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* 1905 Colorado River breaks into Alamo Irrigation Canal

BREACH
LOCATION
1905 Alamo Canal Breach at Calexico

o mies — cutting at 1 foot per minute — falls 28 feet high

1905 Alamo Canal Breach at Calexico flowing to Salton Sea




New River,
Calexico, Cak

Imperial Valley, 1906



Dumping Boulders to close the breach 1907 Final repair completed February 1907




Black Canyon, Colorado River



Colorado River Compact Signing
November 24, 1922
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Hoover Dam Construction, 1928
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Hoover Dam Completed



Colorado River Apportionments (viion acre feet)
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California Priority System (1931)

1. Palo Verde
2. Yuma Project

3. (a) Imperial & Coachella 3.85 MAF
(b) Palo Verde
4. Metropolitan 550 TAF

Total Basic Apportionment 4.4 MAF

5. Metropolitan 662 TAF



2003: Quantification Settlement
Agreement Approved




Our Region’s Agricultural, Tribal, and
International Partnerships

[ID-MWD Conservation
Program

\_
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PVID Rotational Fallowing
Program

[ID-SDCWA Conservation and
AAC Lining Transfer/Exchange

Binational Conservation
Activities/Programs in Mexico

Bard Seasonal Fallowing
Program

Quechan Forbearance Program




ltems Appear as Lake Mead

SNWA'’s Original Intake
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Interim Guidelines Expire Dec. 2025

Draft EIS Anticipated December 2024

New Guidelines to Address Climate Change

's and Reduce Deliveries to Water Users

Impac
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3 The challenge of the unknown |
Sl future is so much more exciting than




Outstanding Issues for New Guidelines

®* Who will be at “the table”?

Governor’s Representatives

« Arizona Tom Buschatzke
« Nevada John Entsminger

 (alifornia  JB Hamby

« Wyoming  Brandon Gebhart
 (Colorado Rebecca Mitchell
« New Mexico Estevan Lopez

« Utah Gene Shaweroft




Outstanding Issues for New Guidelines

®* How severe a future to plan for?

Historical and Future Colorado River Flows

Colorado River Natural Flow at Lees Ferry Gaging Station, Arizona
nnual — Running Average
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Subset Range:
9-14 MAFY




Colorado River Basin Total Storage
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Outstanding Issues for New Guidelines

How to Fully Involved both
Upper and Lower Basins?

Up‘é)er and Lower Colorado River Basins Administer Water

rently
» =« USBRis NOT the Water Master
§ilnerBsin o —
" ol o Limited control over water deliveries
e

* USBR is the Water Master
o Significant control over water deliveries




Outstanding Issues for New Guidelines

* How to share the pie: Use Priority System
for cuts or Equitable Reductions?




Priorities for Urban Southern California
(Not adopted by any agency)

®* Protecting California’s Senior Priority

* Equitable Sharing of Cuts among all
California water users

* Protecting MWD/SDCWA/CA Investments

in Agricultura

* Providing “ful

Programs/Partnerships

” CRA in Dry Years

* Interstate Augmentation Opportunities

* Predictable but Flexible Operations



The future depends on

what we do
in the present

~ Mahatma Gandhi ~
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