOT: 1.67 MAF 'S Eastern 0.0
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82% //\
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7/ \
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SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 64% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 76% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification:

DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

905 TAF
727 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage

(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 04/13/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 778,000 AF  62% of full CRA

3.50 Water Year Classification:
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SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 64% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 76% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification:

DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

905 TAF
727 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage

(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 04/13/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 778,000 AF  62% of full CRA

3.50 Water Year Classification:
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L 200
<
= 1.50
1.00 1.71 MAF
0.50 1
0.00 -
Lake Oroville
48% 250
(79%) :
20.0
2.00 Wanger Actions - Total SWR Impacts N 15.0
1: 20 TAF (Dec 28- Jan 6) <
1.60 | 2. 335 TAF (Jan 7 - Feb 26) 10.0 1 10.91 MAF
3: 142 TAF (Feb 27 - Apr 8) 50 .
1.20 4 Ongoing ’
T8
g 050 TOT: 1.63 MAF 'S Eastern 0.0
’ SWP: 905 TAF Sierra Lake4§09We”
0.0 | 91% :
Y (48%)
0.00 -
San Luis Res 325 .12.7 MAF
80%
(99%) 260 1 20.0
195 7 Los \ L 150
w / e <
£ 274 TAF Angeles = 1004
130 - X
65 1 93% 50 1
0.0
0 4
600 |
) Lake Mead
Castaic Lake
599 TAF 49%
Ba% < 400 (52%)
(56%)
200
N
AN i 0 ] storage Volume
Snow ,’/ Percent of Normal %  Current capacity
ack I" Precip Water Year to date DVL § o
8 (Oct - Sept) 74% (%) Capacity last year
== (89%)




SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 64% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 80% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification:

DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:
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592 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 05/04/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008):

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF

775,000 AF

35% of Table A Supplies
62% of full CRA

3.50 Water Year Classification:
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SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 64% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 73% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification:

DRY
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CVP Storage in San Luis:
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METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Storage

(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 05/11/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008):

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF

775,000 AF

35% of Table A Supplies
62% of full CRA
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 72% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 773 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 483 TAF
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 05/18/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008):

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF

772,000 AF

35% of Table A Supplies
62% of full CRA
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 73% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 746 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 405 TAF
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 05/26/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008):

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF

771,000 AF

35% of Table A Supplies
62% of full CRA

3.50 Water Year Classification:
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SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 73% of Normal

Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis: 760 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 255 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack
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(Current and Last Year)
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 06/08/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 771,000 AF  62% of full CRA
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average SWP Storage in San Luis: 490 TAF
Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 129 TAF
Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 07/06/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 860,000 AF  69% of full CRA

Water Year Classification:

CRITICALLY
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average
Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY

SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

200 TAF
37 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
Water Year 2007-2008 Wrap-Up

As of 9/30/08

SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 839,000 AF  67% of full CRA

Water Year Classification:
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Current SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2008 SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 132% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 192 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: TBD CVP Storage in San Luis: 159 TAF
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Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 11/16/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 11/16/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 301,725 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 833,000 AF  67% of full CRA
U
Water Year Classification: Col la
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Current SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2008 SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 91% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 225 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: TBD CVP Storage in San Luis: 185 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 11/30/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 11/30/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009):
SWP Allocation (2008):
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008):
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Current SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2008 SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 92% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 225 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: TBD CVP Storage in San Luis: 185 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 11/30/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 11/30/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 302,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 864,000 AF  69% of full CRA
Water Year Classification: |
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Current SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2008 SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 105% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 238 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: TBD CVP Storage in San Luis: 197 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 12/07/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 302,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 874,000 AF  70% of full CRA

Water Year Classification: :/
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Current SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2008 SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 77% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 238 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: TBD CVP Storage in San Luis: 197 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
50.0
4.0 2.5 —_— 800
= 450 1] L ‘ I"-\ as HEEEEEEEEEN 662 TAF less in o
2 400 {{22%of / ' ————— 20 storage than this £ 700
2 350 {|Normal / \— p 3.0 1| 265TAFlessin T time last year I
< 30.0 | |toDate / & o5 |l storage than this 2 /'\\ & 600
c ’ o < time last year o 15 / \ k=)
8 250 — 5 5 v =
S 200 <|_‘_L \ <20 o~ < / & 500 \
. T B c
© 1o 24in | S 3 15 o 5 10 / é 185 TAF less in \
o : = N— = [= | | storage than this 5
g 10.0 =10 — = 05 / N 400 time last year
5.0 05 Record Low: 882 TAF : \\
0.0 A ‘ ' 7 T 300 T T
2 888 3333 33 %0 - . 00 . . 2888555883833
‘ Normal ——— 2008-09 ‘ 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity Storage Capacity
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
MWD Supply Forecast: 874,000 AF Upper Basin Precipitation: 71% of Normal
2008 Runoff Forecast: 102% of Average
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As of: 12/07/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 12/07/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 302,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 874,000 AF  70% of full CRA

Water Year Classification: :/
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Current SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2008 SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 73% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 238 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 202 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 12/09/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 12/09/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 302,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 875,000 AF  70% of full CRA

Water Year Classification: la
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Current SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2008 SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 72% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 241 TAF
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 212 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 12/14/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 12/14/08

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 302,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 875,000 AF  70% of full CRA

Water Year Classification: la
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Current SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies
2008 SWP Allocation: 35% of Table A Supplies
2008 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 72% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

242 TAF
214 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Total Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
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As of: 12/15/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 12/15/08

Unless otherwise indicated

TOT: 456 TAF
SWP: 242 TAF

Castaic Lake
244 TAF

Capacity
< Average EOM
Storage
Current Storage
(% Capacity)
—

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 302,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
SWP Allocation (2008): 729,000 AF  35% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 875,000 AF  70% of full CRA
Water Year Classification: |
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 86% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 256 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 79% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 220 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 12/28/2008




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 12/28/08

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2009): 312,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 904,000 AF  72% of full CRA

Water Year Classification:
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 81% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 277 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 79% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 243 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 01/04/2009




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/04/09

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2009): 312,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 904,000 AF  72% of full CRA

Water Year Classification:
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 73% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 309 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 73% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 270 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 01/11/2009




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/11/09

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2009): 312,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2008): 860,000 AF  69% of full CRA

Water Year Classification:
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 66% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 330 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 73% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 280 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 01/19/2009




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/19/09

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2009): 312,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2009): 860,000 AF  69% of full CRA

Water Year Classification:
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 71% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 362 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 73% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 290 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 01/25/2009




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/25/09

Unless otherwise indicated

SWP Allocation (2009): 312,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
Colorado River Supply Forecast (2009): 860,000 AF  69% of full CRA
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2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies
2009 Runoff Forecast: 73% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 65% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

394 TAF
311 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Total Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage

50.0
[ 4.0 25 I — 800
7 %0 oer / \ a5 | ! ! ! ! ! L1 ‘ 866 TAF less in 3
2 400 {|53%0 / : 20 - storage than this L 700
E 35.0 1 |Normal / \ % 3.0 1| 311 TAFless in % time last year @
= 300 1 |toDate / R storage than this 2 B € 600
s 25'0 : : o 2.5 time last year o 15 A \ o
g \ & 20 - < g \
Q 20.0 1 139 / c = c 5 500 -
© 5o 9in | S 151 _ \\ S 1.0 | / 2 192 TAF less in \p
o) : = — = / = | | storage than this
T 10.0 =10 = 400 i
= 05 - \ time last year
5.0 05 Record Low: 882 TAF N
0.0 - ‘ ' 7 - 300 T T
8 8 8 3 33 3 3 3 3 00 T L oo 00 T - o 8888555888833 3
e T g ] T o o T ] = s = = = = c = = c =S = = = =
EREEEREEEE 628882283723 c2&38k22£3°7%23 §228%828%838=2238
‘ Normal ——— 2008-09 ‘ ‘ 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity Storage Capacity
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
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As of: 02/02/2009




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 02/02/09

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 312,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 860,000 AF  69% of full CRA
U\
Water Year Classification: Col )
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2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies
2009 Runoff Forecast: 73% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 67% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

399 TAF
306 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 02/08/2009




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 02/08/09

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 312,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies
Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 860,000 AF  69% of full CRA

Water Year Classification: )
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2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 75% of Normal

SWP Storage in San Luis: 425 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 Runoff Forecast: 52% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 314 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 02/16/2009




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 02/16/09

Unless otherwise indicated

Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 860,000 AF  69% of full CRA

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 312,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies

Water Year Classification:

CRITICALLY

o
4 \wimgwa 3

DRY - ‘/ ~~ Colorado v
' \ W = Basin |
Lake Oroville 4 1 > S
e o —@ - Nor Sierra —_# 7 _f 34/94% J\I
107 MAF 00 = Nevada -
{ 40 s DY v
20 3"26%*( J\/
Nor 0 & —
Sierra = ]
(8 Station) Lo =]

l Lake Powell l
0, 13.03 MAF .
San Luis Res " :
TOT: 740 TAF
SWP: 425 TAF

Lake Mead

< Average EOM

—_

12.53 MAF
Capacity

Storage

Rainfall to Date % Normal -

p WY to Date

Current Storage

(% Capacity) % Normal WY

to Date




2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 87% of Normal

SWP Storage in San Luis: 455 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 Runoff Forecast: 52% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 330 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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As of: 02/23/2009




METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 02/23/09

Unless otherwise indicated

Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 860,000 AF  69% of full CRA

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 312,000 AF  15% of Table A Supplies

Water Year Classification:
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall):  99% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 517 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 52% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 366 TAF
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year)
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 03/08/09

Unless otherwise indicated

Current SWP Allocation (2009):
Current Colorado River Supply (2009):

Water Year Classification:
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 96% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 547 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 385 TAF
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Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 03/15/09
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 20% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 95% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 582 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 409 TAF
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Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 20% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 92% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 591 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 409 TAF
, Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 03/29/09
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 20% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 91% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 597 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 409 TAF
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Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 03/31/09
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 20% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 89% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 606 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 60% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: CRITICALLY DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 412 TAF
, Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 20% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 90% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 606 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 69% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 407 TAF
, Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
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2009 SWP Allocation: 30% of Table A Supplies
2009 Runoff Forecast: 69% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 89% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis: 615 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 406 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 30% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 89% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 615 TAF
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 30% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 87% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 600 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 69% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 387 TAF
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 04/26/09
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2009 SWP Allocation: 30% of Table A Supplies
2009 Runoff Forecast: 69% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall):  99% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis: 588 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 347 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
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2009 SWP Allocation: 30% of Table A Supplies
2009 Runoff Forecast: 69% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 98% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis: 584 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 341 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
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2009 SWP Allocation: 30% of Table A Supplies
2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 97% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis: 568 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 334 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
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2009 SWP Allocation: 30% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Storage in San Luis: 551 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 306 TAF
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~ T T T i T O 0
= 15 b 20 time last year o 5 \
£ g 18 g
c 9.1in
g 10 s \\ R c 13
O 2 16 e = 11 8 Colorado
% 5 s 14 n s 9 Station |Downtown San Upper
g \ y N Index LA Diego Basin
> / \ 12 "‘ ’ Rainfall
n
E 44.90 8.93 9.04 -
0 [ee] [e0] [e] (2] (o2} (o2} (2] (2] (o2} (2] 10 5 to date
22 2 22 2 2 22 g & 8 3§ 8 8 5 § 8 3 g8 8§ 8 3 8 8 5 8 3 2 Average 14.48 10.26
c 28822 <& 33 5 5 5 85 88 8 8 & & § 5 5§ § 5 5 5 5 5 § todate | 4665 | 14 ~ :
Normal ——2008-09 Storage Surplus Trigger Storage N/;:; 96% 62% 88% 99%

As of: 05/17/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage

(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 05/17/09

Unless otherwise indicated

5.0

i

4.0 - 315 TAF more in

35 - storage than this

3'0 || timelastyear N

' 77

25 d N\

2.0 o’ N

[ —— N

15

1.0

0.5

0.0

8385888233532 %

2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity

Current Colorado River Supply (2009):

* Includes 300 TAF
non project water

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 625,000 AF  30% of Table A Supplies

965,000 AF  77% of full CRA

Water Year Classification:

DRY

Lake Oroville
2.27 MAF

Colarziele

Lake Powell

X 13.63 MAF :

TOT: 857 TAF
SWP: 551 TAF

.
P
.t
o

Lake Mead
11.42 MAF

<

=

Capacity

Storage

Current Storage
(% Capacity)

Forecasted
. WY Runoff %
@ of Normal




2009 SWP Allocation: 30% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Storage in San Luis: 549 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 302 TAF
. Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
[ |
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| 4.0 25 - 800
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[¢}] 40.0 4] 84% of 3.5 4 | | | | | [
2 4o f\ : 20 - L 700
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S 200 1 i = i smmivs c ® 500 ] ose |
o 34.4in Il, S P \ S 10 1 3 202 TAF less in
= 15.0 = 15 1 — Ny = / \ < storage than this
< 10.0 S 1.0 + — S 400 +{ timelastyear
2 55 {' o5 | Record Low: 882 TAF 0.5 1 \\ T 1T 1 1 1
0.0 - | ’ 7 R 300 e
2 888 33 383 8 3 00 L o o 8888555833333
e T T ] T o o T ] = s c = = = = c = = c =S = = = =
5§ 28 5§88 2¢8 33 S288822237323 c283832283°33 8238238228823
‘ Normal ——— 2008-09 ‘ 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity Storage Capacity
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
Percent of Average
Current Colorado River Supply: 965,000 AF —
2009 Runoff Forecast: 86% of Average
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2001-Present) (2001-Present)
25 — — 23 — Average B> ——
26
7 42% of T 21 1.90 MAF more in| to date
L 20 {{Normalto - 24 879 TAF less in ~ 19 ,w storage than this | | 0RO 36Y0 080
g Date S 22 \\ storage than this @ 17 \ time last year 6Y%0 | 0
~ T T - 1 T O 0
= 15 S 20 time last year o 15 \
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c 10.21in 13
o 10 c c
O § 16 \\W A § 11 8 Colorado
% 5 s 14 n s 9 Station |Downtown San Upper
g \ y N Index LA Diego Basin
> 4 \ 12 - ! Rainfall
0 - 10 5 o | 4490 | 893 9.04 -
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Normal ——2008-09 Storage Surplus Trigger Storage N/;:; 96% 62% 88% 98%

As of: 05/18/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 05/18/09

Unless otherwise indicated

5.0
e
4.0 4] 315 TAF morein
35 storage than this
3'0 || time last year |
' / ™
25 S \
15
1.0
0.5
0.0
§ 2385822853238
2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 625,000 AF  30% of Table A Supplies *
Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 965,000 AF  77% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA
Table A Supplies

Water Year Classification:

DRY

Lake Oroville
2.27 MAF

Colarziele

Lake Powell
N 13.7 MAF .:
San Luis Res\ .
TOT: 851 TAF
SWP: 549 TAF * e

.
P
.t
o

* Includes 300 TAF
non project water

Lake Mead
11.4 MAF
Capacity
< Average EOM
Storage WY Runoff

Current Storage
(% Capacity)

o % of normal
- (actuals to date
and projected )




2009 SWP Allocation: 30% of Table A Supplies
2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 96% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis: 549 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 302 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

. Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
[ [ I [ [ [ ]
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2 40,0 {|84%of f\ S 2 700
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8 10.0 S 1.0 A — s / 400 +{ time last year
2 55 {' o5 | Record Low: 882 TAF 0.5 1 \\ T 1T 1 1 1
0.0 - ‘ ’ 7 R 300 —
0.0 0 — T —
§ £ 8 58 %8 %8 33 28822 %237°24 6248882223723 8238838238233
‘ Normal ——— 2008-09 ‘ ‘ 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity Storage Capacity
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
Percent of Average
Current Colorado River Supply: 965,000 AF Upper Basin Precipitation: 98% of Normal —
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2001-Present) (2001-Present)
25 — — 23 — Average B> ——
26
n 42% of I 21 1.90 MAF more in | to date N
L 20 {{Normalto o 879 TAF less in _ 19 ,w storage than this | | 96%0 36Y0 4
g Date 8 22 \\ storage than this g 17 \ time last year L
~ T T T i T O 0
= 15 S 20 time last year o \
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5 10 | L19:20n c 18 A c 13
8 2 16 e A = 11 8 Colorado
b= s n s Station |Downtown San Upper
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S 3 & &8 © 8 & § 5 3 S 5§ 5§ 5§ § § § &5 5 & £ & & & &£ & &£ £ £ ¢ 46.72 14.49 10.27 -
O Z g » 1L = < s »» ) - =] - =] - =) =] =) =] S S S S K S K ks 3 ks to date
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Normal ——2008-09 Storage Surplus Trigger Storage N/;:; 96% 62% 88% 98%

As of: 05/18/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage

(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 05/18/09

Unless otherwise indicated

5.0
e
4.0 4] 315 TAF morein
35 storage than this
3'0 || time last year |
' / ™
25 S \
15
1.0
0.5
0.0
§ 2385822853238
2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 625,000 AF  30% of Table A Supplies *
Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 965,000 AF  77% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA
Table A Supplies

Water Year Classification:

| P

™ A
~ Upperl 2
~— Colorado ~—~/

DRY

> N <3 Basin I/~
Lake Oroville ° ~ \ﬁ\]\ls_dl’l ') 4 j! ,42%{‘ >
2.27 MAF 60 OSSR/ vl , J\l

(8 Station)

San Luis Res

40
20

Nor 0

Sierra 2160

TOT.:
SWP:

* Includes 300 TAF
non project water

851 TAF
549 TAF *

Lake Mead

Capacity

< Average EOM
Storage

(% Capacity)

—_

Current Storage

11.4 MAF
Rainfall to Date (in)
% Normal -
WY to Date
% Normal WY
to Date




2009 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Storage in San Luis: 528 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 250 TAF
, Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
L [ 1T [ [ 1 [ [ [ |
50.0 800
| 4.0 25 -
- 450 1 7\ e N A A ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ o
@ 400 {|77%of A S 20 8 700
2 350 | |Normal \\ % 3.0 | 506 TAF more in g 7 — o 600
= 2300 | [toDate < 5o || Storage than this o 395 TAF less in 8
S o — [ N o = time last year © 15 - storage than this T 500 N\
2 250 J | \ 2 50 - ‘ g /. time last year S \
o 20.0 A - c e c =] | i
O |28.4 in 4 | 1.0 4 400 1| 202 TAF lessin
5 15.0 Il % 15 44/ \\\ § / \ § storage than this
T 10.0 S 1.0 A f— = 7 300 1| timelastyear
2 55 {' o5 | Record Low: 882 TAF 0.5 1 \\ T 1T 1 1 1
0.0 - ‘ ’ 7 R 200 —
2 888 33 383 8 3 00 L o o 8888555833333
=* T g T T T T v X k3] c = = 5 b c = = c I = = P =
5§ 28 5§88 2¢8 33 S288822237323 c283832283°33 8238238228823
‘ Normal ——— 2008-09 ‘ 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity Storage Capacity
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
Percent of Average
Current Colorado River Supply: 976,000 AF —
2009 Runoff Forecast: 86% of Average
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2001-Present) (2001-Present)
25 — — 23 — Average B> ——
26
7 33% of T 21 2.06 MAF more in |- to date
2 20 {|Normalto o 851 TAF less in _ 19 NN\ storage than this | | abo 5670 000
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As of: 05/25/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 05/25/09

Unless otherwise indicated

5.0

i

4.0 - 320 TAF more in

35 - storage than this

3'0 || timelastyear N

' Y <A

25 4 N\

2.0 7 NG
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0.0

8385888233532 %

2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity

Current SWP Allocation (2009):
Current Colorado River Supply (2009):

833,000 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
976,000 AF  78% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA

D —
- Lake Oroville

Table A Supplies
Water Year Classification:

DRY

Colarzele)

! 2.29
65%

San Luis Res

D“

MAF -
RUNOTT

Lake Powell

Tosvar @

1428 MAF  °

* Includes 300 TAF
non project water

TOT: 778 TAF
SWP: 528 TAF *

Lake Mead
11.34 MAF

Capacity

Storage

< Average EOM

Current Storage
(% Capacity)

WY % of Normal

Runoff
(Actual to date
and Projected )




2009 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Storage in San Luis: 468 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 153 TAF
, Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
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‘ Normal ——— 2008-09 ‘ 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity Storage Capacity
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
Percent of Average
Current Colorado River Supply: 998,000 AF —
2009 Runoff Forecast: 85% of Average
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2001-Present) (2001-Present)
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26
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Normal ——2008-09 Storage Surplus Trigger Storage N/:)S; 96% 62% 87% 101%

As of: 06/07/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 06/07/09

Unless otherwise indicated

5.0
4.5J\\\\\\\\\\
4.0 4] 316 TAF morein
35 - storage than this
3'0 || timelastyear N
' y, N
23 rd X
2.0 >~ Ny
T et N
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0.5
0.0
§ 85882233 23§
2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity

Current SWP Allocation (2009):
Current Colorado River Supply (2009):

833,000 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
998,000 AF  80% of full CRA

* Includes CVYWD and DWA
Table A Supplies

Water Year Classification:

DRY

Lake Oroville
2.24 MAF

Calarzicle)

3

> San Luis Res .

TOT: 621 TAF ** |
SWP: 468 TAF

** Includes 300 TAF
non project water

Lake Mead

11.17 MAF
Capacity
< Average EOM
Storage WY % of Normal

Current Storage
(% Capacity)

Runoff
/ (Actual to date
and Projected )




2009 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Storage in San Luis: 364 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 3 TAF
, Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
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‘ Normal ——— 2008-09 ‘ 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity Storage Capacity
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
Percent of Average
Current Colorado River Supply: 1,049,000 AF —>
2009 Runoff Forecast: 90% of Average
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2001-Present) (2001-Present)
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As of: 07/13/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 07/13/09

Unless otherwise indicated
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35 storage than this
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2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,048,525 AF  84% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA
Table A Supplies

Water Year Classification:

DRY

Lake Oroville
1.82 MAF

Colarzcele)

B‘A

RUNOTT

—Q SEGT Al
RIVE

994

Lake Powell

osvar @

16.28 MAF  *

San Luis Res .
TOT: 367 TAF = | =

SWP: 364 TAF

** Includes:
85 TAF non project >
91 TAF carryover

Lake Mead
11.04 MAF

Capacity
< Average EOM

Storage I WY % of Normal
Current Storage é/ . tRulntof'fd .
(% Capacity) (Actual to date
—

and Projected )




2009 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

SWP Storage in San Luis: 364 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 3 TAF
, Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
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‘ Normal ——— 2008-09 ‘ 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity 2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity Storage Capacity
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
Percent of Average
Current Colorado River Supply: 1,049,000 AF —
2009 Runoff Forecast: 90% of Average
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2001-Present) (2001-Present)
25 — T 23 — Average B> ——
26
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As of: 07/13/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 07/13/09

Unless otherwise indicated
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4.0 4| 423 TAF more in

35 storage than this

3'0 || time last year |
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25 S \
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0.0
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2007-2008 2008-2009 Capacity

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,048,525 AF  84% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA
Table A Supplies

Water Year Classification:

DRY

Lake Oroville
1.82 MAF

Colarzcele)

B‘A

RUNOTT

—Q SEGT Al
RIVE

994

Lake Powell

osvar @

16.28 MAF  *

San Luis Res
TOT: 367 TAF **

SWP: 364 TAF
** Includes:
85 TAF non project >
91 TAF carryover
Lake Mead
11.04 MAF
Capacity
< Average EOM
Storage WY % of Normal

Current Storage
(% Capacity)

Runoff
(Actual to date
and Projected )




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies SWP Storage in San Luis: 321 TAF
2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 111 TAF
, Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack 9
P (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2006-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 09/13/2009




Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage

(Current and Last Year)
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 09/13/09

Unless otherwise indicated

As of: 09/13/2009

Current SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,227,094 AF  98% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA
Table A Supplies

Water Year Classification:

DRY
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




2009 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies
2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 258% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: TBD

SWP Storage in San Luis: 154 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 262 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Total Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 10/18/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 10/18/09

Unless otherwise indicated
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Current SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,098,685 AF  88% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA
Table A Supplies

U
Water Year Classification: Col | PN
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




2009 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 98% of Normal

SWP Storage in San Luis: 155 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

2009 Runoff Forecast: 66% of Average Official DWR Water Year Classification: TBD CVP Storage in San Luis: 372 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 11/08/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage

(Current and Last Year)
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Current SWP Allocation (2009):
Current Colorado River Supply (2009):

833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
1,179,966 AF  94% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA
Table A Supplies
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




2009 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies
2010 Runoff Forecast: TBD

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 78% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: TBD

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

185 TAF
416 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Total Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 11/29/2009
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Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)
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Current SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF
Current Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,135,885 AF

Water Year Classification:
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2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies
2010 Runoff Forecast: TBD

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 67% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: TBD

SWP Storage in San Luis: 210 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 439 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Total Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 12/06/2009




Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage

(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 12/06/09

Unless otherwise indicated
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 104,130 AF 5% of Table A Supplies *
SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,135,885 AF  91% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA
Table A Supplies

Water Year Classification:

TBD
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies
2010 Runoff Forecast: 77%

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 64% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis:
CVP Storage in San Luis:

215 TAF *
447 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
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50.0 —
= 450 1] 77\
g 40.0 4] 34% of /
2 350 { [Normalto /'/ \
E 30.0 1 Date
(] T T
§ 00 | 7] \
o <7 ] [3.7in 4
5 15.0 L/
8 10.0
= 50 ,/’
0.0 -
(2] [2] (2] o o o o o o o
e @ &9 <9 o 4 <4 9 9 g
EEEEEEREEEE

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Total Storage
(Current and Last Year)

Diamond Valley Lake Storage
(2007-Present)

Normal —— 2009-10

LTI “°
35 rmrm—— -
+ 3.0 1| 87 TAFmorein g = ——
()]
& storage than this 2 222 TAF r:norehl_n
o 2.5 time last year & 1.5 -| storage than this
g o time last year
c c |
S 15 | / ~— 5 10 ,-\\
2 10 S s /-’ \
05 Record Low: 882 TAF ' W o
0.0 0.0 +——+—
- [ — o > (8] c Q2 = = > c = (=] o
8§32 28&8882233%2¢% § 3888823853 ¢%2§
‘ ‘ 2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity ‘ ‘ 2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity

800 Il L L L L
= 31 TAF lessin
9 700 storage than this | |
o time last year
Q
© 600
2
It
2 500 \
o
£
400 ’,
300
© ~ N~ N~ [eo) oo} oo} (2] [o2] (2] o o o
@ @ 2 Q@ @ @ 9 @ 9 9 «d 9
(8] = (o)) o = je2] (8] = (o)) (8] = (=2} (8]
§ 2282 z28<xz28<=z8
Storage Capacity ‘
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Current Colorado River Supply: 1,147,000 AF

COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES

Upper Basin Precipitation: 79% of Normal
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Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 12/09/09
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A Supplies *
SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies
2010 Runoff Forecast: 77%

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 83% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis: 221 TAF *
CVP Storage in San Luis: 466 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack
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(Current and Last Year)
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(Current and Last Year)
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* Includes water stored for individual contractors

Current Colorado River Supply: 1,152,000 AF

COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES

Upper Basin Precipitation: 93% of Normal
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 12/13/2009
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Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 12/13/09
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A Supplies *
SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,152,303 AF  92% of full CRA
* Includes CVWD and DWA
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies
2010 Runoff Forecast: 77%

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 80% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY

SWP Storage in San Luis: 276 TAF *
CVP Storage in San Luis: 493 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack

Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

San Luis Reservoir Total Storage
(Current and Last Year)
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* Includes water stored for individual contractors

Current Colorado River Supply: 1,152,000 AF

COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES

Upper Basin Precipitation: 88% of Normal
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 12/20/2009
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A Supplies *
SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,152,303 AF  92% of full CRA
* Includes CVWD and DWA
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies
2010 Runoff Forecast: 77%

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 76% of Normal

SWP Storage in San Luis: 333 TAF *

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 512 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 12/27/2009




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

o e

5.0
e
4.0 4| 411 TAF morein
35 storage than this
' time last year
3.0 A
N

25
50 4 N
15 —————
1.0
0.5
0.0

§2 885828238532 3§

2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity

;;'gixf“ METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
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R Unless otherwise indicated
Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A Supplies *
SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,156,328 AF  92% of full CRA
* Includes CVWD and DWA
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 74% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 359 TAF * 273 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 77% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 533 TAF 238 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 01/03/2010
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A Supplies *
Current SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,164,629 AF  93% of full CRA
* Includes CVWD and DWA
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 68% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 408 TAF * 306 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 77% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 537 TAF 268 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com
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2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity

Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A Supplies *
Current SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,164,629 AF  93% of full CRA
* Includes CVWD and DWA
] Table A Supplies
Water Year Classification: Col )
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* Includes water
stored for individual

contractors
Lake Mead
_ 11.23 MAF
Capacity
Average EOM
Storage
Current Storage '?i":')nfa” to Date % Normal -
(% Capacity) WY to Date
% Normal WY
to Date

Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 89% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 465 TAF * 334 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 73% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 541 TAF 287 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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* Includes water stored for individual contractors
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Percent of Average
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 01/18/2010




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/18/10

Unless otherwise indicated
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2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity

Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A Supplies *
Current SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,164,629 AF  93% of full CRA
* Includes CVWD and DWA
] Table A Supplies
Water Year Classification: Col )
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Lake Mead
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Average EOM
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Rainfall to D:
Current S.torage (i":')n allto Date % Normal -
(% Capacity) WY to Date
% Normal WY
to Date

Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 40% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 98% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 482 TAF * 342 TAF
pp g
2010 Runoff Forecast: 73% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 542 TAF 290 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Normal ———2009-10 ‘ ‘ 2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity ‘ ‘ 2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity Storage Capacity ‘
* Includes water stored for individual contractors
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 01/20/2010




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/20/10

Unless otherwise indicated
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2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity

Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A Supplies *
Current SWP Allocation (2009): 833,040 AF  40% of Table A Supplies *
Colorado River Supply (2009): 1,164,629 AF  93% of full CRA

* Includes CVWD and DWA
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Water Year Classification: Col '/
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Lake Mead
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Average EOM
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Current S.torage (i":')n allto Date % Normal -
(% Capacity) WY to Date
% Normal WY
to Date

Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 101% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 512 TAF * 359 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 73% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 558 TAF 290 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Normal ———2009-10 ‘ ‘ 2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity ‘ ‘ 2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity Storage Capacity ‘
* Includes water stored for individual contractors
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 01/24/2010




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

A cal
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METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS

As of 01/24/10

Unless otherwise indicated
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF
Colorado River Supply (2010): 987,913 AF

Water Year Classification:
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

(Includes CVWD & DWA Table A)
(Does not include ICS)
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 106% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 533 TAF * 373 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 73% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 573 TAF 294 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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* Includes water stored for individual contractors
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 01/27/2010




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/27/10

Unless otherwise indicated
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A (Includes CVWD & DWA Table A)
Colorado River Supply (2010): 987,913 AF 79% of full CRA (Does not include ICS)
U
Water Year Classification: Col )
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 101% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 542 TAF * 377 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 73% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 579 TAF 298 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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* Includes water stored for individual contractors
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 01/28/2010




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/28/10

Unless otherwise indicated
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A (Includes CVWD & DWA Table A)
Colorado River Supply (2010): 987,913 AF 79% of full CRA (Does not include ICS)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 100% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 568 TAF * 391 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 73% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 592 TAF 311 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Normal ———2009-10 ‘ ‘ 2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity ‘ ‘ 2008-2009 2009-2010 Capacity Storage Capacity ‘
* Includes water stored for individual contractors
COLORADO RIVER RESOURCES PRECIPITATION TO DATE
Percent of Average
Current Colorado River Supply: 988,000 AF Upper Basin Precipitation: 84% of Normal
Upper Colorado Basin Snowpack Lake Mead Reservoir Storage Lake Powell Reservoir Storage
(2002-Present) (2002-Present) Average >
25 — _ 23 to date
= 83% of 7~ 26 1.08 MAF less in 51 || 834 TAF more i
2 20 f[Normalto / \ 24 storage than this || storage than this
3 D B time last year 2 19 1 time last year
c ate / o) 22 [ 17
= 15 — iy -
5 / \ 5 2 g 15 \
S 1o | [104in / S 18 S S 13
O § 16 \'N A E 11 8 Colorado
Q s s Station |Downtown San Upper
g 5 = 1z W N = pp
1 4 M Index LA Diego Basin
= A
12 T \ap ! Rainfall
ainrta
0 - 10 5 roore | 2660 | 991 5.78 -
g8 889235935 39 % § 8 3 8 8 5 8 g 2 ¢ e 8 3 8 8 58 8 8 & ¢ Average 6.66 510
c 288 ¢ 2 < E 33 5 5 5 85 88 8 8 & & § 5 5 5§ 5 58 5 5 & § todate | 2670 | © ~ :
) % of
Normal ———2009-10 \ Storage Surplus Trigger | Storage Norm | 100% 149% 113% 84%

Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 01/31/2010




Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 01/31/10
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A (Includes CVWD & DWA Table A)
Colorado River Supply (2010): 987,913 AF 79% of full CRA (Does not include ICS)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 104% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 611 TAF * 399 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 73% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 632 TAF 306 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 02/07/2010




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 02/07/10

Unless otherwise indicated
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A (Includes CVWD & DWA Table A)
Colorado River Supply (2010): 987,913 AF 79% of full CRA (Does not include ICS)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 104% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 611 TAF * 399 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 73% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 632 TAF 306 TAF
: Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Northern Sierra Nevada Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 02/07/2010




Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
As of 02/07/10 reviseo
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Current SWP Allocation (2010): 105,280 AF 5% of Table A (Includes CVWD & DWA Table A)
Colorado River Supply (2010): 987,913 AF 79% of full CRA (Does not include ICS)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 98% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 639 TAF * 418 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 73% Official DWR Water Year Classification: DRY CVP Storage in San Luis: 682 TAF 311 TAF
; Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage San Luis Reservoir Total Storage Diamond Valley Lake Storage
Donner Summit Snowpack (Current and Last Year) (Current and Last Year) (2007-Present)
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 02/15/2010




Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY CONDITIONS
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com




STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 95% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 659 TAF * 444 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 80% Official DWR Water Year Classification: Below Normal CVP Storage in San Luis: 711 TAF 322 TAF
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 02/21/2010
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Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY

CONDITIONS

As of: 2/21/2010
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies 8 Station Index (Rainfall): 97% of Normal SWP Storage in San Luis: 680 TAF * 464 TAF
2010 Runoff Forecast: 80% Official DWR Water Year Classification: Below Normal CVP Storage in San Luis: 729 TAF 335 TAF
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

As of: 02/25/2010




Million Acre-feet

Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY

CONDITIONS

As of: 2/25/2010
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2010 SWP Allocation: 5% of Table A Supplies
2010 Runoff Forecast: 80%

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

98% of Normal

8 Station Index (Rainfall):
Official DWR Water Year Classification: Below Normal

Current Last Year
SWP Storage in San Luis: 694 TAF * 478 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 745 TAF 343 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
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Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage

(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY
CONDITIONS

As of: 2/28/2010

Unless otherwise
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2010 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies
2010 Runoff Forecast: 80%

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

98% of Normal

8 Station Index (Rainfall):
Official DWR Water Year Classification: Below Normal

Current Last Year
SWP Storage in San Luis: 694 TAF * 478 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 745 TAF 343 TAF

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES
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Lake Oroville Reservoir Storage
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(Current and Last Year)
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* Includes water stored for individual contractors
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com
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Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY nsof: 2/28/2010
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2010 SWP Allocation: 15% of Table A Supplies

2010 Runoff Forecast: 80%

STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

8 Station Index (Rainfall): 100% of Normal
Official DWR Water Year Classification: Below Normal

Current Last Year
SWP Storage in San Luis: 734 TAF * 514 TAF
CVP Storage in San Luis: 790 TAF 364 TAF
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com

PRECIPITATION TO DATE
Percent of Average

3

8 Colorado
Station |Downtown San Upper
Index LA Diego Basin
Rainfall 1 3640 | 1466 || 874 -
to date
Average [ 3056 | 11.05 || 7.65 ;
to date
% of
N 100% 133% 114% 83%
orm

As of: 03/07/2010




Lake Shasta Reservoir Storage
(Current and Last Year)

METROPOLITAN'S WATER SUPPLY
CONDITIONS

As of: 3/7/2010

Unless otherwise
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Questions/Comments - Contact Demetri Polyzos at (213) 217-7646 or dpolyzos@mwdh2o0.com
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STATE WATER PROJECT RESOURCES

METROPOLITAN IN BASIN RESOURCES

Current Last Year
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