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Signposts

General Finding: The current trends are tracking within the 
range of the 2020 IRP Regional Needs Assessment scenarios 
and will continue to be monitored on an annual basis. 
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Time-Bound Targets
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Resource-Based Time-Bound Targets

Future CAMP4W Annual Reports will 
include graphical representation of 
Metropolitan's progress toward the 

Time-Bound Targets.

Future iterations of the Annual Report will also 
outline challenges Metropolitan has faced in 

achieving the Time-Bound Targets, how challenges 
may be resolved, and potential impacts to 

achieving goals within the defined timeframe.

2/26/2025 LTRPPBM Subcommittee Meeting 3c Attachment 2, Page 13 of 33



Policy-Based Time-Bound Targets
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Implementation Highlights

2/26/2025 LTRPPBM Subcommittee Meeting 3c Attachment 2, Page 15 of 33



2/26/2025 LTRPPBM Subcommittee Meeting 3c Attachment 2, Page 16 of 33



2/26/2025 LTRPPBM Subcommittee Meeting 3c Attachment 2, Page 17 of 33



2/26/2025 LTRPPBM Subcommittee Meeting 3c Attachment 2, Page 18 of 33



2/26/2025 LTRPPBM Subcommittee Meeting 3c Attachment 2, Page 19 of 33



Appendix A

2/26/2025 LTRPPBM Subcommittee Meeting 3c Attachment 2, Page 20 of 33



1

Appendix A

Supply and Demand Signposts - Detailed Discussion

Demographics

Demographic growth is a key driver of water demand. Population, households, and employment are tracked on an annual basis 
. Ongoing monitoring and analysis are crucial for anticipating and 

adapting to changing water needs. This section provides the latest population, households, and employment estimates from the 
California Department of Finance and the California Employment Development Department and observations on trends.

Although the Great Recession of 2009 and the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020 were highly disruptive to population growth, new 
housing development, and employment in Southern California in the short term, growth prospects remain open to both high and 
low growth outcomes over the long term. In terms of trends, the overall population has experienced low or negative
rates of growth in recent years, peaking in 2018 (Figure 1). After falling slightly each year since 2019, in 2023 the overall
population began to grow again as net outmigration and accelerated deaths related to the pandemic subsided (Figure 2). The 
workforce has recovered from the pandemic with the number of people working exceeding pre-pandemic levels and continuing to 
grow (Figure 3).1 As shown in Figure 4, more new housing is developed each year.  

1

April 2024, https://dof.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/352/Forecasting/Demographics/Documents/E-1_2024_Press_Release.pdf
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Population

Source:  California Department of Finance (DOF)

The July 1, 2023 population estimates from the California Department of Finance (DOF) indicate that the six-county region 
encompassing Metropolitan s service area had a population of 21.6 million. Of this total, approximately 18.5 million people, or 
about 86 percent, reside within (Figure 1). The six counties within the Metropolitan service area are
Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, San Diego, and Ventura.

Data detailing population changes are readily available from the DOF at the county level and can be used to analyze population 
trends. As such, the following observations are based on data from the six-county region.

Observations at the six-county region:

The number of new births continues to decline, consistent with national and global trends (Figure 2).  
The number of deaths peaked in 2021 at 195,000 because of COVID-19 and has declined to 163,000 in 2023 (Figure 2).
Since 2013, the six-county region has experienced negative net migration, with more people leaving the region than 
entering. Negative net migration peaked during the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020-21 (-179,000) with remote work and 
high housing costs being the main drivers. Since 2021, the net migration has slowed down to roughly -96,000 in 2023
(Figure 2).
Overall, the population loss trend is reversing with a net loss of -37,000 in 2023 vs. -152,000 in 2021.
In Figure 2, the 2020 data are not available.
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Housing

Source:  California Department of Finance (DOF)

Housing growth was hampered by the Great Recession of 2009. In 2011 and 2012, new home constructions were less than 20,000 
units per year (Figure 4). Since then, new construction has grown steadily, reaching annual growth of more than 66,000 units in 
2024. In 2024, there were almost the same number of single-family units built as multi-family units (Figure 4). As SHOWN in 
Figure 5, there is a diversity in housing types being built across the region.  In the Inland Empire, 77 percent of new homes in the 
last year were single-family units.  The rest of the region saw a majority (57 percent) of new housing built as multifamily units.  
The mix of housing types has implications for growth in outdoor water use, since multifamily units tend to use less water on a per 
unit basis than single family dwellings. Figure 5 shows that Los Angeles led the region in gaining the most units.

Observations at the six-county level:

New housing construction reached a new record in 2023 at 66,000 units.  
Housing growth is dependent on many factors, including the state of the economy (interest rates), permits, and 
affordability. Since 2011, the six-county region has added a total of 620,000 housing units.
Annual growth has exceeded 300 percent since the Great Recession of 2009, which was caused by sub-prime mortgage 
lending that led to a slowdown in new home construction.
Construction of multi-family housing exceeded single-family housing between 2014 and 2022 due to high demand for 
rental properties as banks tightened their mortgage lending.  
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Employment

Source:  California Employment Development Department (EDD)

The number of jobs fluctuates with cycles of economic expansion and contraction. Following the Great Recession of 2009, 
employment plummeted by nearly 1 million jobs. It took eight years to recover to the pre-recession employment peak in 2007. In
2020, the COVID-19 pandemic and lockdowns caused employment to plummet (Figure 6). Southern California's economy 
quickly regained the lost jobs and was exceeding pre-pandemic employment by 2022. As of the time of this writing, there was no 
indication of recession in the U.S. or in California.

Observations at the six-county level:

employment fell in 2020 during the COVID-19 pandemic but recovered to pre-pandemic levels by 
2022.
Employment growth has continued on an upward trend with no sign of economic recession since 2020.  

Climate Change

Climate change is a major source of long-term uncertainty with implications for both water supply and demand. Hotter and drier 
temperatures reduce available supply while increasing local demands and changes to precipitation and weather patterns are 
stressing our natural and built systems resulting in unpredictability and water management challenges. Global greenhouse gas 
emissions and concentrations are widely used to track and assess climate change risk and conditions. To reflect a range of 
plausible climate change outcomes, the 2020 IRP Needs Assessment scenarios incorporated moderate and severe climate change 
futures based on Representative Concentration Pathways (RCP) 4.5 and 8.5. RCPs are climate change scenarios adopted by the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change that were developed to project future greenhouse gas and aerosol concentrations. The 
concentrations of greenhouse gases and aerosols are recognized as key drivers of climate change. These pathways, or trajectories,
describe how greenhouse gas concentrations and radiative forcing might change in the future due to human activities. RCP 
scenarios are not intended to reflect specific policies or economic futures and are instead defined by total solar radiative forcing
by 2100. RCP 4.5 is considered to be a moderate emissions reduction policy-based pathway and can only be achieved by 
deliberate actions to reduce global emissions.  RCP 8.5 is considered a high emissions pathway consistent with continued 
dependence on fossil fuels. The more moderate RCP 4.5 shows global temperatures increasing by up to 3 degrees Celsius above 
preindustrial levels by the end of the century, with emissions peaking around 2040. The more severe RCP 8.5 exceeds warming of
4 degrees with emissions increasing throughout the 21st century.
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Source: Climate Action Tracker, November 2024

In September 2023, the Metropolitan Board approved use of RCP 8.5 for planning purposes in the CAMP4W process. As shown 
in Figure 7, while international climate change mitigation pledges and actions made so far may make an intermediate warming
outcome consistent with RCP 4.5 possible, uncertainty exists as to the extent that emission targets and climate policies will be 
achieved.2 The that agencies use RCP 8.5 for analyses considering the 
impacts through 2050 because of existing gaps between the pledged greenhouse gas emissions reductions and the reductions 
required to align with the long-term temperature goals.

In terms of global climate change mitigation efforts, there have been mixed signals from global governments and actions.
According to a November 2024 report issued by Climate Action Tracker, on the positive side, renewable energy and electric 
vehicle deployment report record-breaking progress, with energy investments in clean energy now double those for fossil fuels. 
On the negative side, fossil fuel subsidies remain at an all-time high and funding for fossil fuel prolong projects quadrupled 
between 2021 and 2022. On the positive side, the current rapid growth of renewable energy now indicates a faster decline after 
2030 even with the increase in emissions in recent years. In terms of climate change policy, it remains highly uncertain how 
governments define their long-term net zero targets and how they may implement them.2

2023 was the hottest year on record with a global average temperature 1.18 degrees Celsius above the 20th century average, with 
2024 on track for another record high.3 Additionally, a NOAA Research report indicated that the levels of three of the most 
important human-caused greenhouse gas emissions (carbon dioxide, methane, and nitrous-oxide) did not show signs of slowing 
down in 2023.4 For the purpose of long-term planning, it is important to keep in mind that recent observations and policies do not 
necessarily indicate what conditions will be 100, 50, or even 20 years later. Modeling of varying future emissions scenarios
remains appropriate for water reliability. Metropolitan will continue to monitor climate 
change developments.

2 Warming Projections Global Update, Climate Action Tracker, 
November 2024, https://climateactiontracker.org/documents/1277/CAT_2024-11-14_GlobalUpdate_COP29.pdf
3 Monthly Global Climate Report for Annual 2023 NOAA National Centers for Environmental Information, 
January 2024, https://www.ncei.noaa.gov/access/monitoring/monthly-report/global/202313
4

April 2024, https://research.noaa.gov/2024/04/05/no-sign-of-greenhouse-gases-increases-slowing-in-2023/

Figure 7 Temperature Pathways to 2100
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Local Supply5

Local supplies are produced to meet individual agency demands and their production and use play a key role in determining the 
level of Metropolitan supply required. Maintaining available local supply production levels and development of new local
supplies are critical in helping manage demands on Metropolitan. It should be noted that fluctuations in local supply production 
on a year-to-year basis, can be attributed not only to changes in local supply availability, but also to changes in retail water 
demand. Decreased local production as a result of low retail demand in a single year is not in itself a notable signpost. However, it 
is important to observe trends over the longer term.  A sustained decline in local production, in the presence of high retail 
demands, may indicate a higher dependency on Metropolitan supplies. As such, impacts to reliability can also occur if local 
supply assumptions are not achieved. Therefore, it is important to track the progress of local supply production as a signpost. 

Since 1985, local supply production has averaged about 1.93 MAF (Figure 8) and supply availability has typically been the 
dominant driver of local production. Long-term trends such as the reduction of allowed pumping rights from managed 
groundwater basins, water quality regulatory restrictions, and environmental regulatory restrictions have affected production from 
local groundwater basins, surface reservoirs, and the Los Angeles Aqueduct. Development of new supplies through local recycled
water, groundwater recovery, and seawater desalination projects have helped maintain overall local production levels despite 
long-term impacts to groundwater production.

More recently in 2023, extraordinarily low retail water demands have resulted in lower than expected local production. Despite 
increased local supply availability from an exceptionally wet year in 2023, local supply production only increased by 
approximately 150,000 acre-feet compared to 2022. Production of hydrologically driven local supplies like the Los Angeles 
Aqueduct and Local Surface Water increased by nearly 300,000 acre-feet combined, as expected with more supply available for
use in wet years. However, groundwater production declined by approximately 125,000 acre-feet. Member agencies indicated that 
this decline in groundwater production was due to demand-side rather than supply-side causes. Groundwater production was not 
primarily affected by a loss of supply, such as PFAS contamination. Rather, the low overall retail demands and the above average
rainfall allowed agencies to meet their demands with more economical surface water supply in lieu of groundwater pumping.
Additionally, non-potable recycled water use declined by approximately 25,000 acre-feet, signaling low water demand for 
landscape irrigation in 2023. For these reasons, we conclude that in 2023, the availability of local supplies exceeded the demand, 
resulting in lower-than-anticipated levels of local production.

5 Includes supplies produced and/or managed by local agencies including groundwater replenishment supplies purchased from 
Metropolitan.
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Figure 9 shows the observed local supply production in 2023 was within the minimum and maximum assumptions across the four
scenarios of the 2020 IRP Needs Assessment. Metropolitan will continue to monitor local supply production for any significant 
changes. 

Imported Supply (Risks & Regulations)

During the past several years, there has been significant fluctuation in the availability of total imported supplies.  Although these
fluctuations have so far been primarily caused by volatility in the State Water Project (SWP),
Colorado River Aqueduct supplies also face uncertainty into the future. Figure 10 below reflects the amount of imported supply 
made available each year from calendar years 2019-2023, prior to any storage actions. 

Beginning in the fall of 2019, the SWP watersheds received very low precipitation and runoff. SWP Table A allocations for 2020, 
2021, 2022 were only 20, 5, and 5 percent, respectively. Despite substantial precipitation in October and December 2021, 
precipitation in Northern California from January through March 2022 fell to the driest levels on record. In 2022, for the first time
in history, the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) used a provision of the SWP Contract to allocate water on a 
basis other than Table A to meet minimum demands of contractors for human health and safety needs. Despite extraordinary 
efforts by Metropolitan to maximize available resources through operational drought actions, Metropolitan did not have a
sufficient amount of SWP supplies available to meet normal demands in the SWP Dependent Area for the remainder of 2022. 
Metropolitan thus implemented the Emergency Water Conservation Program from June 2022 to March 2023 to conserve limited 
SWP supplies. Despite a low initial allocation for 2023, the extraordinary wet conditions at the end of 2022 into the beginning of 
2023 resulted in the 2023 SWP Table A allocation rising to 100 percent. In calendar year 2024, the SWP watersheds received 
above average snowpack and near-normal precipitation and runoff. However, the presence of threatened and endangered fish 
species near SWP pumping facilities affected the ability to move water from the Delta and resulted in a final SWP Table A 
allocation of 40 percent. The shift from extreme dry conditions to extreme wet conditions in a short time period, along with the 
impact of various regulations over these past few years has shown the ongoing challenges faced by .

During water years 2020, 2021, and 2022, the Colorado River Basin experienced three of the lowest consecutive years of inflow 
on record. During this time, the combined storage of Lake Powell and Lake Mead declined from about 50 percent to 25 percent of
total live capacity. The Lower Basin experienced its first ever shortage conditions, which impacted both Arizona and Nevada, but 
not California, per stipulations set forth in the 2007 Interim Guidelines. To address concerns over low reservoir levels and 
hydrologic conditions, the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation developed and adopted the 2024 Supplement to the 2007 Colorado River 
Guidelines for Lower Basin Operations and the Coordination Operations for Lake Powell and Lake Mead Record of Decision 
(2024 ROD). Similar to conditions in California, water year 2023 was also extraordinarily wet in the Colorado River Basin.
Between the favorable hydrologic conditions and the system conservation efforts implemented to achieve the conservation goals 
set in the 2024 ROD, the combined storage of Lake Powell and Lake Mead increased to 35 percent of total live capacity by the 
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end of calendar year 2023. Due to this increase in storage, Lower Basin shortage levels decreased from a Level 2 Shortage in 
2023 to a Level 1 Shortage in 2024. In 2024, the Colorado River Basin received an above average snowpack and near-average
precipitation, with runoff at 82 percent of normal. System conservation efforts have continued, and the Lower Basin is expected to 
conserve approximately 2 MAF of its 3 MAF goal by the end of 2024, which includes water from Metropolitan programs that 
were turned over for system water creation through 2026. However, several important water management decisions that govern 
the operation of Colorado River facilities and management of Colorado River water are scheduled to expire at the end of 2026.
Negotiations on these water management agreements are underway. Due to long-term drought conditions on the Colorado River, 
it is possible that California and/or Metropolitan may face future supply reductions. There is no consensus alternative at this time. 

Notes: nges,
adjustments for higher priority water use, and Indian and Misc. Present Perfected Rights; does not include water stored for SNWA or IID) and SWP 
supplies (includes total allocated Table A supplies, deliveries of Article 21 supplies, SWP transfer deliveries, and Human Health & Safety supplies). 
Graph does not reflect any operational limitations within either system and does not i

SWP Outlook

Forecasts of SWP supplies for the 2020 IRP Needs Assessment were based on modeling studies produced by DWR CALSIM-II
model. CALSIM-II simulates SWP and Central Valley Project operations under a range of historical hydrologic conditions. DWR 
publishes updated CALSIM forecasts of SWP deliveries in its biennial SWP Delivery Capability Report (DCR). The 2019 DCR 
was used in the 2020 IRP Needs Assessment and provided estimates of the existing (2019) and future (2040) SWP delivery 
capability for Metropolitan. These estimates incorporated regulatory requirements in accordance with U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service and National Marine Fisheries Service biological opinions. In addition, the estimates of future capability also reflected
potential impacts of climate change and sea level rise.

The impacts of climate change were incorporated into the modeled SWP deliveries for all four 2020 IRP Needs Assessment
scenarios. The 2019 DCR future condition included SWP deliveries with climate change impacts associated with RCP 8.5 and 1.5 
feet of sea level rise. This more severe climate future was incorporated into scenarios C and D. In addition, it was determined that 
further degradation of SWP deliveries should be included in Scenarios C and D to account for future regulatory uncertainty,
which was not included in the 2019 DCR, and unaccounted for climate impacts. A moderate level of climate change (RCP 4.5) 
was incorporated into scenarios A and B by interpolating between the existing and future (RCP 8.5) modeling studies in the 2019 
DCR without an additional degradation of SWP deliveries.

2023 Delivery Capability Report
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Since first published in the early 2000s, the DCR has shown a long-term trend of steadily declining water supply reliability. Since 
2005, average modeled SWP deliveries have decreased by over 600,000 acre-feet, equivalent to about a 15% SWP allocation6.
These reductions are largely due to new regulatory requirements such as the 2008/2009 Federal Biological Opinions and increased 
regulatory responsibilities stemming from changes to the 2018 Coordinated Operations Agreement. The most recent declines 
shown in the 2023 DCR are due to the use of an adjusted historical hydrology with extended dry periods and more precipitation 
falling earlier in the year as rain instead of snow.

The 2023 DCR utilizes CALSIM 3 instead of CALSIM-II.  There are several differences between the models, perhaps most 
importantly the inclusion of enhanced physical modeling, particularly the implementation of stream-groundwater interaction. In 
addition to the change in models, the 2023 DCR also uses an extended hydrology in its studies, 1922-2021 compared to 2019 

-2015.

The biggest difference between the 2023 DCR and the 2019 DCR is the approach to modeling climate change.  The 2019 DCR 
included the existing condition study and only one future condition (RCP 8.5). The 2023 DCR includes the existing condition, the 
existing
LOC90)7. While these LOCs do not represent specific RCPs, they are compatible with the 2020 IRP Needs Assessment
methodology in terms of modeling climate-impacted SWP deliveries, as both methodologies associate SWP deliveries with 
specific future temperature increases.  

Like the 2019 DCR, the 2023 DCR does not include any future regulatory uncertainty or further restrictions. Figure 11 compares
the 2045 exceedance curves of modeled SWP deliveries for the 2020 IRP scenarios and those in the 2023 DCR. This figure shows
that the 2020 IRP Scenarios C and D have lower deliveries in wetter years than those found in the 2023 DCR LOCs.  This is 
mainly due to the inclusion of the additional SWP delivery degradation associated with regulatory uncertainty and unknown 
climate impacts. The new modeling studies will be incorporated into the next IRP update.

6 Figure 6- -
Department of Water Resources, December 2023
7 - Department of Water 
Resources,
December 2023, https://data.cnra.ca.gov/dataset/finaldcr2023/resource/e41f531d-dace-4d37-b52e-35a6ddd2224e
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BiOps/ITP

Updates to State and Federal permits for the Long-Term Operations of the Central Valley and State Water Projects have been 
underway for the last four years. An updated State Incidental Take Permit and Federal Biological Opinion were released in 
November and December of 2024, respectively. The most significant changes are adjustments to the Spring outflow requirement 
and new flow-based offramps to early water year Old and Middle River (OMR) actions such as the turbidity bridge. Modeling in 
the draft permits showed minor increases to State Water Project deliveries.  

Water Quality Control Plan

The State of California is currently in the process of updating its Bay-Delta Water Quality Control Plan, which identifies, 
balances, and protects beneficial uses of water including municipal, agricultural, and environmental uses. The plan does this by 
adopting numerical and narrative water quality objectives to reasonably protect those uses. On October 25, 2024, the State Water 
Board (Water Board) released draft updates to the Bay-Delta Plan and a proposed program of implementation, based on staff 
alternatives described in the Water that are centered around unimpaired flow. This 
newly released document also includes proposed updates based on the Agreements to Support Healthy Rivers and Landscapes 
(HRL), also known as voluntary agreements, which would provide additional flows as well as habitat restoration. As reported in
the 2023 draft Staff Report, the Water Board staff preferred alternative of 55% unimpaired flow would on average, result in 

Board staff are planned through early next year and the Water Board is expected to  make a final decision on the Bay-Delta Plan 
update by the end of Q2 2025.

CRA Outlook

While the Colorado River remains in a decades- levels have shown signs of improvement 
since reaching a historic low in 2022, as shown in Figure 12. Continuing from calendar year 2024, Lake Mead will operate in a 
Tier 1 Shortage Condition during calendar year 2025
Thus, in the short term, ; current projections indicate 
that no DCP contributions are expected to be required in calendar year 2026.

However, the long-term outlook still contains a significant degree of uncertainty. Several reservoir and water management 
decisional documents and agreements that govern the operation of Colorado River facilities and management of the Colorado 
River are scheduled to expire at the end of 2026. These include the 2007 Colorado River Interim Guidelines for Lower Basin 
Shortages and Coordinated Operations for Lake Powell and Lake Mead (2007 Interim Guidelines), the 2019 Drought Contingency 
Plans, as well as international agreements between the United States and Mexico pursuant to the United States-Mexico Treaty on 
Utilization of Waters of the Colorado and Tijuana Rivers and of the Rio Grande (1944 Water Treaty).

The United States Bureau of Reclamation is undertaking a multi-year NEPA process that will identify a range of alternatives and 
determine operations for Lake Powell and Lake Mead and other water management actions post-2026 that could last for
potentially decades into the future. To address unknown future conditions in the face of climate change, this process will consider 
a wide range of potential hydrologic conditions informed by historical conditions, paleontological records, climate-model based 
ensembles, and climate science. Reclamation has stated that they plan to release the set of alternatives that will be evaluated in the 
Draft EIS for post-2026 Colorado River operations by the end of calendar year 2024 and would undertake the analysis and 
development of the Draft EIS in the first half of 2025. The outcome of that process is uncertain, however all alternative proposals 
submitted by basin stakeholders have included reductions in the Lower Basin that have the potential to
supplies. While no consensus alternative has been developed to date, the seven Colorado River Basin States and others will 
continue to work towards the development of a consensus alternative that can be evaluated in the Final EIS. When a consensus 
alternative has been determined, it will be incorporated into IRPSIM modeling.
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Figure 12 Lake Mead Elevation Levels

Notes: Metropolitan is required to make Drought Contingency Plan (DCP) contributions in the following year if the August 24-month Study projects 
4 24-

above 1,045 feet on January 1, 2025, Metropolitan is not required to make DCP contributions in 2025.  This figure reflects the latest 24-month study 
(November 2024) available at the time of this report.

Storage

the state of storage balances has significant implications for water reliability in both the 
near term and long term. Stored water is essential in helping Metropolitan balance demand and supply in a given year or within a 
drought sequence. Since the 2020 IRP, Metropolitan has made great strides with its storage efforts. In particular, Metropolitan has 
worked to develop operational flexibility and additional SWP storage programs to help further ensure SWP reliability, most 
notably with the start of operations with the Antelope Valley East Kern Water Agency (AVEK) High-Desert Water groundwater 
banking program. Metropolitan continues to explore storage opportunities both within and outside of Metropolitan service area.

As detailed in Figure 13 -year storage levels have experienced significant fluctuations over the past five 
years, driven by varying hydrologic conditions and the corresponding withdrawals and puts into storage. During the previous 
drought sequence, Metropolitan withdrew roughly a million acre-feet from its dry-year storage accounts and faced emergency 
drought restrictions within the SWP Dependent Area. The restrictions within the SWP Dependent Area were a result of historic 
dry conditions within California, as well as limited access to stored supplies for the SWP Dependent Area. 

is on track to begin 2025 with higher starting storage balances than had been assumed in the 2020 
Needs Assessment. Wet and above normal water years in water years 2022/2023 and 2023/2024, respectively, enabled significant 

, in particular within the SWP Dependent Area. As a result, Metropolitan ended calendar 
year 2023 with a record high amount of storage and is projected to end calendar year 2024 with another record high, with around 
3.9 MAF of dry- in calendar year 2024 include putting water into Diamond Valley 
Lake, and San Luis Reservoir carryover supplies. 

-year storage by the end of 
2024, with the exception of the AVEK High-Desert Water Bank program, as it remains a relatively new program. More 
information on the current estimates of storage accounts and the maximum put and take capacities for these 
storage accounts can be found in the Water Surplus and Drought Management Update report, Attachment 1, dated December 10, 
2024.
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2025 will allow Metropolitan to sustain a
repeat of the recent drought sequence, if such a period were to occur. SWP transfer supplies and new storage opportunities will 
continue to be pursued by Metropolitan to help ensure a reliable water supply for the SWP Dependent Area in the coming years.
Stor -2026
negotiations, which may impact .

Note:
2024 end-of-year balance is preliminary as it is subject to DWR adjustments and USBR final accounting. Data as of November 1, 2024.
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Figure 13 - Metropolitan's End-of-Year Storage
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