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IRP Stakeholder Forum
Agenda

9:00 aim. | Registration

9:30 aim.  Opening RemarksTimothy F. BrickylWD Chairman

9:45am. | 2aGAy 3 5ANBEMAMDBIRE Mémbér i SYS VY
9:50a:m. ¢ 2RI & Qa &{Opdcttvésdzf S

10:00a:m. a S i NP LIZRPRracésy Qa

10:30:a:m. 2010 Draft IRP Overview & Findings

11:15:aim. Morning Session Recap

11:30:aim. Lunch
12:30p:m. Draft IRP Survey Results

12:45 pm. Q&A and Comments
1:45 p:m. | Session Recap and Next Steps
2:00 p:m.  Forum Adjourns




Forum Objective

The objective of
this forum is to
present
Metropolitan’s
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Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California

The Mission of the Metropolitan Water
DIStrictiIs to provide Its service area

@ =l |With adequate andireliable supplies of
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high-quality water. to meet present

= AN\ = EE AR and future needs in an

environmentally and
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responsible way.
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Introduction: Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California

* Regional Water Wholesaler to 6 counties
* 5,200 square miles

* 26 Member Agencies

* 37 Member Board

* 18+ million residents

* Owns and operates:

* 5Sregional treatment plants
* 14 dams and reservoirs

* 16 hydroelectric plants
* 770 miles of pipelines, feeders and canais

* Regional economy: $800+ billion
®* Provides about Y2 of retail demands



Sources of Water for Southern
California
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Integrated Resources Plan
Supply Reliability Goal

19961RPand 2004RPUpdate:

G ¢CKNRdzZAK U0KS AYIRRSYSY
Metropolitan and its member agencies will have
the full capabllity to meet fuervice demands at
the retall level under all foreseeable hydrologic
conditiong



1996 IRP

* Established a reliability planning objective
* Set a preferred mix of resource targets
* Utilized collaborative stakeholder process

2004 |IRP Update

* Reaffirmed objectives

* Adjusted for changed conditions

* Updated resource targets through 2025
* Introduced Buffer Supply
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Regional Stakeholders Came Together to
Discuss Integrated Planning

[ "Board Oversight |
[ iRp Steering Commites |

-

Process Forums Forums



IRP Steering Commitee

* Purpose/Goals
* Recommend policy options
* Review planning approaches
* Review resource strategy

* Receive input from stakeholder forums, public
forums and technical workgroups




2008 Stakeholder Forums

®* Over 550 participants engaged Iin four hadty
workshops

* Key Messages:

* Need new strategies

* Address new development

* Wil pay for reliability and quality
* Form strong partnerships



Technical Workgroups

» Groundwaterc ongoing facilitated workgroup
» Recycled water

+ Conservation

+ Stormwater/urban runoff

+ Seawater desalination

+ Graywater



Technical Workgroups

> Collaborate with member and local agencies o
groundwater resources, local resource
development, and regional supplies

* Discuss technical approaches

» Collect, review, reconcile data
> Develop issue papers as needed

> Technical workgroups were scheduled on ah a
needed basis



Examples of Project Information
Collected:

» Water savings (and hydrologic variability)
» Cost (capital an@®@&M)

» Water quality (e.qg., salinity)

* Energy consumption

* Implementation challenges

» Other (depending on project type)






A Number of Possible Roles Were
Considered for Metropolitan

UITE Imported =ENnance =NNancec
Approach Regional # Regional #2

wMaintain & wReduce role in wMaintain & wMaintain &
develop regional develop develop
resources reliability resources resources

wProvide local wlmprove Delta wDelta wDevelop large
resource ecosystem/ improvements scale local
incentives conveyance not completed projects

wComplete Delta wDevelop dry wDevelop large wComplete Delta
Improvements year Colorado scale local Improvements
River supplies projects




Evaluation of Metropolitan’s Regional Role
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Draft 2010 IRP Released in July

* Emphasizes need for regional reliability
* MWD and Member Agency Interdependency

* Calls for a buffer of additionaldmegion supplies
and water use efficiency

* Expanded Regional Approach

* MWD should collaborate with local agencies and
consider partnerships or ownership ofnegion
supplies to ensure reliability

* The 2010 IRP Is an adaptive plan



Next Steps in the IRP Process

Develop Proposed Plan

Complete Stakeholder Forums

¥ August 3: Orange

¥ August 5: Ontario

* August 10: San Diego

* August 12: Los Angeles

August IRP Steering Committee
* Review feedback from Stakeholder Forums

Ongoing: Member Agency feedback

* September Second Board Workshop

October- Board consideration to adopt plan
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Overview

* Draft IRP Report Overview
* Existing Resource Development and Reliability

* Proposed 2010 IRP Strategy
* Core Resource Strategy
* Supply Buffer
* Foundational Actions



Draft IRP Report Released July 2, 2010

={oile]gM History, Background and Status

Si=10i(e]s8 Developing a Collaborative Regional Process

oM L VOSAINF GOAYT | t2f A08& ! LI

Si=ei(of‘8 Core Resources Strategy

={oi{e]g W Making an Adaptive Management Approach Work

i={oii{e]g KW Findings and Conclusions
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